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Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  2)  Bill  [^Lords']  (by  Order)  (Ho.  807)— 
Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [3 1st 
July]  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended  ...  •••119 

And  which  Amendment  was,  in  page  22  of  the  Crojdon  Extension  Order, 

to  leave  out  paragraph  34a  : — 
"  The  promoters  or  any  company  or  person  working  or  using  the  tramways  shall  not 
raise  their  fares  on  any  Sunday  or  public  holiday," — (Mr,  S.  Herbert.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  said  Order." 

Debate  resumed. 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  ...     122 

Further  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow  ...  ...  •••     123 

Public  Business — Statement  thereon.  The   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY 


Sricted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill  (No.  346)— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  •••  •••  .••  ...     149 

After  Debate,  and  several  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 
Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  24,  after  the  word  "  Act,"  to  insert 

the  words — 
*«  Where  the  new  tenant  objects  to  an  order  for  reinstatement  the  Arbitrators  may,  upon 
all  claims  on  the  holding  being  renounced  by  the  former  tenant,  award  to  him,  out  of 
the  moneys  at  their  disposal  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  such  sums  as  they  deem 
reasonable,  not  exceeding  the  sums  which  in  their  opinion  might  have  been  payable 
out  of  the  said  funds  in  respect  of  the  said  holding  if  the  onler  for  reinstatement  had 
been  made," — (^Mr,  J.  Money)  „,  .„  •••  ...      165 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  1,  after  the  word 

"  reinstatement,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  or  where  the  Arbitrators,  after  hearing  the  parties  under  Section  1  of  this  Act,  dismiss 
a  petition  for  reinstatement," «-(^r.  Sexton)  ...  , , ,  ...     1 68 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment"  •••  •••  .••  ...  •••     169 

After  short  Debate,    Question    put : — The    House  divided  : — Ayes   53  ; 

Noes  97. — (Division  List,  No.  210)  ...  ...  ...     171 

After  short   Debate,    and  several  further  Amendments  to  the   proposed 

Amendment  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  at  the  end  thereof,  to 
add  the  words — 

"  And  such  further  sums  payable  by  the  landlord  and  new  tenant  as  they  would  find  to 
be  the  difference  between  such  former  sums  a^d  the  market  value  of  the  holding 
previous  to  the  evictions," — {Mr,  Hay  den)  ...  ...  ...     174 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words  be  added  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment "        •••  .«•  •««  ...  ...  •••     175 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  52  ; 
Noes  94. — (Division  List,  No.  211)  ...  ...  ...     178 

Words  inserted. 

Further  Amendments  agreed  to;   Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow     180 
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Bqualisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill  (No.  184)— Committee.   [^Progress, 
3rd  August."] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Amondment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  14,  after  the  word  "shall,"  to  insert 

the  words  "  half-yearly,"— (^r.  Bartley,) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  half-yearly '  be  there  inserted." 
After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Further  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 
Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  18,  to  leave  out  from   the  word 

"  districts,"  to  end  of  Sub-section  (4),  and  insert — 
"At  their  discretion  with  a  view  to  equalise  as  far  as  possible  the  burden  of  local  taxation 

in  diflterent  parts  of  London,  having  resrard  nevertheless  to  the  following  considera- 

tioDs : — 

(a)  The  amount  of  the  local  rates  in  each  individual  parish  in  relation  to  the  average 
rates  for  the  whole  of  London ; 

(b)  The  circumstances  of  the  local  rates  in  each  parish,  and  whether  they  are 
eap?cially  high  on  account  of  some  expenditure  specially  local  and  beneficial 
mainly  to  the  individual  parish ; 

(c)  The  relative  number  of  ratepayers  rated  at  £20  and  under,  excluding  compound 
householders ; 

(d)  The  efficiency  with  which  the  rates  are  collected  in  the  parish ; 

(e)  The  economy  with  which  the  rates  are  administered  in  the  parish  ; 

(f)  The  sanitary  condition  of  the  parish  and  the  increased  sanitary  efficiency  of  the 
parish  produced  from  year  to  year  by  the  Bqualisation  Fund  granted  to  that 
pSLTish,''— (^Captain  Nay  lor- Ley  land)  .„  ,„  .,,      187 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  in  proportion  to  their  population ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause"  ...  ...  •••  •••     189 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  119  ;  Noes 
43.— (Division  List,  No.  212)  ...  ...  ...  ...     216 

After  Debate,  and  further  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of, 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to 
the  House  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     227 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday. 

Building:  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill  (No,  264)— 

Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Standing  Committee,  further  considered. 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  agreed  to^ 

British  Museum  (Purchase  of  Land)  Bill  ...  ...  ...     228 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  for  further  promoting  the 
Revision  of  the  Statute  Law  by  repealing  enactments  which  have  ceased 
to  be  in  force  or  have  become  unnecessary."  [Statute  Law  Revision 
Bill  [Lords].'] 

Yalaation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Lords]  (No.  346)- 

Ivead  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 
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Commons  (Accommodation). 
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Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill— Read  3». 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Pbivate  Blls — 

Amendments  in  the  Standing  Orders  relating  thereto  (see  Debates)  moved  (the  Chairman 
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Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgwater,  &c. 
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Heritable    Securities    (Scotland)     Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons;  *read    1*; 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  202.) 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 
House  resumed. 

The  Lord  Steward  (if.  Breadalbartc)^ChooGn  Speaker  in  the  absence  of   the   Lonl 
Chancellor  and  the  Lords  Commissioners. 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  ;  to  be 
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Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  2)  Bill  ILords^  (No.  307)— 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  now  read  the  third  time," 
in  order  to  add  the  words  "  re-committed  in  respect  of  paragraph  16  of 
the  Croydon  Tramways  Extension  Order," — (Afr.  Snape^) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  *now  read  the  third  time'  stand 
part  of  the  Question "  ...  •••  •••  •••     238 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  ;  considered  in  (Committee. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  paragraph  16,  page  19,  line  31,  after  "mile," 
insert 

*'  but  it  shall  not  be  lawful,  without  the  consent  of  the  Local  Authority,  for  the  pro- 
moters of  any  Company  or  person  working  or  using  the  tramways  to  take  or  demand 
on  Sunday  or  on  any  bank  or  other  public  holiday  any  higher  rates  or  charges  than 
those  levied  by  them  on  ordinary  week  days," — (Jfr.  Snape.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 
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Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration  Bill  (No.  346)  changed  to  Tenants 
Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill 
Order  for  Third  Heading  read. 
Amendment  proposed,  in  the  title,  after   the  word  "  (Ireland)  "  to  insert 

the  words  "  Migration  and,"— (iS«>  R.  T.  Reid.) 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 

time," — (Jdr.  J.  Morley.) 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Question   to   add   the   words   "upon   this   day  three    months," — (^Mr. 

Brodrick.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  " ...     280 
After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  199  ;  Noes  167. 

— (Division  List,  No.  213)  ...  ...  ...  ...     363 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Merchant  Shipping  (re-committed)  Bill  (No.  821) — Committee.    [^Progress, 
30th  July]. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
After  short  Debate,  Clause  agreed  to  ...  •••  •••  •••     366 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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Diseases  of  Animals  [changed from  ''Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)"] 
(re'committed)  Bill  (No.  260) — Committeb — 
After  short  Debate,  Committee  deferred  till  Thursday. 

Looomotiye  Threshing  Engines  3111  (No.  292)— Lords  Amendments  to  be  con- 
sidered forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

House  of  Commons  (Accommodation) — 

Beport  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  and  an  Appendix,  brought 

up,  and  read. 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  268.] 

Trusts  Administration  [Inquiry  not  Complbted] — 
Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  brought  up,  and  read       ...  «,«  ...     368 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  269.] 
Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed.    [No.  269.] 

Message  from  the  Lords — ^Tbat  thej  have  agreed  to, — 

Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill. 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill. 

Amendments  to — 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [Lords], 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  &c.)  Bill  [Lords]. 

Yalaatioii  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Aots  Amendment  Bill  [L:>rds]  cSo.  345)— 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported,  without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Convention  of  Roval  Burghs  (Scotland)  Act  (1879)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  339) 

^Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

Juries  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill — Ordered  (^Afr.  Ross^  Mr.  John  Redmond^  Mr, 
T,  W,  Russell,  Mr,  T.  M.  Ilealy,  Mr,  Dane :)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  360.J 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  [ExpensbsJ — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided 
by  Parliament,  of  all  expenses  incurred  by  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Scotland 
in  the  execution  of  their  duties,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session,  to 
establish  a  Local  Government  Board  for  Scotland,  and  make  further  provision  for 
Local  Government  in  Scotland. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

COMMONS,    WEDNESDAY,    AUGUST    8. 

MO  TIO  N. 

0 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway  Companies  Bill  [Lords] — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  Standing  Order  213  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  bo  now  read  the  third  time," — {Dr. 
Farquharson)  •••  •••  ...  •••  ...     369 

(Queen's  Consent  on  behalf  of  the  Crown  to  be  signified). 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••     370 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments. 
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Iqvalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill  (So.  1584) — Committbe.   [Progressy 
6th  August.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  26,  after  the  word  "  district/^  to 
insert  the  words — 

<*  Provided  always  that,  unless  the  sanitary  rates  in  a  sanitary  district  shall  on  the 
average  of  the  last  three  years  have  exceeded  or  fallen  short  of  the  average  sanitary 
rate  (hereinafter  defined)  by  at  least  sixpence  in  the  pound,  such  district  and  the 
parishes  therein  shall  not  be  liable  to  contribute,  or  entitled  to  receive,  any  sum  to  or 
from  the  Equalisation  Fund  for  the  year," — {Sir  /.  Lubbock.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted," 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  •••  •••     375  - 

After  Debate,  and  several  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 
Bill  reported  ;  as  amended  to  be  considered  upon  Friday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  351.]  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     403 

Building:  Societies  (Ho.  2)  Bill  (Ho.  246)— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [6th 
August]  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Standing 
Committee. 

After  Debate,  and  several  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed  •••  •••  ...     409 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  [Expenses] — 

Resolution  reported, 

"That  it  is  expedient  to  authoriae  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  all  expenses  incurred  by  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Scotland  in 
the  execution  of  their  duties,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session,  to 
establish  a  Local  Government  Board  for  Scotland,  and  make  further  provision  for 
Local  Government  in  Scotland "  .„  ...  ...  •••410 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Local  Government  (Scotland) Bill  (Bo.  337)— 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended,  read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  re-committed  in  respect  of  an  Amendment  to  Clauses  6  and  19  respec- 
tively ;  Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported. 

Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Standing  Committee  and  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  considered. 

After  Debate,  and  several  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  19,  after  the  word  "  Act,"  to  insert  the 
words  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     419 

"And  all  powers  now  vested  in  Sheriffs  relating  to  the  deportation  or  removal  of 
destitute  poor  from  Scotland,"— (ifr.  T.  M.  HeaXy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      ...  ...     421 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  42  ; 
Noes  177.— (Division  List,  No.  214)  ...  ...  ...     422 

After  short  Debate,  and  several  further  Amendments  proposed  and  dis- 
posed of. 

It  being  after  half-past  Five  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned       ••<     426 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow* 
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Public  Boildiiiffs  (London)  Bill  (No.  243)— 

Order  for  resumiDg  Further  Proceediugs  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  read     427 

After   short    Debate.  Motion   made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  the 
Order  be  discharged,  and  the  Bill  withdrawn,*' — (^Colonel  Hughes^ 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

Tramways  Orders  Oonflrmation  Of  o.  2)  Bill  {Lord^]  (jSo,  307)— As  amended, 

considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Hantioal   Assessors    (Scotland)   Bill  (No.  312)— Lords  Amendments  to  be   con- 
sidered forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  317)— Lords  Amendments 

to  be  considered  forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Convention   of  Boyal   Bnrghs   (Scotland)    Act   (1879)  Amendment   Bill 
(No.  889)- 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow  ...  ,,,  ...     428 

Elementary  Education  (Continuation  Schools)  Bill  (No.  298)~Onier  for  8econd 

Beading  read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Public  Petitions  Committee — 
Tenth  Beport  brought  up,  and  read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Elections  (Second  Ballot  and  Betuming  Officers*  Expenses)  ViM— Ordered  iMr. 

Holland^  Sir  Charles  Bilker  Sir  James  Xition,  Mr.  Schwann^  Mr,  Channing .)— Bill 
presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  352.] 

Adjournment — 

Motion  made,  and  QuestioD  proposed,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjouro.*^ 

Business  of  the  House — Statement  thereon  {Mr.  Skaw-Lefevre). 
Motion  agreed  to. 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  AUGUST  9. 
PROVISIONAL      ORDER     BILL. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  7)  (Biver  Lee,  Ac.)  Bill  (by 
Order) 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered  .••  ...  ...  ...     429 

After  Debate,  several  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed    •••  •••  •••  .••     436 

Q  UE  STION  S. 

o— 

The  Westmeath  Registry — Question,  Mr.   D.   Sullivan  ;    Answer,   The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
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MOTION. 
o 

Congested  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  Bill—  ...  ...  ...    48 1 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  be  ^:i7en  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make  further  provision  with  respect  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  for  Ireland,'* — (^Mr.  J,  Morley,) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...    483 
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Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  363.] 

ORDERS     OF     THE    DAY. 


Local  Goyemment  (Scotland)  Bill  (Ho.  337)— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [8th 

August]  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended. 
And  which  Amendment  was,  in  page  2,  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  word 

"three,"  and  insert  the  word  "five," — {Mr.  Parker  Smith.) 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  .••  •••     487 

After  several  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 
Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  5,   leave  out   Sub-section   (2),  of 

Clause  9,  and  insert  the  words — 
"  (2)  For  the  purposes  of  the  first  election  of  Parish  Councils,  the  various  authorities 
named  in  the  preceding  sub-section  shall,  before  fixing  the  number  and  proportion  of 
the  Parish  Councillors,  consult  with  the  Parochial  Boards,  and  with  such  other  Local 
Authorities  as  may  appear  to  be  concerned,  in  each  parish.  And,  as  regards  any  subee- 

Cc2] 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
lAugust  9.]  Page 

Local  Govbbnment  (Scotland)  Bill — continued. 

quent  alterations  of  numbers  or  proportion  of  Parish  Councillors,  no  change  shall  be 
made  without  consultation  with  the  Parish  Councils,  and  such  other  Local  Authorities 
as  may  appear  to  the  Board  to  be  concerned.  In  any  case  of  difference  of  opinion 
among  Local  Authorities,  the  decision  of  the  Board  shall  be  Anslf'— (Captain  Hope)     488 

Question  proposed,  "That  Sub-section  (2),  of  Clause  9,  stand  part  of  the 

Bill"  489 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  ...    491 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.^' 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  66  ;  Noes  140.— (Division  List,  No.  215.) 

Several  further  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  16,  after  the  word  "  divided,'*  to  insert 

the  words — 
**  And  in  the  case  of  parishes  partly  burghal  and  partly  landward  the  value  of  property 
therein,"— (JIfr.  i2tf«#A«u;)  ...  ...  ...  ...     493 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

The   House  divided  :— Ayes  62  ;  Noes  142.— (Division  List,  No.  216.) 

Several  further  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  39,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  property," 
and  insert  the  word  '^  qualification," — -(Mr,  Hozier)  •••  •••     503 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  word  ^  property '  stand  part  of  the  Bill "    ...     604 

After  short   Debate,   Question   put : — The   House   divided  : — Ayes  124  ; 
Noes  71. — (Division  List,  No.  217)  •••  •••  •••     505 

Several  further  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line  19,  after  the  word  ^'electors,"  to 
insert  the  words 

"  or  persons  who  hare,  during  the  12  months  next  preceding  the  election,  resided  in  the 
parish,  and  who  are  of  la^ul  age,  and  not  subject  to  any  legal  incapacity," — {Mr,  W. 
McLaren)      ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     614 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      ...  ...     616 

After  short  Debate,    Question   put : — The   House    divided  : — Ayes   37 ; 
Noes  99.— (Division  List,  No.  218)  ...  ...  ...     618 

Several  further  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  word  '^  annually," 
— {Mr.  Renskaw)        ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     624 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  ^  annually  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill "    ...     526 

After  short  Debate,  Question   put : — The    House  divided  : — Ayes    106  ; 
Noes  37. — (Division  List,  No.  219)  ...  ...  ...     529 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line  18,  after  the  word  '^  number,"  to 

insert  the  words — 
**  Provided  always,  that,  in  the  case  of  parishes  partly  landward  and  partly  burghal,  he 

shall  be  appointed  by  the  landward  committee  from  among  their  own  number," — (itfr. 

RsMhaw.) 

Question  proposed,  ^' That  those  words  be  there  inserted "     ...  ...    530 

After  short  Debate,   Question  put:— The    House    divided: — Ayes   40; 
Noes  112.— (Division  List,  No.  220)  ...  ...  ..•631 

Several  further  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  14,  line  40,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'or  other 

public  purposes,"  and  insert  the  words 
"  and  for  any  purposes  connected  with  parish  business  or  with  the  powers  or  duties  of 
the  Parish  Counoil,"— (ifr.  Parker  Smith)  ,„  ,,,  „.     635 
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QuestioD  proposed,  '^  Tbat  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The   House  diTided  : — Ayes  114  ; 
Noes  49. — (Division  List,  No.  221)  ...  ...  ...     538 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  line  3,  to  leave  out  paragraph  (c),  of 
Sub-section  (1),  of  Clause  24, — (^Sir  C.  Pearson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill"  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     539 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  108  ;  Noes 

46.— (Division  List,  No.  222)       ..•  ...  ..•  •«•     546 

After  short  Debate, 

It  being  Midnight,  Further  Proceeding  stood  adjourned. 
Further  Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  ILords']  (Ho.  342)— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding, 
Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow  ...  ...     547 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [Lards]  (So.  340)- 

Order  read,  for  resuming   Adjourned   Debate  on   Second   Beading  [2nd 

August]. 

Objection  being  taken.  Debate  further  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

ftuarries  Bill  {Lords]  (iTo.  84D— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  .••  ...  .••     548 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

House  of  Commons  (Vacating  op  Seats) — 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  an  Appendix,  brought 
up,  and  read  [Inquiry  not  completed] 

Prize   Gonrts   Bill  [Lords]   (So,  811) — As  amended,  considered;    an    Amendment 
made  ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Irish  Education  Bill  OTo.  247)— Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowing  Powers)  Bill  (No,  886)— Read 

a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill  (Ho.  7)— Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 
Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
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ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY. 


Local  Gtovemment  (Sootland)  Bill  (No.  337)— 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered. 

After  Debate,  and  several  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  Parliament "  to  the  end  of  paragraph  (c),  of  Sub-section  (7),  of  Clause 
25, — (^Mr.  Graham  Murray)  •••  ...  ...  •••     672 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  26,  line  9,  at  the  end,  to  insert  the  words — 
"  The  provisions  of  this  section  with  respect  to  the  appointment  of  Trustees  shall  not 
apply  to  anj  charity  until  the  expiration  of  40  years  from  the  date  of  the  foundation 
thereof,  or,  in  the  case  of  a  charity  founded  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  by  a  donor 
or  by  several  donors  any  one  of  whom  is  living  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  until  the 
expiration  of  40  years  from  the  passing  of  this  Act,  unless  with  the  consent  of  the 
surviving  donor  or  donors," — (Sir  C,  Pea  rson)  . ,  ,•  ...  ...      597 
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insert  the  words — 
"  Every  Committee  shall  report  its  proceedings  to  the  Parish  Council  by  whom  it  was 
appointed,"— (ifr.  ifen**«ii>)  .„  ...  ...  ...     601 
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Several  further  Amendments  proposed  and  disposed  of. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page   34,  line  13,  after  the  word  "  passed,"  to 

insert  the  words 
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Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted"       ...  ...     631 
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Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
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32.— (Division  List,  No.  229)         •..  ...  ...  ...     643 
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House         •.•  ...  ...  ...  ...  •••    646 
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time," — {Mr.  J.  Morley.)  \ 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to     \  ...  ...  ...     648 
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Motion  agreed  to ;  further  Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.]  (No.  163)- 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill  (Ho.  193)— Returned  from  the  Commons  with 
the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Pnblio  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (ITo.  194)-Retumed  from 
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East  India  Revbnub  Accounts — 

Ordered,  That  the  several  Accounts  and  Papers  which  hare  been  presented  to  the 
Hoose  in  this  Session  of  Parliament,  relating  to  the  Bevenues  of  India,  be  referred  to 
the  consideration  of  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will  To-morrow  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee, — 
(ifr.  Secretary  Fowler,) 

Mbssage  fhox  the  Lords — 

That  the/  have  agreed  to. 

Oanal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  9)  (Canals  of  Caledonian  and  North 
British  Bailway  Companies)  Bill, 

Changed  from — 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  10)  (Canals  of  Caledonian  and  North 
British  Bailway  Companies)  Bill. 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  11)  (Grand  Canal,  &c.)  Bill, 

Changed  from — 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  13)  (Grand  Canal,  &c.)  Bill, 
with  Amendments. 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  [Expenses] — 
Order  for  Committee  thereupon  read,  and  discharged       ,„  ...  ,„     888 

'  urceny  Act  Amendment  Bill  [Lord*]  (Ho.  338)— Order  for  Second  Beading  read 
L(^   and  discharged. 
3ill  withdrawn. 

T 
»tute  Law  Eevision  Bill  [Lords]  (So,  354)*-Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-xnorrow. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
lAugust  13.]  Page 

Xzpirini^  Laws  ContinuaiLCe  Bill  (^O.  349) — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

Xivers  Pollution  Preyention  Bill  (No.  95) — Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CONGBSTBD  DISTRICTS  BOARD  (IrELAND)  [RbMUNBBATION] — 
Goosidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  oat  of  moneys  to  he  provided 
hy  Parliament,  of  remuneration  to  any  persons  appointed  or  employed  under  the 
provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  make  farther  provision  with  respect 
to  the  Congested  Districts  Board  for  Ireland,— (ifr.  T,  JE,  JEllU.^ 

Resolntion  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Sittings  of  thb  House  (Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order) — 
Notice  in  regard  thereto, — {Mr.  Asquitk.) 

LORDS,    TUESDAY,    AUGUST    14. 

New  Peer — The  Right  Houourable  Sir  Horace  Davey,  Knight,  one  of  the 
Lord  Justices  of  Appeal,  having  been  appointed  a  Lord  of  Appeal  in 
Ordinary  under  the  provisions  of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Act,  1876, 
with  the  dignity  of  a  Baron  for  life,  by  the  style  and  title  of  Baron 
Davey  of  Fernhurst  in  the  county  of  Sussex,  was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced  ...  •••  •••  •••  ...     889 

Aliens  Bill — Question  and  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Londonderry, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Herschell). 

Business  of  the  House — Question,  The  Earl  of  Camperdown  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
(The  Earl  of  Rosebery)  ...  ...  ...  ...     890 

The  New  Inland  Revenue  Affidavits — ^Return  relating  thereto  moved 

tor  {The  Duke  of  Rutland)  ...  ...  ...  ...     891 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Chairman  of  Committees — 
Moved-^ 

*'  That  the  Lord  Kensington  be  appointed  to  take  the  Chair  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Houde  this  day  in  the  absence  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  " — (The  Lord  Privy 
Seal  [Lord  Tweedmouth].) 

Motion  agreed  to. 
Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Proviflional  Order  (Ko.  4)  (Birmingham  Canal)  Bill 

Gfo.  198)  "House  m  Committee  (according  to  Order). 
Amendments  made  ;  Standing  Committee  negatived;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next  .„  ..«  .,,  ...  ,,.  ,,,     oy2 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgwater, 

fto.,  Canals)  Bill  (Ho.  186)— Bill  read  3»  (according  to  Order). 
Amendments  agreed  to. 
'     Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Crown  Lands  Bill  (Vo.  199)- 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

After  short  Debate,  Bill  reported  without  Amendment  ...  ..     893 

Standing  Committee  negatived^  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 
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Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill  (ITo.  203)  - 

Order  of  the   Day  for  resumiag  the    Djbato  ou  the  Ameiidtneiit  to  the 
Motiou  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Debate  resumed  accord ioglj. 

After  Debate,  ou  Question  whether  the  word  ("  now ")  shall  stand  part 
of  the  Motion  ? 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  30  ;  Not-Contents  249  ...     979 

Resolved  in  the  negative  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2^  this  daj  three  months. 

Canal  Tolh  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Vo.  11)  (Lagan,  &c.,  Canals) 

Bill  (Ho.  191) — House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without 
Amendment :  Amendments  made. 

Looal  Oovenment  (Scotland)  Bill  (Ho.  210)— Read  2»  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill  (No,  202)— Head  2*  (according  to  Order), 

and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  AUGUST  14. 
Q  UE  STIONS. 


Thamss    and    Sbtbbn    Canal — Questions,    Mr.    Brynmor    Jones,     Mr. 

Hartley  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 
Labourbrs*    Cottages     in    thb    Edendbbry    Union — Questions,    Mr. 

Kennedy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     981 
Burial  Boards  FBES---Question,   Mr.   Carveil    Williams ;    Answer,   The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••     982 

Master   of  Dooktard  Tugs — Questions,  Admiral   Field  ;  Answers,   The 

Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  Robertson)  ...  ...     983 

Eatley  Elementary  School— Question,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  Vice 

President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
Wages    on   Government   Farms — Question,  Mr.  Everett;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  •••  ...     984 

Attacks  on  Irish  Harvesters  in  England — Questions,  Mr.  Weir,  Mr. 

T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Asquith)  •••  ...  •••  ...     985 
Thb  Medical  Examination  of   Military  Candidates — Questions,  Mr. 

Bartley ;    Answers,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr. 

Woodall)...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     987 

St.  James's  School,  Bermondsby — Questions,  Mr.  Macdona ;   Answers, 

The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland)  ...  ...     988 

Victoria    Victualling    Yard,    Deptford — Questions,    Mr.    Macdona; 

Answers,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  Robertson)  ,,,     989 

Fishery  Cruisers  Round  the  Island  of  Lewis — Questions,  Mr.  Weir ; 

Answers,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  ...  •••     990 

Aldershot    Water    Supply — Questions,    Mr.    Bartley ;    Answers,   The 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodall)  •••  ...     991 

Tub    Mercantile     Marine     Fund — Question,     Sir    M.     Hicks-Beach ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce). 
Fabnham    Tithe     Dispute — Question,    Mr.    Jeffreys  ;    Answer,    The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  ...    992 

Ashton-undbr-Lymb    Sewage     Scheme — Question,    Mr.     Sidcbotham ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefevre)     ...  •••  ••*  •.•  •••  •••    993 
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Water   Supply   to    the    House    op   Commons — Questions,   Mr.   Weir; 

Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert). 
Jabez  Balfour — Question,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  •••  •••     994 

Promotion  in  the  Customs  Service — Question,  Mr.  M.  Austin  ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert). 
The  Warina  Incident — Questions,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartiett,  Mr.  J.  W. 

Lowther  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 

(Sir  E.  Grey). 
The  Bothwell  Park  Disturbance — Question,  Mr.  D.  Crawford  ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  ...  ...     995 

The  Crofters'  Acts  Amendment  Bill — Questions,  Mr.  Weir,  Dr.  Clark, 

Mr.   TomlinsoDj   Dr.    Macgregor ;     Answer,   The   Chancellor    of    the 

Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)         ...  ...  ...  ...     996 

Grants  to  Small  Rural  Schools — Question,  Mr.  Talbot ;  Answer,  The 

Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
Small-Pox     at    Coventry — Question,    Mr.     Hopwood ;     Answer,    The 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  (Sir  W.  Foster)  ...     997 

Court   of   Criminal   Appeal — Question,  Mr.  Hopwood ;    Answer,   The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••     998 

Dr.    Cornelius    Herz — Question,    Mr.     Scott-Montagu ;     Answer,     The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Torpedo   Boat   Destroyers — Question,   Mr.   Macdonald  ;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shu ttleworth)       •••  •••     999 

The  Case  op   Emily  Culliford — Question,  Mr.  Burnie  ;    Answer,   The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••  1000 


MO  TIO  N. 


Sittings  of  the  House  (Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order) — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"  That  the  proceeiliags  oa  the  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve 
o'clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  provisions  of  the  Standing  Order 
Sittings  of  the  House," — (Tlie  CJiaricellor  of  titc  ExcheqtLcr.) 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  91  ;  Noes  52.— (Division  List,  No.  230.) 


ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


Mmes  (Eight  Hours)  Bill  (Ho.  10) — Committee.  IProgressy  13th  August,'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  ...  ...  ...  ...     1001 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  9,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to  leave 

out  the  words — 
"  In  any  county  in  which  a  majority  of  the  workmen  employed  underground  in  the  mines 
therein  shall  so  resolve  in  manner  hereinafteE4)rovidod,  and  so  long  as  such  resolution 
shall  remain  unresciuded," — (^Mr.  I),  Thoi^.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  thosf  words  be  there  inserted." 
Ajnendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out,  in  line  1, 
the  word  "  county,"  and  insert  the  rards  "  district  as  hereinafter  deter- 
mined,"— {Mr.  Gerald  Balfour.) 

VOL.  XXVIII.    [foubth  series.]  [  d  ] 
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Mines  (Eight  Hours)  BiLL-^continued. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  county '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  *  In  any  district  as  hereinafter  determined  in  which  a  majority  of  the 
workmen  emuloyed  underground  in  the  mines  therein  shall  so  resolve  in  manner  here- 
inafter provided,  and  so  long  as  such  resolution  shall  remain  unrcscinded  *  be  there 
inserted"        ...  „.  ...  ...  ...  ...   1003 

After  Debate,  Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  1, 
after  the  word  "  majority,"  to  insert  tlie  words  "  of  two-thirds," — (Mr, 
t/.  ^.  Pease)  •••  •••  ...  •••  •••  1016 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  of  two-thirds '  be  there  inserted  in 
the  proposed  Amendment "  ...  ...  •••  ...  1020 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave, 

withdrawn...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1022 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  Debate,  Mr.  Woods  (Lancashire,  Ince)  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed 
to  move,  "That  the  Question  be  now  put"       ...  ...  •••  1046 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  bo  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  120 ;  Noes  98.— (Division  List,  No.  231.) 
Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 
The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  112  ;  Noes  107.— (Division  List,  No.  232)  1047 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,   "That  the  Chairman   do    report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts — 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  :  "— 

Government  of  India — Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

**  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  a  full  and  independent  Parliamentary  inquiry  should 
take  place  into  the  condition  and  wants  of  the  Indian  people,  and  their  ability  to  bear 
their  existing  financial  burdens  ;  the  nature  of  the  revenue  system  and  the  possibility 
of  reductions  in  the  expenditure  ;  also  the  financial  relations  between  India  and  the 
Unitetl  Kingdom,  and  generally  the  system  of  Government  in  India," — (-J/r.  8» 
Smith,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question"  •••  ...  ...  ...  ...  1072 

After  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  ...  1075 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Railway  and  Oanal  Traffic  Bill  (No.  156)— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned  -"-"rv,  ^^         ...  ...  . .  •  1076 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow.  v 
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Diseases  of  Animals  Ichanged  from  "  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  "] 

Bill  (Ho.  848)— 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  now  read  the  third  time," 
and  add  the  words  "  re-committed  in  respect  of  Clauses  24  and  25," — 
{3fr,  Chaplin,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question"  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...1079 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned  •••  ...  ...  ...  1080 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 

Statute  Law  Bovision  Bill  [Lords]  aSo-  354)— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Chair- 
man do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir  J.  Rigby,) 

Motion  agreed  to  •••  •••  ...  ...  ...  1081 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday. 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill  (No.  349)— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
After  short  Debate,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;   read   the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Coal  Hines  (Cheok  Weigher)  Bill  \_Lord8'\  (No-  340)— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [2nd  August] 
**  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second  time." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ,,,  ...  ..•  1082 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 
Quarries  Bill  ^Lords']  (No.  341)- 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

After  short  Debate,  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Bill— 

After  short  Debate,  Ordered  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer^  Mr.  J.  Morley ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill 
359j  ...  ...  •••  •••  •••  ••• 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  9)  (Canals  of  Caledonian  and 
North   British  BaUway  Companies)  Bill  (No.  266)-Lord8  Amendments 

agreed  to. 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  11)  (Grand  Canal,  &c.) 

BiU  (No.  267) — Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mbssaqe  from  the  Lords — 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgwater,  &c.,  Canals)  Bill. 

[d2] 
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Mbssaqe  fboh  the  Lobds — continued. 

Town  Improvements  (Betterment), — That  they  communicate  Copy  of  the  Report  from 
the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  their  Lordships  on  Town  Improvements  (Better- 
ment), with  the  Proceedings  of  the  Committee,  and  Minutes  of  Bvidence,  as  desired 
by  this  House. 

Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce, — That  they  communicate  Copy  of  the  Report 
from  the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  their  Lordships  on  Marking  of  Foreign  and 
Colonial  Produce,  with  the  Proceedings  oC  the  Committee,  and  Minutes  of  Evidence, 
as  desired  by  this  House. 

Congested  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  BiU  (No.  353)— Considered  in  Committee,  and 

reported ;  Bill  re-committed,  in  respect  of  Clauses  1  and  3  ;  considered  in  Committee, 

and  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow  , , ,  ...     lOS-i 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [Lords]  (Ho.  342)— As  amended,  con- 
sidered ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Jnries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (Ko.  350)— Read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morrow, 

Franchise  and  Eomoval  of  Women's  Disabilities  BUI— Ordered  (Sir  Charles 

Ddke,  Mr,  Jacob  Brujkt^  Mr.  John  Burns,  Mr.  Keir-IIardie^  Mr.  WiUiam  Allen,  Dr. 
Clarh,  Mr.  Byles:^— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  357.1 

Crofters  Acts  (Inclusion  of  Leaseholders)  Bm—Ordered  (Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Weir, 

Dr.  Maogregor  :^ — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  368.] 

CoxQESTED  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  [Remuneration] — 

Besolution  reported ; 

"That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  remuneration  to  any  persons  appointal  or  employed  under  the  pro- 
visions of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  make  further  provision  with  respect  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  for  Ireland." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


COMMONS,     WEDNESDAY,    AUGUST    15. 
ORDERS    OF     THE     DAY. 


East    India    Revenue    Accounts  —  The     Government    of    India — 
Resolution — 

Of'ler  read,  for  resuming  AdjouraoJ  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Qu3stion  [14th  August],  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''  That,'*  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

'*  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  a  full  and  independent  Parliamentary  inquiry  should  take 
place  into  the  condition  and  wants  of  the  Indian  people,  and  their  ahility  to  bear  their 
existing  financial  burdens ;  the  nature  of  the  revenue  system  and  the  possibility  of 
reductions  in  the  expenditure ;  also  the  financial  relations  between  India  and  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  generally  the  system  of  Government  in  India." — ( J/r.  S.  Smith.) 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question "  ...  ...  ...  ...  1085 

Debate  resumed. 

After  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  •••1149 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow« 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
^August  15.]  Page 

Goal  Hines  (Check  Weigher)  BiU  [Zords]  (Ho.  340)- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

After  short  Debate,  Amendments  agreed  to ;  Bill  to  be  reported  To- 
morrow ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1150 

Canal  Bates,  Tolh,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgwater, 

ftc,  Canals)  Bill  (Ho.  198) 'Lords  Ameadments  agreed  to. 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill  (Ho.  10)  —  Order  for  Committee  read,  and  discharged ; 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Congested  Districts   Board  (Ireland)  Bill— As  amended,  considered;    read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  (Ho.  156)— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed 
[1 4th  August]  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended. 

And  whieh  Amendment  was,  in  page  2,  line  1,  after  the  word  "force,** 
to  insert  the  words 

"  or  if  that  rate  or  charge  is  higher  than  the  rate  or  charge  in  force  on  the  last  day  of 
December  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-two,  then  such  sum  as  would  have 
been  payable  on  the  footing  of  the  last-mentioned  rate  or  charge,"— (Jfr.  Bryoe,) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  ...  •••  ••#  1151 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Jnries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  360)— Considered  in  Committee, 

and  reported,  without  Amendment ;  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Plombers*  Registration  Bill  (Ho.  84)— Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Question  ri2th  April],   "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  read,  and 
discharged. 
BiU  withdrawn. 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  R00M3  (House  of  Commons) — 

Leave  given  to  the  Select  Committeo  to  report  their  Observations  to 
the  House. 

Report,  with  Observations,  brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  297.] 

Business  of  the  House  (Government  Business) — 

Statement  thereon.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Ilurcourt)  ; 
after  Debate,  it  being  Six  of  the  Clock,  Mr.  Speaker  left  the  Chair 
without  Question  put. 


LORDS,    THURSDAY,    AUGUST     16. 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill  (No.  208)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read  •••                 •••  1153 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (TAc  Lord  Chancellor.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to                   •••  •••                 •••  1166 

Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 
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Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill  (No.  207)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (TAe  Earl  of  Rosehery.) 

After  Debate,  Motion  a^recrf  <o  ...  ...  ...1164 

Bill  read  2»  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowing  Powers)  Bill  (No.  209)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Movedy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAe  Lord  Hawkeshury.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill  (No.  204)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%*'— (TAe  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow      ...  ...  ...  ...  1165 

Uniforms  Bill  (No.  176)— 

Bill  read  3^  (according  to  Order). 

An  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Crown  Lands  Bill  (No.  199)— 

The  Queen's  consent  signified  ;  Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order)  ...  1166 

Verbal  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  210)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

After  Debate,  Several  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (c),— (TAe  Marquess  of 
Huntly)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1185 

On  question  ?  whether  sub-section  (c)  shall  stand  part  of  the  clause, 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  16  ;  Not-Contents  38  ...     1186 

After  Debate,  Further  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  23,  line  34,  after  ('^persons,*')  insert  (^^ not 
exceeding  the  number  of  such  trustees"),  —  (The  Marquess  of 
Huntly)         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  •••  1201 

After  short  Debate,  on  question  ?  their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  34  ; 

Not-Contents  17  ...  •••  ...  •••  ...  1203 

Further  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  25,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  insert  the 
following  : — 

**  The  provisions  of  this  section  with  respect  to  the  appointment  of  trustees  shall  not 
apply  to  any  charity  until  the  expiration  of  40  years  from  the  date  of  the  foundation 
thereof,  or,  in  the  case  of  a  charity  founded  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  by  a  donor, 
or  by  several  donors,  any  one  of  whom  is  living  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  until  the 
expiration  of  40  years  from  the  passing  of  this  Act,  unless  with  the  consent  of  the 
surviving  donor  or  donors.    Nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall  apply  to  the  funds 
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derived  from  the  ordinary  church  collections  in  parish  churches,  but  such  funds  shall 
belong  to  and  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Kirk  Session  of  each  parish,  and  the  portion  of 
the  same  to  be  applied  in  relief  of  the  poor  shall  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  Kirk 
Session,"— (2%«  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

After  short  Debate,  on  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  36  ; 
Not-Contents  16  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...1207 

After  Debate,  further  Amendments  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be  received  To-morrow  ;  and  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed 
with  ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  212)  ...  ...  1214 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Cbarges  ProYisional  Order  Of  o.  2)  Bridgwater, 

ftc..  Canals)  Bill  (ITO.  185)~Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the  Amendments 
agreed  to. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (ITo.  9)  (Canals  of  Caledonian 
and  Borth  British  Bailway  Companies)  Bill  (Bo.  190) -Returned  from  the 

Commons  with  the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Bo.  11)  (Orand  Canal, 

*C.)  Bill  (Bo.  19D— Tf^*a™ed  from  the  Commons  with  the  Amendments  Agreed  to. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [h.l.]  (Bo.  178)— Returned  from  the 

Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments. 

ftnarries  Bill  [h.l.]  (Bo.  149)— Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments :  The  said  Amendments  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Bo.  2)  BiU  [h.l.]— Commons  Amendments 

considered  (according  to  Order),  and  aspnaed  to. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Bo.  11)  (Lagan,  ftc..  Canals) 
Bill,  now  Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Bo.  10)  (Lagan, 

ftc..  Canals)  Bill  (Bo.  197)— Read  3»  (according  to  Order),  with  the  Amend- 
ments, and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons  ,„  ...  .••   1215 

Canals  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Bo.  4)  (Birmingham  CanaD 

Bill  (Bo.  198)— Read  3»  (according  to  Order),  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed, 
and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (Bo.  6)  (Biver  Lee,  &c.)  Bill 
(Bo.  211)- 
Movedy  That  the  Order  made  on  the  19th  day  of  March  last — 
"That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  bo  read  a  second  time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of  June 
next," 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  2*  ;  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Monday  next. 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill  (Bo.  202)— House  in  Committee  (according 

to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  Amendments  made  ;  Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 

Congested  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  Bill— Rea^i  i' ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read 

2*  To-morrow.     (No.  216.) 

Juries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill— Read  l*;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2* 
To-morrow.    (No.  216.) 

Laws  Continuance  Bill— Read  l* ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2»  To- 
'  morrow,    (^o.  217.) 
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Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill— Read  !•;  to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2»  To- 
morrow.   (No.  218.) 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [h.l.]— Commons  Amendments  considered 
(on  Motion),  and  agreed  to    ...  ...  ...  ...  ...      1216 
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Von  Boomer's  Besnmption  of  British  Nationality  Bill  [Lord*']  (by  Ordef)^ 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted     ...  ...  ...  ...  •••  ...  1220 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  211   and  236  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
Committee  have  leave  to  sit  and  proceed  forthwith, — {Dr.  Farquharson,) 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Standing  Orders — Amendments  thereon, — {The  Chairman  of  Committees) 
agreed  to. 
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The  Importation  of  German  Prison-Made  Goods — Questions,  Colonel 
Howard  Vincent ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Brjce)         •••  ...  •••  •••  ...  •••  1221 

Fraudulently-Marked  Chisels — Questions,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent,  Sir 
E.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Commander  Bethel!  ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bryce)  ...  ...  ..•  1222 

British  Soldiers  and  the  Plague  at  Hong  Kong — Question,  Mr. 
Webster  ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretarv  to  the  War  Office  (Mr. 
Woodall)  ...  ...  '...  ...  ...  1224 

The  Treatment  op  First  Offenders — Question,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  1225 

Labourers'  Cottages  in  the  Edenderry  Union — Question,  Mr.  Kennedy ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  1226 

Dangerous  Rifle  Ranges — Questions,  Mr.  Wilson  Lloyd  ;  Answers,  The 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodall). 

Catholics  ON  THE  Irish  Magistracy — Question,  Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  •••  1227 
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Bethel  1,  Mr.  Ross,  Lord  F.  Hamilton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...-  ...  ...  ...  1228 

Poachers  Shot  by  Gamekeepers  at  Derry — Question,  Mr.  T.M.  Healy  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  1230 

Parliamentary  Indices — Question,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson  ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)       ...  ...  ...  1231 

Telegraph  Facilities  in  Tipperary  —  Question,  Mr.  Mandeville ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
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MO  TIO  N . 


Business  of  the  House — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  Government  Basincss  be  not  interrapted  under 
the  provisions  of  any  Standing  Orders  regulating  the  Sittings  of  the  House ;  and  may 
be  entered  upon  at  any  hour  though  opposed,  and  that  at  the  conclusion  of  Goyem- 
ment  Business  each  day  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn  the  House  without  Question  pnt^" — 
(JThe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  ...  ...  „,  ...   1258 

After    Debate,    Question    put: — The     House     divided  : — Ayes     130; 
Noes  33.— (Division  List,  No.  233)  ...  ...  ...  1271 

ORDERS    OF    THE     DAY. 


East  India  Revenue  Accounts — 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  it  appears,  by  the  Accounts  laid  before  this  House,  that  the  Total  Revenue  of 
India  for  the  year  ending  the  31st  day  of  March,  1893,  was  Rz.90,172,438  ;  that  the 
Total  Expenditure  in  India  and  in  England  charged  against  the  Revenue  was 
Rx.91,005,850  ;  that  there  was  an  excess  of  Expenditure  over  Revenue  of  Rx.833,412 ; 
and  that  the  Capital  Outlay  on  Railways  and  Irrigation  Works  was  Rx.3,986,290,''— 
(3/r.  Secretary  Fowler.) 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  1349 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ...  •••  ...  1350 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  \_Lord8]  (Ho.  S54)— 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 
Clause  3. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 
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Statute  Law  Revision  Bill — continued. 

After    Debate,    Question    put : — The    Committoe    divided  : — Ayes    58  ; 
Noes  none.— (Division  List,  No.  234)  ...  ...  •••  1353 

Bemaining  Clauses  and  Schedule  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  with  an  Amendment;   as   amended,  to  be  considered  To-^ 
morrow. 

BuriaLl  Bill  GTo*  33)^Order  for  Seoond  Reading  read,  and  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

Message  from  the  Lords — 

That  they  have  agreed  to — 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  1)  (Canals  of  the  Great 
Northern  and  certain  other  Railway  Companies)  Bill, 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  3)  (Aberdare,  &c.  Canals) 
Bill, 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  5)  (Regent's  Canal)  Bill, 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  7)  (River  Ancholme,  &c.) 
Bill, 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  8)  (River  Cam,  &c.)  Bill. 

Amendments  to — 

Prize  Courts  Bill  [Z^orrf*]  •••  ...  ...  ...  1354 

Crown  Lands  Bill, 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  4)  (Birmingham  Canal) 
Bill, 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  10)  (Lagan,  &c.  Canals) 
Bill, 

Changed  from — 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  11)   (Lagan,  <&c.  Canals) 
Bill,  with  Amendments, 

Uniforms  Bill,  with  an  Amendment. 

Diseases  of  Animals   (Ho.  848)  [changed  from  ^^  Contagious  Diseases 

(Animals)"]  Bill- 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question 

[14th  August],  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time." 
And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  now  read  the  third 

time,"  and  add  the  words  "  re-committed  in  respect  of  Clauses  24  and 

25,"— (Jtfr.  Chaplin.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Copybold  Consolidation  Bill   ^Lords']  (Ho.  344)— As  amended,   considered;  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  an  Amendment. 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [Lords^  (No.  340)— As  amended,  considered  ; 
Amendments  made  ;  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments. 

Tramways    (Ireland)  Bill  (No.    369)— Read  a  second  time,    and   committed  for 
Saturday. 
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Tramways  (Ireland)  [Redemption] — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Betolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Treasury  to  redeem  their  liability  in 
respect  of  guaranteed  dividend  on  the  share  capital  of  Tramway  Companies  in  IrelAnd 
by  payment  of  a  capital  sum,  to  authorise  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  to 
advance  the  sum  required,  and  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  provided  by 
Parliament  for  the  service  of  the  Board  of  Works,  or  (if  not  so  made)  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kinfi^dom,  of  any  terminable  annuity  created  for 
the  repavment  of  such  advance  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to 
amend  The  Tramways  and  Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act,  1883. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ...  ...  , , .  ...  1355 
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Commission — 

The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal  Assent : — 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  •••  ...  ...  •••  1357 

Industrial  Schools. 

British  Museum  (Purchase  of  Land). 

Locomotive  Threshing  Engines. 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment. 

Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland). 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment. 

Prize  Courts. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1). 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2). 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  15). 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London). 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  &c.). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  1)  (Canals  of  the  Great 
Northern  and  certain  other  Railway  Companies). 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgwater,  &c., 
Canals). 

Canals   Tolls   and   Charges   Provisional   Order   (No.  3)    (Aberdare,    &c. 
Canals). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  5)  (Regent's  Canal). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  7)  (River  Ancholme,  &o.). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  8)  (River  Cam,  &c.). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  9)  (Canals  of  Caledonian 
and  North  British  Railway  Companies). 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (No.  11)  (Grand  Canal, 
&c.). 

Chairman  of  Committees — 

Moved — 

"  That  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  {Lord  Tweednioutli)  do  take  the  Chair  this  day  in  Ck>mmittee 
of  the  Whole  House  in  the  absenco  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees," — {Tlie  Marquexs 
of  Ripon)        ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...    1358 

Motion  agreed  to. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
lAugust  17.]  Rige 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill  (Ho.  212)— 
Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order). 
After  Discussion,  several  Amendments  agreed  to. 
Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons  ...  ..  ...  1366 

The    National    Federatiox    and    Evicted      Far^is — Question    and 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Courtown  ;  Answer,  Lord  Monks  well. 

Marine  Insurance  BiUr-Preiented  (^The  Lord  Chancellor) ;  read  1* ;  aad  to  be  printed. 

(No.  219)       ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1367 

Sqnalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill  (No.  307)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  ...  ...  ...  1368 

After  Debate,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;   Standing    Committee 
negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next  ...  ...   1370 

Building  Societies  (Ho.  2)  Bill  (Ho.  208)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

After  Debate,  several  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
on  Monday  next  ...  ...  ...  ...  •••  1373 

Alleged  Perjury  in  the  Dublin   Bankruptcy   Court — Question  and 
Observations,  Lord  Cloncurry  ;  Answer,  Lord  Monkswell. 

Ck)nge8ted  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  Bill  (Ho.  216) — 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Beading,  read    ...  ...  ...  1374 

Movedy  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAc  Lord  Monkswell.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next  ...  •••  ...  1376 

Juries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  216)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAe  Lord  Monkswell.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committ^  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  (Ho.  218)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAe  Lord  Monkswell.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committe  d  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next  ...  ...  ...  1377 

Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill  l^.^-]  (Ho.  17D— Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  an  Amendment. 

Coal  Mmes  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [--L]  (Ho.  15S)^Bdturned  from  the  Commons 
agreed  to,  with  Amendments. 

Uniforms  Bill  (Ho.  176) — Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill  (Ho.  192)— *Boturaed  from  the  Commons  with  the  Amend- 
ments  agreed  to. 

Homing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowing  Powers)  BiU  (Ho.  209)— House 

in  Committee  (acconling  to  Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment  :  Standing 
Coounittee  negative ;  and  Bill  tg  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 
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Merchant  Shipping  Bill  CNo.  204)  -House  in  Committee  (acoording  to  Order)  :  Bill 
reported  without  Amendment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3» 
on  Monday  next. 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill  (ITo.  202)'Bead  3*  (according  to  Order), 

with  the  Amendments  :  further  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 

Quarries  Bill  [h.l.]  (K o.  149)— Commons  Amendments  considered  (acooxding  to  Order), 
and  agreed  to. 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  BiU  (Ho.  217)— Bead  2*  (according  to  Order),  and 

committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Diseases  of  ATiiTWfl.lg  Bill— Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  I* ;  to  be  printed ;  and 

to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next  (The  Earl  of  Chesterfield).    (No.  220)  ...  ...   1378 

Copyhold  (Consolidation)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  171)— Clommons  Amendment  considered 
(on  Motion),  and  agreed  to. 

Coal  Hines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill  [h.l.1  dTo.  153)— Commons  Amendments  con- 
sidered (on  Motion),  and  agreed  to. 

COMMONS,    FRIDAY,    AUGUST     17. 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Amendments  to — 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill  [Lords]. 
Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill  [Lords],  without  Amendment. 

RoTAL  Assent — 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissioners  ; — 

The  House  went ; — and  being  returned  ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent  to  several  Acts, — (For  list  see 
under  Lords). 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill     ...  ...  ...  ...  1379 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill. 

Q  UE S TIONS  . 


British  Trade  in  the  Central  American  Republics — Question,  Mr. 

Hozier  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign   Affairs 

(Sir  E.  Grey). 
Ventilation  at  St.  Stephen's — Question,  Mr.  Crombie ;   Answer,  The 

First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  ...  ...  1380 

H.M.S.  '*  Ben  bow" — Question,  Mr.  Macdoua ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
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Boycotting   in   Dublin — Question,   Mr.  Macartney  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
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The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  1382 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
New  Road  in  County  Mayo — Question,  Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  •••  •••  1383 
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The  Straits  Settlements — Questions,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton ;  Answers, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton). 
International    Reply    Letter    Cards — Question,    Captain    Norton ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
St.     Paul's     School — Question,     Mr.     A.     C.    Morton ;    Answer,    The 

Parliamentary  Charity  Commissioner  (Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson)  ...  1389 

The  Evicted  Tenants  Bill — Questions,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Barton, 

Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Macartney  ;   Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  J.  Morley)  ;  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  1390 
The  South  Meath    Register — Question,   Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;   Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  •••  1391 
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ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE   DEPARTMENTS  (ESTIMATES),  1894-5, 

Class  I. 

1.  £11,564,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Harbours  in  the  United  Kingdom 
and  Lighthouses  Abroad  under  the  Board  of  Trade. 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ...  .••  1395 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £21,800,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  th3  Charge  which  will  cr)ine  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1895,  for  constructing  a  new  Harbjur  of  Refuge 
at  Peterhead"  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1396 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  1397 

3.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £137,482,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  SIst  day  of  March,  1895,  for  Rates  and  Contributions  in  lieu  of 
Bates,  &G.,  in  respect  of  Government  Property,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Rating  of  Government  Property  Departments." 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••  1409 
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SUl^l^LY— continued. 

4.  £109,149,  to  complete    the    sum    for    Public    Works   and   Baildings, 
Ireland.    . 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  .••  •••1419 

o.  £32,778,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Railways,  Ireland  ...  •••  1420 

After' short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to    •••  •••  •••  •••  1423 

Class  II. 

6.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £22,595,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1895,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Offices  of 
the  House  of  Lords." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  '  £2,595,'  be  granted  for  the 
said  Service,"— (ilfr.  T.  M.  Healy)  ...  ...  ...  1 424 

After    Debate,    Question    put : — The    Committee    divided : — Ayes    58  ; 

;     Noes  67. — (Division  List,  No.  235)  ...  ...  ...  1431 

Original  Question  put  : — The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  66  ;  Noes  57. — 
(Division  List,  No.  236.) 

7.  £28,133,  to  complete  the  sum  for  House  of  Commons  Offices. 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to     .»,  ...  ...  ...  1 432 

8.  £48,476,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Treasury  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments      ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1433 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ,..  ...  ...  ...  1 434 

9.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £60,863,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1895,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of 

,    Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  and  Subordinate  Offices." 

'After  Debate,  Vote  a^rcec/ <o  ...  •••  •••  ...  1459 

10.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,096,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  cf  March,  1895,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs." 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  ...  1 48 1 

11.  £7,528,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Privy  Council  Office. 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  a^rccrf /o    ...  ...  ...  ...  1482 

12.  £23,380,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Charity  Commission,  agreed  to. 

13.  £22,071,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Civil  Service  Commission,  agreed  to, 

14.  £34,444,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Exchequer  and  Audit  Department, 
agreed  to, 

15.  £4,186  (including  a  supplementary  sum  of  £1,000),  to  complete  the 
sum  for  Friendly  Societies  Registry,  agreed  to. 

16.  £9,219,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Lunacy  Commission,  England, 
agreed  to, 

17.  £84,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Mint,  including  Coinage,  agreed  to. 

18.  £7,452,  to  complete  the  sum  for  National  Debt  Office,  agreed  to. 

19.  £12,017,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Record  Office,  agreed  to. 

20.  £5,659,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Works  Loan  Commission, 
agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To- 
moirbw. 
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IX    THE 

rrniRD  session  ok  the  twenty-fifth  parliament  of 
THE  United  Kingdom  of  GREAT  BRITAIN  and  IRELAND 
APPOINTED  to  meet  12  March  1894,  IN  THE  Fifty-Seventii  Year  of 
the  Reign  of 

HER  MAJESTY    QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


SEVENTH   VOLUME   OF    SESSION    1894. 


HOUSE     OF      LORDS, 
Friday^  3rd  August  1894, 


OPIUM  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government  whe- 
ther the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Opiam  and  its  use  in  India  was  likely 
to  be  communicated  to  Parliament 
before  the  close  of  the  present 
Session ;  and,  if  not,  whether  they 
could  state  the  reason  for  the 
delay  ?  He  would  not  make  a  speech, 
having  put  down  the  question  purely  to 
obtain  the  information  there  asked.  He 
understood — if  wrongly  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  could 
correct  him — that  the  evidence  having 
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been  completed  in  India  in  the  early 
spring,  the  Commissioners  had  returned 
home  in  April.  He  had  seen  no  notice  of 
evidence  to  be  taken  in  this  country,  and 
as  the  end  of  the  Session  was  approach- 
ing, and  there  might  be  difficulties  in 
getting  the  members  of  the  Commission 
together  again,  it  seemed  not  unfair  to 
ask  whether  there  was  any  hope  of 
their  deliberations  being  put  an  end  to, 
and  of  the  Report  being  printed  and 
circulated  before  the  termination  of  the . 
present  Session  of  Parliament. 

•Lord  BRASSE Y  said.  Lord  Reay  had 
asked  him  as  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion to  reply  to  the  question,  and  state 
why  it  had  been  found  impracticable  to 
present  the  Report  before  the  close  of 
the  Session.  He  could  assure  his  noble 
Friend  that  the  Commission  had  not  been 
idle.  It  was  appointed  in  Autumn  last 
year.  Its  members  met  in  London  ||pithin 
a  few  days  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
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eTidence.    They  assembled  in  Calcutta 
in  November,  and  daring  88  working 
days   in   India   they  held    70  sittings. 
To  expedite  the  work  a  section  onlj  of 
the  Commission  visited  Burma,  while  the 
other  members  continued  their  sittings 
in    Calcutta.     A    similar    arrangement 
was  made  during  the  tour  of  the  Com- 
mission through  the  Bombay  Presidency, 
The     evidence    taken  was    necessarily 
voluminous,  and  the  printing  of  it  and 
of    the    various    important    documents 
prepared  for  the  use  of  the  Commission 
by  direction  of  the  Govemment  in  India 
was  attended  with  some  difficulty.     The 
work   was  commenced    by  the    Indian 
Press  in  Calcutta,  and  was  admirably 
done ;   but  as   the  Commission  pushed 
forward  through  the  country  their  com- 
munications with  Calcutta  became  more 
tedious,  and  it  became  necessary  to  change 
the    printing     operations     to    London. 
That  involved  some  delay  in  the  work, 
and  the  last  sheets  of  the  volumes  had 
been  in  their  hands  only  within  the  last 
month.     Three  volumes  were  printed  in 
Calcutta  and  five  in  London.    All  those 
volumes  of  evidence  were  now  before 
Parliament.  Another  cause  of  delay  arose 
from  communications  having  to  be  made 
with  China  and  the  Straits  Settlements 
whence  the   transmission  of  replies  to 
questions    occupied    some    time.      The 
Chinese  evidence  had  been  printed  with 
the  other  volumes.    Obviously  it  was 
impossible  to  complete  the  Draft  Report 
until  the  whole  of  the  evidence  had  been 
fully  considered.     The  noble  Lord  might 
be  assured  that  the  draft  had  been  pro- 
ceeded   with    uninterruptedly.      Nearly 
every  section  was  now  sufficiently  com- 
pleted for  circulation   to  the  members 
of  the  Commission,  who  hoped  to  present 
their  Report  next  November. 

PUBLIC    LIBRARIES    (IRELAND)  ACTS 

AMBNBMBNT  BILL.— (No.  194.) 

REPOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (accordinfr    to 
Order).  * 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Lord 
Twesdmovth)  moved  an  Amendment 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  by  any  Act 
amending  the  same^*  in  Clause  1  as 
sup^uous  and  misleading.  By  the 
principal  Act  it  %lb  clear  that  th^  maxi- 
mum rate  was  Id.  in  the  £1  ;  and  the 
Lard  Brassey 


only  statutory  provision   touching    the 
matter  was  one  for  lowering  the  rate. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clayse  1,  page 
1,  line  9,  leave  out  (**or  by  any  Act 
amending  the  same**). — {Tke  Lord 
TweednunUk.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  proposeJ 
next  to  leave  out  Clause  7,  and  was  vezy 
ghid  thereby  to  meet  the  objection  of 
Lord  Ashbourne.  He  had  found  already 
existing  in.  the  Libraries  and  Scientific 
Institutions  Act,  1854^  all  the  powers 
given  by  the  clause,  which  was  therefore 
entirely  superfluous  and  unnecessary. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  4,  to  leave 
out  Clause  7.— (  The  Lard  TweednunUk.) 

LoBD  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  would 
be  sorry  to  have  attributed  to  him  any 
intention  which  he  had  not  expressed. 
He  had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  the 
substance  of  the  clause,  but  only  desired 
to  point  out  that  in  the  case  of  an  owner 
giving  part  of  his  prox>erty  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  public  library  all  the  safeguards 
should  be  preserved.  He  had,  thcnrefore, 
suggested  that  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  passed  in  reference  to  the  Technical 
Schools,  1892,  should  be  adopted. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

CHIMNEY  SWEEPERS  BILL. -(No.  192.) 
THIRD  READING. 

BiU  read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  moved  to  leave  out  Sub* 
section  2.  Section  3,  which  had  been 
inserted  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Govem- 
ment draftsman  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  certain  Statutes  to  be  cited  by 
their  short  titles.  On  consideration, 
that  appeared  tp  have  been  already  done 
under  the  *' Short  Titles  Act,*'  and  there- 
fore the  sub-section  had  better  be  omitted. 
It  was  merely  a  formal  Amendment,  und 
did  not  affect  the  substance  of  the  clause. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
did  not  think  he  incurred  any  responsi- 
bility on  behalf  of  Lord  Dunraven,  who 
was  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  in  assenting  to 
thM  arrangement  after  the  explanation 
which  had  been  given  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
ComiponB.  •  , 
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8TATUTJB  LAW  REVISION  BILL  [h.l.]. 
(No.  161.) 
Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee 
with  AmendmeDts,  and  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Monday  next ;  and  Standing  Order 
No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  order 
to  its  being  dispensed  with. 

NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  198.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order) ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on 
Mondaj  next. 

BRITISH  MUSEUM   (PURCHASE    OF 
LAND)  BILL.— (No.  173.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

House  adjoamed  at  twenty  minutes  before 

Five  o^clock  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  pant  Four  o'clock. 
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PRIVATE     BUSINESS. 


WEST  BIDING  RIVERS  CONSERVANCY 
BILL  (hy  Order). 
Lords  Amendments  considered. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
that  certain  alterations  had  been  made  in 
this  Bill  in  another  place,  which  he  did 
not  approve,  but  he  did  not  think  it 
wonld  be  consistent  with  his  duty  to 
object  to  them,  as  ^the  promoters  had 
accepted  them,  and  he  should  therefore 
assent  to  the  Lords  Amendments. 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  toi 
Q  UE  STIONS. 


THE    DISTRICT    COUNCIL 
MAGISTRATES. 
Mr.  RANKIN   (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether. 


if  a  Chairman  of  a  District  Council 
qualified  as  a  Magistrate,  he  would  be 
required  to  pay  the  usual  fees ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  would  be  required  to  pay 
such  fees  over  again  if  he,  on  a  second 
occasion,  was  elected  as  Chairman  of  a 
District  Council  and  qualified  as  a 
Magistrate  ? 

The  SECBETART  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  In  a  Circular  sent 
out  from  the  Home  Office  on  the  14th  of 
last  month,  I  have  advised  the  Standing 
Joint  Committees  that  the  fee  payable  on 
qualifying  by  an  ex  officio  Justice  should 
not  exce^  5s.  This  fee  would,  I  appre- 
hend, be  payable  as  often  as  the  Magis- 
trate qualined ;  it  could  not,  if  my 
advice  as  to  its  amount  is  followed, 
constitute  a  serious  burden. 

THE  STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  dt 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  any  de- 
cision has  been  arrived  at  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  military  contribution  to  be 
paid  annually  by  the  Straits  Settle- 
ments ;  and  if  he  will  state  the 
amount  ? 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) also  had  the  following  question 
on  the  Paper  :  To  ask  the  Under  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he 
is  yet  in  a  position  to  communicate  to  the 
House  the  decision  arrived  at  by  the 
Government  on  the  amount  to  be  paid  by 
the  Straits  Settlements  as  its  contribution 
to  the  military  expenditure  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (M^ 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar", 
I  have  good  reason  to  hope,  and  believe, 
that  the  decision  will  not  now  be  lon|r 
delaved 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  In  thanking 
the  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  invariable 
courtesy,  I  beg  to  give  him  notice  I  will 
ask  the  question  again  this  day  week. 

REGISTRATION    OP    TITLES    IK 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  prospect 
of  a  number  of  freehold  claims  for  the 
franchise  being  made  at  the  coming 
Revision  Sessions  in  Ireland,  he  will 
direct  that,  where  necessary,  in  conse- 
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qnence  of  the  delay  in  registering  titles 
under  The  Local  Registration  of  Title 
Act,  1891,  copies  of  the  vesting  orders, 
or  conveyances,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall 
be  forwarded  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
and  Peace,  for  production  before  the 
Bevising  Barrister  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  am  informed  that 
copies  of  vesting  orders  or  conveyances 
are  not  legal  evidence,  which  the  Re* 
vising  Barristers  are  bound  to  accept. 
With  respect  to  purchase  under  the  Land 
Acts,  transfers  of  freeholds  executed 
since  the  oth  of  August,  1891,  do  not 
confer  a  title  to  the  freehold  franchise 
until  the  registration  of  the  title  has  been 
completed  (see  Sec.  25,  Sub-sec.  1  of 
The  Local  Registration  of  Title  Act, 
1891).  In  such  cases  it  would  be  use- 
less to  obtain  the  documents  before  the 
completion  of  the  registration. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  there  is  great  delay 
in  the  registration,  and  that  great  incon- 
venience is  thereby  caused  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  there  is  great  delay,  and  I 
am  advised  by  the  officer  in  charge  of 
the  department  that  some  further  legis- 
lation will  be  necessary  if  the  depart- 
ment is  to  be  made  as  effective  as  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
would  desire  it  to  be. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  :  Would  it 
not  be  possible  by  putting  on  an  extra 
staff  to  get  up  the  arrears  of  the  work  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  can  only  say 
that  I  have  the  matter  under  my  careful 
consideration. 

EVICTIONS  IN  COUNTY  LIMERICK. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
,  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Mr.  Frederick  Hobsou,  the 
Sub-Sheriff  of  County  Limerick,  wliile 
executiug  an  ejectment  decree  against 
John  Bridgeman,  near  Limerick,  on  the 
25th  of  July,  was  offered  severe  resist- 
ance, Mr.  O'Brien,  the  agent,  being 
badly  hurt,  and  that  he  had  to  abandon 
the  execution  in  consequence  of  the 
violence  displayed  ;  whether  he  is  also 
aware  that  the  Sheriff  sent  one  of  his 
men  to  the  adjoining  police  barracks  at 
Clarina,  who  informed  the  police  that  a 
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their  attendance  was  requested  by  the 
Sheriff;  whether  the  police  complied 
with  the  Sheriff^s  request ;  whether  the 
attention  of  the  Law  Officers  have  been 
drawn  to  the  action  of  John  Bridgeinaa 
in  resisting  the  Slieriff  in  the  exeoation 
of  his  duty  ;  and  whether  the  Grovem- 
ment  propose  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  replied  very 
fully  to  a  question  put  to  me  in  reference 
to  this  matter  on  last  Tuesday  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Armagh.  I  have  since  directed 
that  proceedings  should  be  instituted. 


INMATES  OF  IRISH  WORKHOUSES. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  was  the 
average  number  of  inmates  in  tha  work- 
houses of  Ireland  for  the  year  ending  8th 
March,  1894,  and  the  total  number  of 
deaths  in  these  institutions  within  the 
same  period  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  not  possible 
to  give  the  particulars  required  for  the 
year  ended  Thursday,  March  8  last,  as 
the  official  Returns  are  only  made  up  at 
the  end  of  each  week.  During  the  year 
ended  Saturday,  March  10  last,  the 
estimated  average  daily  number  of  indoor 
paupers  was  40,929.  The  total  number 
of  cases  relieved  in  the  Irish  workhouses 
during  the  year  ended  March  10,  1894, 
was  328,313,  and  the  actual  number  of 
deaths  during  the  year  was  9,807.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  number  of 
cases  relieved  does  not  represent  the 
actual  number  of  individuals  admitted,  as 
the  same  persons  may  be  re-admitted 
many  times  in  the  course  of  the  year. 

OUTDOOR  OFFICERS  OF  CUSTOMS. 
Mr.  FLY'NN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
intended  to  change  the  limits  of  age 
for  candidates  for  the  position  of  outdoor 
officers  of  Customs  from  19-25  to  18-21  ; 
and,  if  so,  when  it  is  proposed  that  the 
change  shall  come  into  operation  ;  what 
notice,  if  any,  was  given  to  intending 
competitors  ;  whether,  at  the  last  June 
examinations  of  142  candidates  who 
attained  the  standard  of  proficiency 
required  by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners,  only   50   were  appointed;  and 

^ will  the  remaining  92  qualified  candidates 

severe  assault  had  taken  place,  and  that    who  have  not  receiv^  appointments  be 
Mr.  W.  Johnston 
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allowed  to  oompete  as  heretofore  until 
thej  have  attained  the  age  of  25  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEBT,  Oldham) : 
It  has  been  decided  to  change  the  limits 
of  age  as  stated  in  the  question,  and  the 
Treasury  and  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners have  carefully  considered  the 
amoant  of  notice  which  should  be  given 
before  the  change  is  introduced.  As  the 
result,  it  has  been  settled  that  two  more 
examinations  shall  be  held  under  the  old 
eonditions  as  to  age — a  concession  which 
the  Treasury  considers  fair  and  reason- 
able. 
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COMPOLBOBY  BB- VACCINATION  OF 
LONDON  CONSTABLES. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire.  S.E., 
Middleton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statement  that  a  body  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  has  been  or  is  about  to  be  re-vac- 
cinated ;  by  whose  orders  is  this  directed  ; 
are  the  men's  feelings  consulted  in  the 
matter,  and  is  any  one  of  them  entitled  to 
decline  ;  and  is  there  any  statutory  power 
to  force  the  proceeding  on  any  unwilling 
men? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  understand  that 
in  cases  in  which  it  was  deemed  necessary, 
the  police  at  Portland  Town  Police 
Station  and  the  police  of  that  sub- 
division, which  is  in  the  centre  of  the 
locality  where  small-pox  Las  been  so 
prevalent  lately,  were  re- vaccinated,  with 
the  Commissioner's  approval,  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  chief  surgeon  to 
the  Force.  I  am  informed  that  none  of 
the  men  made  any  objection.  It  is  one 
of  the  qualifications  for  acceptance  by 
every  candidate  that  he  shall  be  re- 
vaccinated  on  appointment  as  constable. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
So  ought  Members  of  Parliament. 

AGE  QUALIFICATION  FOB  BXCISB 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
limit  of  age  for  appointments  in  the 
Excise  has  recently  without  warning 
been  altered  from  22  years  to  21  years  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  number  of 
candidates  for  the  service,  some  of  whom 
have  already    passed    the    preliminary 


examination  bv  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners, will  be  excluded  by  the 
change  of  age ;  and  whether  the  De- 
partment will  postpone  the  coming  into 
force  of  the  new  Regulation  for  a  period, 
so  that  injustice  may  not  be  caused  to 
those  who  have  been  preparing  for 
candidature  ? 


Sib  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  There  has 
been  no  recent  change  in  the  limits  of 
age  for  the  Excise  entrance  exammation. 
It  may  be  that  my  hon.  Friend  refers  to 
a  change  in  the  limits  of  age  for  candi- 
dates for  the  outdoor  service  of  the 
Customs,  as  to  which  I  have  just 
answered  a  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Cork. 

PBMBBOKB  TOWNSHIP. 

Mb.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board  some  time 
since  received  a  communication  from  the 
ratepayers  of  the  Pembroke  township, 
and  more  recently  a  correspondence  from 
two  Town  Commissioners  with  regard  to 
certain  proceeding  of  the  Township 
Board,  and  whether  any  action  was,  or 
will  be,  taken  thereon ;  and  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  burgess  list  is  regulated 
by  the  Town  Clerk  upon  a  £10  rating 
qualification  without  any  Revising 
Barrister  or  public  revision  ;  and  that  the 
agent  of  the  Earl  of  Pembroke  need  not 
be  elected  by  the  ratepayers,  as  the  Act 
provides  that  the  agent  for  the  time 
being  shall  be  a  Commissioner  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  me  that  they  are 
unable  to  identify  the  correspondence  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  question.  If  he 
will  state  to  what  precise  matter  it  relates 
further  inquiry  will  be  made.  With 
regard  to  the  second  paragraph,  the  list 
of  persons  entitled  to  vote  at  the  annual 
election  of  the  Pembroke  Town  Com- 
missioners is  made  out  by  the  clerk  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  the  27th  section  of 
The  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Act, 
1871.  The  rating  qualification  is  £10. 
The  agent  for  the  time  being  of  the  Earl 
of  Pembroke's  estate  within  the  town- 
ship is  ex  officio  a  Commissioner  under 
Section  10  of  the  Pembroke  Township 
Act,  1863. 
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DUBLtN  TSLEGBAPHISTS. 

Mr.  SWEETMAN  (Wicklow,E.)  :  I 
l>eg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  some  Dublin  telegraphists  have 
r^entljr  been  asked  to  aooept  less  than 
the  usaal  allowance  for  special  datj  in 
connection  with  important  events  ;  what 
rate  -is  allowed  under  Rule  17  of  In- 
structions to  head  postmasters,  for  such 
duty  ;  what  was  the  lowest  sum  per  diem 
that  Dublin  telegraphists  have  been  asked 
to  accept;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  see  that  the  rule  on  the  subject 
is  strictly  adhered  to  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MORLBY,  Nottingham,  E.) :  I 
am  not  aware  in  Dublin  that  there  has 
been  a  departure  from  the  rule.  Pro- 
bably what  the  hon.  Member  has  in  view 
is  the  following  rate  : — '*  Not  exceeding 
6d.  an  hour  or  128.  a  day.**  But  in  the 
lame  rule  there  is  prescribed  a  rate — 
^  Not  exceeding  5s.  a  day.**  Both  rates,  it 
will  be  observed,  are  maximum.  The 
first  rate  applies  to  officers  sent  to  race 
and  other  meetings  where  their  stay  is 
short,  and  the  cost  of  lodging  is  high  ; 
the  second  to  those  who  are  temporarily 
detached  from  one  post  office  to  another, 
and  there  are  no  special  circumstances 
tending  to  raise  the  price  of  lodgings. 

Mr.  SWEETMAN :  But  is  it  not  a  fact 
that  some  of  the  Dublin  telegraphists 
have  been  asked  to  accept  a  rate  of  3s. 
a  day  for  duty  on  coast  stations  In  con- 
nection with  the  Naval  Manoeuvres  ?  Has 
not  128.  hitherto  been  allowed  in  nearly 
all  these  cases,  and  have  not  the  men 
explained  that  they  cannot  live  on  such 
an  allowance  in  crowded  seaport  towns  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
that  question  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  forward  me  particulars  I  will  inquire 
into  the  matter. 

LABOURERS*    COTTAGES    IN    THE 
COLERAINE  UNION. 

Mr.  M'GILLIGAN  (Fermanagh,  S.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  if  he 
could  state  how  many  labourers'  cottages 
have  been  erected  in  the  Coleraine  Union 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act ;  (2)  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  a  large  number  of 
applications  from  Knockintem  and 
other  divisions  of  the  Union  have 
been  sent  to  the  Coleraine  Board  of 
Guardians  and  rejected  on  the  ground  of 


tlleged  informalitaesy  snoh  as  seTermI 
signaturA  being  in  Uie  same  hand- 
writing, applicant*  workuig  for  varioos 
employers,  and  similar  rfasons ;  (3)  whe- 
ther the  Local  (jovernment  Bowl  have 
had  to  interfere  and  direct  the  Coleraine 
Board  to  consider  these  applications  on  the 
ground  that  ths  informidities  were  im- 
material ;  and  (4)  will  the  Local  Gro- 
vemment  Board  direct  the  Coleraine 
Board  to  amend  applications,  when 
necessary,  in  the  future,  and  facilitate 
the  operation  of  the  Act  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLET  :  (L)  No  cottages 
have  been  built  under  the  Laboorere* 
Acts  in  this  Union.  (2.)  I  believe  the 
facts  to  be  as  stated  in  the  seoond  para- 
graph. (3.)  It  having  been  represented 
to  the  Local  Governnient3oi^  that  the 
signatures  to  one  of  the  representations 
#ere  geinuine,  the  Board  have  asked  the 
Guardians  to  reconsider  the  matter 
again  after  notice.  .The  Guardians  have 
appointed  a  Committee  to  visit  the 
localities  where  it  is  alleged .  houses  are 
required,  and  have  called  on  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  for  a  Report  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  houses  stated  to  be  unfit 
for  habitation.  They  will  hold  a  special 
meeting  on  the  25th  instant  to  reconsider 
the  whole  matter.  (4.)  A  Board  of 
Guardians  have  no  power  to  alter  or 
amend  representations  made  to  them 
under  the  Labourers*  Acts. 

ILLEGAL  TRAWLING  OFF  THE  ISLAND 
OF  LEWIS. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  will 
state  why  proceedings  have  not  been 
taken  against  the  master  or  owner  of  the 
steam  trawler  Triton^  M  93,  for  trawling 
withing  the  three-mile  limit  off  Port- 
naguran.  Island  of  Lewis,  on  Slst  May 
last ;  why,  seeing  that  the  Crown  Counsel 
and  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  were 
aware  that  the  Triton  was  recently  at 
Milford  Haven,  no  action  was  then 
taken  ;  and  why  the  Crown  Counsel  has 
advised  no  further  proceedings  unless  the 
Triton  returns  to  Scotch  waters  ?  •;  • 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J,  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c«) :  I  have 
ascertained  that  the  statements  at  the 
fishermen  who  made  the  oomplaint  ageifltt 
the  Triton  were  not  of  themaelves  soft- 
€ient  to  support  a  charge  of  trawling 
within  the  three-mile  limit,  and  forlhiv 
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tiiai  mo  cUahagiB  was  dooa  by  the  Triton 
to  the  eomplBtaerg*  nets.  It  wan^  there- 
fore, resolved  to  obtain*  if  possible, 
•tntement^  from  persons  on  board  the 
Triton  (other  than  those  who  coutd  be 
charged),  but  ev-eu  where  there  h  an 
existing  charge  and  warrant  —  which 
there  ib  not  in  this  case — much  difficulty 
tms  been  found  in  obtaining  evidence  in 
England  in  such  cases,  and  neither  the 
Procurator  Fiscal,  nor  any  agent  ap- 
pointed by  him,  could  assert  a  right  to  go 
on  board  the  Triton  in  England  for  this 
purpose*  In  these  circumstanced,  it  was 
not  considered  necessary  to  send  the 
Fiscal  from  Stornoway  to  Milford  Haven, 
or  to  instruct  anyone  on  the  spot  to 
^deavour  to  get  access  to  persons  on 
board  the  Triton  there.  If,  however, 
tjhe  Triton  returns  to  Scotch  waters,  an 
opportunity  may  be  found  of  obtaining 
l^e  desired  information. 

INSPECTORS  OF  MKTALLIFBROUS 

Si8  S.  NOBTHCOTE  (Exeter) :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Pen- 
rith Division  of  Cumberland,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, with  reference  to  the  recent 
appointment  of  an  Assistant  Inspector  of 
Metalliferous  Mines  in  the  Cumberland 
district,  whether  the  blue  paper  containing 
a  statement  of  the  qualifications  neces- 
sary for  an  Inspectorship  of  Mines  was 
issued  to  many  or  all  candidates  for  the 
office  ;  whether  one  of  the  candidates  for 
this  office  was  Ln  formed  by  a  letter  from 
the  Home  Office,  dated  10th  April,  1894, 
that  as  he  appeared  to  be  above  the 
maximum  limit  of  age  for  the  appoint- 
oient^ — namely,  35  years,  the  Home 
Secretary  regretted  that  he  was  not  able 
to  take  the  application  into  consideration 
with  those  of  the  numerous  other  candi- 
datoB ;  and  if  there  be  no  limit  of  age 
required  for  the  office,  how  it  came 
About  that  the  said  Circular  was  sent  and 
the  letter  of  the  lOth  of  April  was 
writteo  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH:  When  the  three 
additional  appointments  of  Assistant  In* 
ipector  of  Metalliferous  Mines  were 
created  at  the  beginning  of  this  year,  the 
original  intention  was  to  appoint  the 
Asaistant  Inspectors  under  both  the  Coal 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887,  and  the 
lf«tellifdrotija    Mines    Regulation     Act, 


1872.  The  conditions  prescribed 
in  the  Paper  to  whioh  the  h6n«i 
Member  refers  would  therefore  ha^ 
applied,  and  candidates  who  stated  their 
age  to  be  under  3o  were  furnished  with 
copies  of  this  Paper,  wliile  those  who 
were  above  that  age  (including  two  who 
were  written  to  on  the  10th  of  April) 
were  answered  to  the  effect  stated  ui  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  question.  I 
afterwards  came  to  the  conclusion  that  i\ 
was  undesirable  to  carry  out  this  Lnteu^ 
tion,  as  it  would  have  limito<l  the  candi-^ 
dature  to  persona  of  coal  mining  expert* 
ence,  which  for  the  present  purpose  i« 
not  required,  one  of  the  three  Assistant* 
Inspectors  being  needed  to  inspect  metal- 
liferous mines  in  Cumberland,  and  the 
others  to  inspect  slate  mines  and  quarries 
in  North  Wales,  whil0  some  of  the  moat, 
eligible  candidates,  including  two  of 
those  selected,  are  over  35,  The  three 
officers  have  therefore  been  appointed^' 
under  the  Metalliferous  Mines  Regulation 
Act,  1872,  and  for  the  appointment  of 
Inspector  under  this  Act,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  no  limit  of  age  or  other 
qualification  has  been  prescribed* 

Mb.  HOZIER  (Lanark,  S*)  :  Is  it  in- 
tended that  these  Assistant  Inepectora 
shall  inspect  quarries  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Yes,  Sir,  certainly, 
as  far  as  North  Wales  is  concerned. 

Mr.  HOZEER  :  And  so  far  as  Scot* 
land  is  concerned  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  Probably,  but  I 
cannot  say  definitely. 

Mr,  D,  a*  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvit)  t  Is  any  age  limit  prescribed  In 
the  Act  of  1887  ? 

Mu.  ASQUITH  ;  There  is  no  limit 
prescribed  by  the  Act,  It  is  fixed  by 
the  ReguUktions  of  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
whether  the  candidates  who  were  over 
age  were  notified  that  they  were  tiH 
eligible  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  There  were  only 
two  such  gentlemen,  and  their  claims 
were  carefully  considered.  If  they  had 
been  Tery  eligible,  I  should  hare 
appointed  them  in  spit©  of  their  being 
above  the  age. 

♦Mr,  TOMLINSON  :  But  had  they 
an  opportunity  of  baring  their  qualifica* 
tions  reconsidered  after  the  withdrawal 
of  the  limit  of  age  ? 
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Mb.  ASQUITH  :  Thej  bad  sent  hi] 
their  testimoniak.    I  have  all  the  facts 
before  me. 

Me.  hartley  (Islington,  N.) 
asked  whether  the  gentlemen  appointed 
had  been  examined  bj  the  Civil  service 
Comoiissioners,  with  regard  to  their 
health,  and  whether  they  were  entitled  to 
a  pension  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Mex^ber  will  give  me  notice  as  to  the 
examination  in  respect  of  health.  They 
are  not  entitled  to  a  pension  on  the 
terms  prescribed  in  the  4th  section  of  the 
Saperanijiuation  Act. 

Mr.  BABTL£Y  :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  no  one  now  is  allowed  to  enter  the 
Public  Service  without  passing  an  exami* 
nation  as  to  health  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  cannot  saj  how 
far  that  applies  to  the  excepted  appoint- 
zfients  und^  the  4th  section  of  the  Act, 
but  I  will  inquire. 

CRUELTY  TO  VAN  HORSES  IN.  LONDON- 
Captain  DONELAN  rCork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that  gross  cruelty  is  frequently  inflicted 
upon  cart  horses  in  London  by  compel- 
ling them  to  draw  loads  beyond  their 
strength  over  some  of  the  bridges  across 
the  Thames  ;  and  that  serious  accidents 
often  result  from  this  practice,  especially 
in  slippery  weather;  and  if  he  will 
cause  instructious  to  be  given  to  the 
constables  stationed  near  these  bridges  to 
direct  their  attention  to  sucb  cases,  and 
to  summon  all  persons  guilty  of  this 
cruelty  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH :  The  gradients  to 
many  of  the  bridges  are  steep,  and,  at 
times,  no  doubt  slippery,  but  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  accidents  reported  are 
not  more  frequent  there  than  in  any  other 
thoroughfare.  The  police  are  instructed 
to  take  proceedings  in  any  ca^e  in  which 
the  law  against  cruelty  is  infringed,  and 
I  believe  tl^at  they  are  vigilant  in  per- 
forming their  duty  in  that  respect. 

Captain  DONELAN:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  event  of 
persons  being  summoned  for  this  offence, 
take  steps  to  ensure  that  the  punishment 
falls  on  the  proper  shoulders — those  of 
the  owners  and  not  of  the  carmen. 


Mb:  ASQUITH:  That  depends  od 
the  Magistrate. 

Mb.  H.  L.  W.  LAWSON  (Glouces- 
ter, Cirencester):  Are  the  police  in- 
structed  to  give  all  assistance  to  officers 
of  the  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  thmk  so ;  but  I 
will  inquire  if  there  are  any  special  in* 
structions. 

POST  OFFICE  ANNUAL  REPORT. 
Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  :  Ib^ 
to  ask  tbe  Postmaster  General  whether 
be  has  completed  the  preparation  of  his 
Annual  Report ;  and  if  he  can  state  when 
it  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  forwarded 
the  report  to  the  Treasury,  and  that 
Board  will  no  doubt  take  an  early 
opportunity  of  presenting  it. 

POSTAL  ADMINISTRATION. 
Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  will  endeavour  to  cause  provision  to 
be  made  whereby  insurers  in  the  Post 
Office  Life  Insurance  Department  may 
take  out  policies  with  shorter  payments 
in  advance  than  the  annual  premiums  in 
advance  now  required  ;  whether  he  will 
endeavour  to  cause  provision  to  be  made» 
by  legislation  or  otherwise,  to  enable  the 
funds  of  the  Post  Office  Insurance  De- 
partment to  be  invested  in  securities  in 
which  trustees  are  by  law  allowed  to 
invest ;  whether  he  will  arrange  that  the 
quinquennial  valuations  required  by 
Section  3  of  the  Act  27  &  28  Vic,  c.  46, 
to  be  prepared  by  the  Commissioners  for 
the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt  shall 
be  laid  before  Parliament ;  and  whether 
he  will  endeavour  to  cause  arrangements 
to  be  made  whereby  any  profits  arising 
from  the  Post  Office  Insurance  Depart- 
ment may  be  divided  amongst  insurants, 
as  appears  to  have  been  intended  by  Sub* 
section  9  of  Section  5  of  the  Act,  45 
Vic,  c.  51  ?  At  the  same  time,  I  will 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlenuin  whether 
he  will  cause  a  Return  to  be  made  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  Post  Office  Insurance 
Vote,  especially  of  the  Salaries  and 
Allowances  (if  any)  paid  to  offioers  in  the 
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Public  Serrice  in  receipt  of  'cMfet'  Salaries 
or  Allowances;  and  whether  he  will 
canse  the  annual  Returns  made  of  Post 
Office  Insurance  business  to  distinguish 
between  the  two  different  classes  of 
insurance — namely,  from  £5  to  £25^  and 
from  exceeding  £25  to  £100  ?  Further, 
I  will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther he  will  try  the  experiment  of  open- 
ing offices  in  the  evening  in  some  of  the 
large  towns  at  which  persons  may  obtain 
from  officers  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
the  business  special  information  about 
laking  out  insurances  and  annuities, 
and  aid  in  filling  up  the  necessary 
forms  ? 


Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  hardly  in 
a  position  to  answer  Question  1,  which 
concerns  important  matters  coming 
within  the  province  of  the  Treasury  and 
of  the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction 
of  the  National  Debt.  As  regards  the 
second  question,  the  details  of  the  ex- 
penditure for  Post  Office  Insurance  are 
shewn  on  Page  87  of  the  Post  Office 
Estimates.  No  specific  salary  or  allow- 
ance is  paid  to  any  officer  of  the  Depart- 
ment for  insurance  work,  but  commissions 
are  paid  to  Sub-Postmasters  and  others 
for  securing  contracts  according  to 
authorised  rates  varying  from  Is.  to  48. 
per  contract.  The  number  of  contracts 
issued  yearly  for  the  last  10  years  in 
respect  of  the  two  classes  of  insurance 
mentioned  is  given  in  a  table,  a  copy  of 
which  I  shall  be  glad  to  send  to  the  hon. 
Member;  In  answer  to  the  last  question, 
I  have  to  say  that  at  all  large  towns 
Post  Offices  are  open  up  to  8  and  in 
some  cases  so  late  as  1 1  in  the  evening, 
and  all  necessary  information  respecting 
Post  Office  4nsurance  and  annuities  can 
be  obtained  and  aid  given  in  filling  up 
the  necessary  forms. 

BESBRVB  MEN  IN  THE  GENERAL  POST 
OFFICE. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  has  come  to  any  decision 
as  to  stoppage  of  pay  of  Reserve  men 
employed  in  the  General  Post  Office,  the 
deduction  amounting  to  £9  per  annum, 
and  the  man  accepting  the  liability  of 
serving  in  the  Reserve,  but  receiving  no 
pay  for  doing  so  ? 


•The     secretary    op    STATE 

FOB  WAR(Mr.CAHPBELL-BANNERMAN, 

Stirling;  &c.)  :  I  am  in  communication 
with  the  Post  Office  on  the  subject,  but 
no  decision  has  yet  been  arrived  at. 

GUNPOWDER    IN    THE    NYASSA- 
TANGANYIKA  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affiiirs  whe- 
ther the  attention  of  the  Foreign  Office 
has  been  called  to  the  circumstantial 
allegations  of  a  grave  character  which 
appeared  in  The  Timetj  of  30th  July, 
relating  to  five  distinct  occasions  upon 
which  it  is  alleged  that  the  German 
steamer  Hermann,  von  fFissman  has 
recently  conveyed  cargoes  of  powder 
across  Lake  Nyassa  into  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  British  territory ;  whether 
the  said  gunpowder  was  so  moved  under 
the  authorisation  of  the  German  adminis- 
tration as  required  by  Article  9  of  the 
Brussels  Act  ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  German  Government  to 
the  disastrous  consequences  which  are 
likely  to  follow  upon  a  continued  im- 
portation of  gunpowder  into  the  regions 
infected  by  the  Slave  Trade  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gbe  Y,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
Information  received  from  the  Acting 
Commissioner  confirms  the  fact  that 
powder  has  been  thus  introduced  into  the 
British  Protectorate,  but  the  detailed 
statements  referred  to  have  not  been 
officially  corroborated.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  knowledge  as  to 
the  conditions  under  which  powder  has 
been  moved  within  Germau  territory. 
It  is,  however,  necessary  that  measures 
should  be  taken  in  the  Nyassa- 
Tanganyika  district  to  prevent  its  im- 
portation and  control  its  movement 
within  British  territory.  A  post  has 
accordingly  now  been  placed  on  the 
Songwe  River  which  will,  it  is  expected, 
facilitate  the  control.  Meanwhile  the 
German  Governor,  who  has  shown  an 
earnest  desire  to  co-operate  in  the  repres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade,  has  been  in- 
formed by  the  Acting  Commissioner  of 
the  facts  which  have  come  to  his  know- 
ledge as  to  the  introduction  into  the  Pro- 
tectorate of  powder  landed  from  the 
steamer  in  German  territory. 
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KILLUBAN  8GH00LH0USE. 
Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  I 
bog  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieatenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  in- 
quire into  the  application  for  the  erection 
of  a  .achoolhouse  in  the  townland  of 
Killuran,  County  Clare,  made  by  the 
JRev.  Denis  Cleary,  PJP.,  upon  behalf  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  district ;  and 
whether  the  National  Education  Board 
will  see  that  this  application  is 
granted  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  The  application 
refenredto  has  been  received.  The  Com* 
missioners  of  National  Education  have 
already  ordered  a  grant  in  aid  of  build- 
ing the  proposed  new  schoolhouse,  sub* 
ject  to  satisfactory  title  to  the  site. 

THB  CELFYNYDD  COLLIBBT 
EXPLOSION. 
Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  atteutjon  has 
been  called  to  the  statement  made  in  the 
verdict  of  the  Coroner's  Jury  on  the 
Celfynydd  Colliery  explosion,  that  they 
considered  the  present  examinations  by 
the  workmen's  representatives  are  worth- 
less ;  and  whether,  under  the  38th 
General  Bule  of  the  Coal  Mines  Begula- 
tion  Act,  1887,  the  workmen  employed 
in  a  mine  can  appoint  two  workmen  from 
another  mine,  or  a  check  weigher,  to 
make  an  inspection  on  their  behalf ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  he  will  make  provision 
in  the  Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill, 
now  before  the  House,  enabling  a  check 
weigher  to  enter  the  mine  at  any  time 
for  purposes  of  inspection  or  otherwise, 
provided  he  does  not  interfere  with  the 
working  of  the  mine  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  S(y  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  verdict  of  the  Coroner's 
Jury  on  the  Celfynydd  Colliery  explo- 
sion. By  the  d8th  Bule  of  The  Coal 
Mines  Begulation  Act,  1887,  the  persons 
employed  in  a  mine  may  appoint 

"  two  of  their  number,  or  any  two  persons,  not 
being  mining  engineers,  who  are  practical 
working  miners," 

to  make  an  inspection  on  their  behalf. 
This  would  certainly  enable  them  to 
appoint  two  miners  from  another  mine. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answer  the  last  part  of 
my  question  ? 


Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  do  apt  see  wj 

necessity  for  legislation  in  this  direetiao. 
Afl  I  have  ahready  stated,  the  cheek 
weigher  is  a  practical .  working:  miner, 
and,  as  the  men  have  power  to  appoint 
two  on  their  own  behalf,  I.  do  not  think 
the  law  needs  altering. '    .    . 

OOLDBATH  FIELDS  HONKY  0»DSR 
OFFICE; 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Pireston):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  what  \k 
the  distance  of  the  Money  Order  Offips, 
in  what  was  formerly  Clerkenwell  PriiB0i&, 
from  the  General  Post  Office  ;  whethcf 
the  Money  Order  Office  is,  by  its  iiitaia- 
tion,  cut  off  from  the  ^rest  of  ^e  Depart- 
ment ;  whether  it  is  a  matter  of  constant 
occurrence,  for  persons,  mostly  poor 
people,  to  be  sent  from  local  post  offioes 
to  the  General  Post  Office,  thence  to 
Clerkenwell,  and  thence  back  again  to 
the  General  Post  Office  over  some  trifling 
irregularity  in  a  money  order ;  and 
whether,  on  the  ground  of  publie  inoon- 
venience,  as  well  as  of  the  health  of  t)ie 
officials,  he  will  consent  to  the  remoyal 
of  the  Money  Order  Office  from  its  present 
quarters  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  distance  of 
the  Money  Order  Office  from  the  General 
Post  Office  is  about  a  mile.  The  inquirf 
offices  in  the  two  buildings  are  connected 
by  telephone,  and  a  free  omnibus  runs 
seven  times  a  day  in  each  direction  for 
the  convenience  of  applicants  whom  it 
may  be  found  necessary  to  refer  per* 
sonally  from  one  office  to  the  other.  I 
regret  that  it  is  quite  impossible  to  move 
the  Money  Order  Office  from  its  present 
quarters ;  but  I  am  endeavouring  to  make 
arrangements  to  avoid,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  inconveniences  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  called  my  attention. 

Mr.  darling  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  received  a 
Report  as  to  the  sanitary  condition  of 
this  Money  Order  Office,  stating  that  it 
was  wholly  unfit  for  the  habitation  of  the 
people  employed  in  it ;  and  whether  he 
would  not,  in  view  of  these  facts,  have 
the  office  removed  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  I  have  received 
no  such  Report. 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 
Mr.   BUCHANAN    (Abenieenshire^ 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
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(or  IndM  what  is  the.  estimated  increase 
in  the  deficit  oo  the  Indian  Budget  for 
the  year  owing  to  the  further  fail  in  the 
rupee  that  hais  taken  place  since  the 
Jndiai)  Financiiil  Statement  was  made  ? 

•The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
INDLA.  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton,  £.) :  The  rate  of  exchange 
With  India  was  estimated  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  financial  year — ^namely,  April  1 
last,  at  Is.  2d.  Since  that  time  only 
four  months  have  elapsed,  and  there  are 
not  yet  sufficient  data  for  the  fonnation 
of  a  new  estimate. 

fasWAaiB  DISPOSAL  AT  ALDERSHOT. 
Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington)  :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
mawn  to  a  Report  presented  to  the 
Surrey  County  Council,  on  Slat  July,  by 
*the  medical  officer  of  the  county,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  the  spot  where 
the  sewage  of  Aldershot  Camp  is  sup- 
posed to  be  disposed  of  is,  instead  o^ 
being  a  sewage  farm,  a  sewage  marsh, 
where  pools  of  stagnant  putrid  sewage 
five  rise  to  poisonous  exhalations,  which, 
if  the  cholera  infection  were  introduced, 
would  soon  prove  to  be  of  a  most  deadly 
character  ;  and  whether,  if  the  statement 
-is  founded  on  fact,  he  will  take  the 
necessary  measures  to  get  rid  of  the 
nuisance? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 

The  Report  referred  to  has  been  received 
•by  the  War  Office.  The  question  of  re- 
moving tbe  sewage  farm  is  under  con- 
sideration, and  steps  have  been  taken  to 
oo-operate  with  tbe  Local  Board  of 
Health  of  Aldershot  town  in  the  disposal 
of  sewage  at  a  place  sufficiently  remote 
from  habitations. 

TRADE    DISPUTE  AT  GORSEINON. 

Mr.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan,  Gower): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  arising  out  of  a  tinplate  trade 
dispute,  the  workpeople  interested  held 
«  demonstration  at  Gorseinon,  near 
Swansea,  on  the  26th  of  June  last,  and, 
tbongh  orderly,  were  charged  and 
batoned  by  a  small  body  of  police  ;  that 
many  persons  who  took  no  pnrt  in  the 
proceedings  were  chased  across  the  com- 
inon  and  severely  wounded  by  the  police; 
that  in  the  early  morning  of  the  follow- 


ing day  some  18  or  20  tinplate  workers 
were  resting  in  a  timber  ywrd  by  permis- 
sion of  the  proprietor,  and  whilst  many 
of  them  were  asleep,  were  attacked  and 
bludgeoned  over  and  tlirough  a  barbed 
wire  fencing  which  encloses  the  premises, 
and  seriously  injured  by  the  police ;  can 
he  state  at  whose  instance,  and  by  what 
authority,  this  attack  was  made ;  and 
whether  a  full  inquiry,  at  which  the 
injured  persons  may  be  represented  and 
heard,  will  be  made  into  the  conduct  of 
the  police  on  the  occasions  referred  to  ? 

Mr/ASQUITH:  I  have  no  direct 
authority  over  this  police  force,  but  I 
think  I  may  make  a  suggestion  to  tbe 
Joint  Standing  Committee  of  the  county 
that  they  might  very  well  inquire  into 
this  matter. 

Major  JOI^S  (Carmarthen,  &o.)  : 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  while  the  men  were 
marching  peaceably  along  and  singing, 
the  proprietor  of  the  works  used  lan- 
guage wbich  gave  offence,  and,  in  fact, 
led  to  the  disturbance  which  took 
place  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  none  of  the 
facts  before  me,  and  cannot  answer  with- 
out notice. 

WORKING  HOURS  IN  ADMIRALTY 
ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS;  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether, 
in  reckoning  30^  hours  as  the  average 
weekly  time  formerly  occupied  by  work- 
men in  the  Admiralty  establishments,  the 
allowances  of  time  hitherto  customary, 
but  now  discontinued,  have  been  taken 
into  account,  and  what  the  weekly 
average  of  those  allowances  amounted  to ; 
what  is  the  estimated  time  that  engineers, 
stokers,  furnaoemen,  &c.,  will  be  required 
to  work,  in  addition  to  the  maximum 
hours  of  10^  per  day  computed  from  the 
commencement  to  leaving  off  work,  under 
the  new  arrangement ;  and  will  any 
other  classes  of  workmen  be  required  to 
do  overtime  beyond  the  10^  maximum 
hours  in  cases  of  emergency  ? 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMI: 
RALTY  (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee)  : 
The  average  number  of  working  hours 
per  week  was  formerly  50J,  exclusive  of 
38  minutes  per  week  time  allowances, 
now  discontinued.  No  exact  estimate 
can  be  given  of  the  extra  time  that 
engine-keepers,  stokers,  and  fumacemetf 
will  be  required  to  work  in  addition  to 
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the  ordinary  hours  of  the  jard,  bat  it  maj 
be  taken  approximate!/  at  two  hours  a 
day.  In  case  of  emergency,  but  in  that 
case  only,  other  classes  of  workmen  may 
be  requured  to  work  overtime. 

POSTAL  PACILITIBS  IN  SOUTH  WALKS. 

Mb.  D.  a.  THOMAS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  it  is 
still  the  case  that  in  the  principal  towns 
in  South  Wales  situated  on  the  main  line 
of  the  Great  Western  Railway  letters 
have  to  be  posted  at  an  earlier  hour  than 
in  English  towns  double  the  distance 
from  London  in  order  to  catch  the  first 
morning  delivery  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
there  is  any  immediate  prospect  of  an  im- 
provement being  made  in  the  postal 
facilities  in  that  district  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  in  corre- 
spondence with  the  Great  Western  Rail- 
way on  the  subject ;  and  although  the 
negotiations  are  not  finally  concluded,  I 
hope  very  shortly  to  be  in  a  position  to 
announce  that  I  have  succeeded  in  giving 
the  increased  facilities  which  are  de- 
sured. 

ELECTRICAL  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
LIGHTSHIPS. 

Major  JONES :  On  behalf  of  the  hon* 
Member  for  Middlesbrough,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  the  Committee  appointed  to 
consider  the  best  means  for  establishing 
electrical  communication  between  light- 
ships and  the  mainland  is  still  sitting; 
whether  the  trials  of  swivels  have  until 
now  been  confined  to  one  novelty;  and 
whether  it  is  intended  to  submit  the 
other  swivels  submitted  to  the  Committee 
to  similar  trials,  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
curing for  the  Government  the  invention 
best  intended  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Bbyce,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
The  Committee  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  appear  to  refer  reported  and 
closed  its  sittings  in  1889.  The  whole 
subject  is  now  being  dealt  with  by  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Electrical  Com- 
munication with  Lighthouses  and  Light- 
vessels.  I  understand  that  a  number  of 
inventions,  including  various  modes  of 
applying  swivels,  for  establishing  electri- 
cal communication  between  light-ships 
and  the  mainland,  have  been  considered 

Mr.  E,  Robertson 


by  the  Royal  Commission,  and  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  paragraph 
at  the  top  of  page  8  of  their  Seeoiid 
Report,  dated  March  last,  in  which  the 
Commissioners  state  that,  in  their  opinion, 
none  of  the  inventions  which  they  have 
considered  are  preferable  to  ;the  system 
known  as  the  Sunk  system,!  which  has 
now  been  applied  to  the  Goodwin  and 
Kentish  Knock  Light  Vessels.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  Royal  Commission 
will  consider,  and,  if  necessary,  test,  any 
inventions  brought  before  them  which 
appear  to  them  to  be  superior  to  the 
Sunk  system. 

Major  JONES  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
only  two  inventions  have  been  submitted, 
and  that  only  one  has  been  tested  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  My  information  is 
that  a  considerable  number  have  been 
examined. 

GARVB  AND  ULLAPOOL  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Estimates  for  next 
year  provision  will  be  made  for  a 
guarantee  to  enable  the  Garve  and  Ulla- 
pool Ri^ilway  Company  to  proceed  with 
the  line  from  Garve  to  Ullapool  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W,  Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  am  f^raid  I  cannot  give  my  hon.  FrieiMl 
the  undertaking  he  desires, 

JOINT-BATBD  OCCUPIERS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that,  despite  the  judgments  of 
the  Irish  Court  of  Appeal  last  year  in 
I  certain  joint-tenancy  cases,  the  Clerks  of 
Union  in  North  Tyrone  (especially  in 
Castlederg  Union)  have  returned  a 
number  of  joint-rated  occupiers  on  the 
Voters*  List  for  1895  without  objection 
where  there  is  no  joint  tenancy;  and 
what  steps  do  the  Local  Government 
Board  take  to  make  Poor  Law  officials 
acquainted  with  Registration  Law,  or  to 
see  that  it  is  carried  out  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  clerk  of  the 
Casflederg  Union  has  informed  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  the  persons 
whom  he  had  returned  as  joint-rated 
occupiers  without  objection  were  persons 
whose  names  he  found  on  the  Revised 
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ValoAtioD  Boll  for  1895,  and  that  he  had 
been  informed  bj  the  rate  oollectors  that 
ihej  had  seen  joint-teaancj  receipts  of  the 
persons  in  question.  He  had  no  informa- 
tion before  him  to  lead  him  to  object  and 
was  unaware  of  the  effect  of  the  decision 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  I  am  informed 
that  it :  does  not  devolve  upon  the  Local 
Grovernment  Board  to  make  clerks  of 
Unions  acquainted  with  the  Registration 
Law,  or  to  see  that  it  is  carried  out.  The 
Board  have  no  jurisdiction  over  Boards 
of  Guardians  and  clerks  of  Unions  in 
their  capacity  as  *^  Overseers  "  under  the 
Franchise  Acts. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  aware  that  a  large  number 
of  persons  ought  to  be  struck  off  the 
list? 

M&.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  that. 

'the  BOYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  AND 
GUN  LICENCBS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  the  Royal  Lrish  Constabulary 
are  allowed  by  the  Rules  of  the  Force  to 
use  a  gun  for  pleasure  on  taking  out  an 
Excise  licence  ;  if  not,  what  punishment 
is  a  superior  liable  to  for  connivance  at 
this  breach  of  the  Regulations  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Regulations 
do  not  absolutely  prohibit  shooting  for 
pleasure  generally  in  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  but  it  is  only  allowed  in 
moderation  in  the  case  of  the  officers,  and 
the  men  are  prohibited  from  so  doing  in 
the  districts  where  serving.  The  punish- 
ment for  any  breach  of  tbq  Regulations 
would  depend  upon  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  and  if  the  particulars  are  given 
the  matter  will  be  inquired  into. 

SOUTH  MBATH  VOTBBS'  LISTS. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  will  he  inquire  if,  at  the  last 
Trim  Revision  Sessions,  the  names  of  the 
following  10  persons  were  objected  to  on 
the  South  Meath  Voters*  List  by  Thomas 
Bogers,  and  the  objections  allowed,  not- 
withstanding which  they  appear  on  the 
Voters'  List  for  1894 — namely,  127,  Cox, 
John,  Haggard  Street,  Trim ;  269, 
Farreil,  Francis,  Churchtown  ;  280, 
Finnegan,  John,  Church  Street,  Trim  ; 
425,  Kane,  Peter,  Trim  ;  640,  Melady, 
Michael,  Watergate  Street,  Trim  ;  641, 


Melia,  John,  junior.  Scarlet  Street,  Trim ; 
562,  Mooney,  James,  Seaton  Lane,  Trim  ; 
6d7«  McKean,  Thomas,  Market  Street, 
Trim  ;  669,  Nulty,  Patrick,  Trim  ;  796, 
Smyth,  John,  Townpark  South  :  672, 
0*Dare,  John,  Watergate  Street,  Trim  ; 
and  .do  these  names  all  belong  to  one  poli- 
tical Party  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  and  Peace  informs  me  that  only 
five  of  the  10  names  mentioned  in  the 
question  were  objected  to  at  the  last 
Revision  Sessions ;  that  of  these  five 
objections  only  one  was  signed  by  Thomas 
Rogers  ;  and  that  none  of  the  five  objec* 
tions  were  allowed.  All  the  names  men- 
tioned in  question  were  allowed  to  remain 
on*  the  lists  by  the  Revising  Barrister  and 
appear  on  the  Register  for  the  present 
year.  I  have  no  information  as  to  the 
politics  of  the  persons  named. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  As  the  infor- 
mation supplied  to  me  entirely  differs 
from  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
may  I  ask  if  be  referred  the  matter  to 
the  Revising  Barrister  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  my  hon.  Friend 
thinks  the  information  incorrect  I  will 
make  further  inquiry. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  But  was  the 
Revising  Barrister  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  really  cannot 
say. 

PROTESTANTS  IN  IRISH  GOVERNMENT 
EMPLOY. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  the  Con- 
stabulary Office  in  Dublin  Castle,  the 
Inspector  General,  three  Assistant  In- 
spectors General,  the  County  Inspector 
in  the  Crime  Department,  17  of  the  18 
Civil  Service  clerks,  the  resident  Head 
Constable,  seven  sergeants,  who  are  in 
receipt  of  2s.  6d.  per  diem  extra  pay,  and 
the  constable  who  sleeps  in  the  office  at 
night,  are  Protestants ;  will  he  state 
what  is  the  reason  why  so  many  of  these 
officials  belong  to  a  creed  which  is  that 
of  a  small  minority  of  the  population  ; 
are  the  majority  of  the  sergeants  and 
constable  messengers  enjoying  extra  pay 
for  service  in  the  Castle  also  Protestants  ; 
and  can  any  explanation  be  given  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  is  only  one 
Assistant  Inspector  General  at  head- 
quarters in  the  Castle,  and  he,  I  am 
informed,  is  a  Protestant.     The  Deputy 
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Inspector  General,  who  is  not  referred  to 
in  the  question,  is  a  Roman  Catholic 
Of  the  clerical  staff  six  are  Roman 
Catholics  and  12  Protestants,  and,  as 
regards  the  members  of  the  Force  em- 
ployed in  the  office  in  receipt  of  extra 
pay,  seven  are  Catholics  and  eight  Pro- 
testants. Of  the  entire  establishment  at 
the  Constabulary  Office,  including  mes- 
sengers and  men  of  the  Force,  15  are 
Roman  Catholics  and  26  Protestants. 
The  members  of  the  Force  employed  in 
the  office  "are,  as  I  have  stated,  of  nearly 
equal  proportions,  a  fact  which  the  In- 
spector  General  assures  me  was  unknown 
to  him  until  the  information  required  by 
the  question  was  placed  before  him. 
The  religious  element  is  not  one  which 
enters  into  tuese  appointments. 

Mr.  DARLING  (Deptford)  :  May  I 
ask  how  these  details  as  to  the  ]>rivate 
religious  opinions  of  the  officers  were 
obtained  ?  Is  there  not  an  objection  on 
the  part  of  many  of  them  to  state  to 
what  religion  they  belong  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Everybody  in 
Ireland  has  to  state  his  religion  in  the 
Census  Return. 

Mb.  DARLING  :  I  did  not  put  this 
question  to  the  hon.  Member,  but  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  information 
was  obtained  in  the  way  in  which  we 
obtain  most  of  our  information — namely, 
from  those  who  are  most  likely  to  give 
us  good  and  accurate  information. 

Mb*  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  Was 
the  information  obtained  by  personal  in- 
quiries addressed  to  the  individuals  con- 
cerned ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  should  say  that 
probably  that  was  not  necessary,  but  I 
cannot  give  the  hon.  Member  an  answer 
on  the  point. 

THB  CHIEF  C0N8TABLB  OF  CARDIOAN- 
8H1RB. 
Mr.  GRIFFITH  -  B08CAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  I>ex>art- 
ment  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  Robert  Lewis,  the 
bailiff  of  the  Newoastle-Emlyn  County 
Court,  has  publiclv  accused  the  Chidf 
Constable  of  Cardiganshire  of  having 
made  false  statements  with  regard  to  the 
tithe  disturbances  last  March  in  his  recent 
Report  to  the  Standing  Joint  Committee ; 

Mr.  •/".  Marley 


whether  he  is  aware  that  at  the  last  meet- 
ing of  the  Standing  Joint  Committee 
Mr.  Willis  Bund,  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  moved  that  a  sub-oommittee  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  these  allega- 
tions, but  the  majority  (consisting  mainly 
of  County  Council  members)  rejected 
this,  after  refusing  to  hear  Mr.  Lewises 
evidence ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
desirability  of  the  truth  as  to  the  Chief 
Constable's  action  being  elicited,  he  will 
cause  an  inquiry  to  be  held  by  the  In- 
spector of  Constabulary,  or  by  some  other 
means? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  My  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  charges  brought 
against  the  Chief  Constable  of  Cardigitn- 
sbire  by  Mr.  Lewis.  I  am.  not  myself  of 
opinion  that  the  discrepancies  between 
Mr.  Lewis's  account  of  what  happened 
on  the  occasions  in  question  and  the 
account  given  in  the  Chief  Constable's 
Report  to  the  Standing  Joint  Committee 
are  of  sufficient  importance  to  justify  a 
formal  inquiry,  or  are  of  such  a  character 
that  there  is  any  probability  of  their 
being  cleared  up  by  any  inquiry  that  I 
could  set  on  foot.  I  have  not  myself 
power  to  institute  an  inquiry  on  oath  or 
to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses  or 
to  require  them  to  answer  questions  put 
to  them.  Mr.  Willis  Bund  did  move 
that  a  sub-committee  of  tbe  Standing 
Joint  Committee  should  inquire  into  the 
alleged  inaccuracies  in  the  Chief  Con- 
stable's Report,  but  the  Committee  did 
not  consider  this  necessary.  Before 
coming  to  this  decision  tbey  had  Mr. 
Lewis's  letter  under  consideration,  but  I 
do  not  understand  that  they  had  any 
opportunity  of  hearing  him  orally. 

•MR.GRIFFITH.BOSCAWEN:  But 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Chief  Inspector 
of  Constabulary  has  to  certify  the  Force 
to  be  efficient  before  the  Government 
allowance  can  be  paid  ;  and  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  it  can  be  so  certi- 
fied properly  when  the  Chief  Constable  has 
been  publicly  accused  by  an  officer  of 
the  law  of  making  a  false  statement  to 
the  Standing  Joint  Committee ;  and  when 
the  Committee  has  refused  to  investigate 
the  charge  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  the  discrepancies 
in  the  information  given  by  Mr.  Lewis 
and  the  Chief  Constable  were  very  small, 
and  had  no  relation  whatsoever  to  the  duty 
of  the  Inspector  of  Constabulary  in  certi- 
fying as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Force. 
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LOUOH  FOYLE. 
Mb.  ROSS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Adiniraltj  whether,  after  the 
oonclosion  of  the  Naval  ManoeavreSy  it 
win  be  possible  for  some  of  the  ships 
ongiHB^ed  to  visit  Lough  Fojle  ? 

Mb.  MAINS  (Donegal,  N.)  :  Is  it  not 
10  years  since  the  squadron  last  visited 
this  longh  ?  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the 
Sojal  Navy  is  largely  recruited  from  this 
district  ? 

Mb.  £.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  visit  which  the  hon. 
Member  suggests  will  not  be  possible. 

CBICKBT  IK  THB  NEW  FOBEST. 
Captain  SINCLAIR  (Dumbarton- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  from 
tiiiie  immemorial  the  inhabitants  of  the 
locality  have  played  cricket  and  other 
games  upon  Swan  Green,  in  the  New 
Forest;  that,  notwithstanding  this,  the 
deputy  surveyor  has  given  formal  notice 
to  the  Emery  Down  Cricket  Club  not  to 
play  cricket  upon  the  Green  until  they 
have  received  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Woods  and  Forests  to  do 
so  ;  and  whether  the  action  of  the  deputy 
surveyor  has  been  sanctioned  by  him  ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  give  orders 
that  the  national  game  shall  be 
encouraged  rather  than  hindered  in  the 
New  Forest? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  is  believed 
to  be  the  case  that  boys  have  been  accus- 
tomed to  play  games  on  Swan  Green,  in 
the  New  Forest,  and  this  usage  has  not 
been  interrupted  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods.  A  new  club  has  just  been 
started  which,  without  permission  asked 
or  obtained  from  the  Crown,  has  appro- 
priated a  particular  portion  of  Swan 
Green  for  a  cricket  pitch  and  has  rolled 
it.  The  Deputy  Surveyor  of  the  New 
Forest,  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty, 
gave  notice  to  this  Cricket  Club  not  to 
make  any  use  of  the  ground  without  the 
authority  of  the  Crown.  The  terms  on 
which  such  authority  will  be  given  have 
since  been  communicated  to  the  Cricket 
Club.  There  is  no  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  to  stop  the 
inhabitants  of  Emery  Down  from  enjoy- 
ing themselves  over  Swan  Green  as  they 
have  been  accustomed  to  do.  Cricket 
Clnbe  cannot,   however,  be  allowed  to 


appropriate,  level,  and  roll  particular 
portions  of  the  New  Forest  without  per- 
mission from  the  Commissioner  of  Woods, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  management 
of  the  Forest. 

HIGHLAND  LIGHT  INFANTRY 
MILITIA. 

Mr.  harry  smith  (Falkirk,  &c.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
W,AT  whether,  in  view  of  the  trade  de- 
pression in  Lanarkshire,  and  the  difficulty 
of  finding  employment  there  in  conse- 
quence of  the  present  strike,  he  can 
extend  the  period  for  training  of  the  dnl 
and  4th  Battalions  of  Highland  Light 
Infantry  Militia  now  stationed  at 
Lanark  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Money  is  voted  only  for  the  ordinary 
training  of  Militia  for  the  normal  period 
of  four  weeks,  and  there  are  no  funds  to 
provide  for  any  additional  training  of  a 
particuhir  battalion  owing  to  some  local 
circumstances  unconnected  with  its  mili- 
tary efficiency.  I  am  afraid,  therefore, 
that  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
cannot  be  adopted. 

ARMY  KBSBRVE  CORPS  TRANSPORT. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  it  U 
intended  that  in  actual  service  in  war 
the  Army  Reserve  Corps  transport, 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Army 
Medical  Department,  will  be  strictly 
assigned  to  that  department  for  ex- 
clusively medical  and  surgical  purposes  ; 
and  whether  during  the  Boer  War  the 
field  medical  transport  was  employed  for 
military  (t.e.  combatant)  as  well  as 
medical  purposes,  and  on  this  account 
did  not  receive  the  protection  of  the  Re<l 
Cross  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
On  active  service  a  section  of  the  Army 
Service  Corps  would  be  detached  solely 
for  transport  duties  with  the  Army 
Medical  Department,  subject  to  removal 
therefrom  only  under  the  authority  of  the 
General  Officer  commanding.  I  have 
made  inquiries  as  to  the  second  part  of 
the  question,  and,  as  far  as  can  be  ascer- 
tained, the  Field  Medical  Transport  was 
not  employed  for  combatant  purposes 
during  the  Boer  War. 
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WEST  LONDON  SCHOOL  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether,  considering 
that  he  has  undertaken  to  institute  an 
inquiry,  either  by  a  Royal  Commission  or 
by  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House, 
into  the'  present  system  of  aggregating 
large  numbers  of  children  into  district 
schools,  he  will  suspend  the  instructions 
given  to  the  managers  of  the  West 
Loudon  school  district  to  build  another 
school  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lepevre,  Bradford,  Central) :  The 
school  has  been  overcrowded,  and  it  is 
for  this  reason  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  urged  that  additional 
accommodation  should  be  provided.  The 
managers  proposed  to  extend  the  present 
main  school  buildings  for  this  purpose ; 
but  this  the  Board  declined  to  assent  to, 
and  they  have  stated  that  any  additional 
accommodation  should  be  obtained  by  the 
erection  of  a  separate  school.  This 
separate  school  may  be  on  the  cottage 
home  principle .  The  Board  see  no  reason 
to  alter  the  opinion  which  they  have  ex- 
pressed in  this  matter. 

THE  OPIUM  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  TALBOT  :  On  behalf  of  thehon. 
Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Division  of 
Liverpool,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  the  use  of  opium 
in  India  is  likely  to  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session ;  and,  if  not,  can  he  state  when 
the  Report  is  likely  to  be  presented  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I  am  in- 
formed  that  the  Report  cannot  be  pre- 
sented before  November. 

LADY  INSPECTORS  OF  PAUPER 
DISTRICT  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  he  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  appointing  a  lady  Inspector  to  visit 
the  pauper  dbtrict  schools,  in  which  a 
great  number  of  girls  and  ehildren  of 
tender  age  are  being  educated,  in  order  to 
ensure  t^t  their  best  interests  may  be 
attended  to  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  I  fully 
appreciate  the  advantages  which  may  be 


obtained  from  the  services  of  ladies  in 
connection  with  Poor  Law  schools.  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  with  one  exception 
all  the  district  schools  in  London  have 
one  or  more  ladies  acting  as  managers. 
In  the  case  of  four  out  of  the  six  school 
districts  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  exercised  their  power  of  nominating 
by  appointing  ladies  as  managers.  In 
the  case  also  of  18  of  the  Metropolitan 
Unions  lady  Guardians  have  been  elected, 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  haVre 
encouraged  the  appointment  of  ladies* 
committees.  -  I  cannot,  however,  give 
any  undertaking  as  to  the  appointment 
of  a  lady  Inspector. 

DOMINICA. 

Mr.  O'DRISCOLL  (Monaghan,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  if  he  will  state 
when  he  expects  to  be  able  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  Report  of 
Sir  Robert  Hamilton  concerning  the  con- 
dition of  Dominica  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  stated  yester- 
day that  I  could  not  actually  state  when 
I  should  be  in  a  position  to  lay  the 
Papers  ;  but  I  fully  hope  to  do  so  before 
the  Recess. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  HOZIER  :  May  I  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  can 
now  state  when  the  Report  stage  of  the 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill  will 
be  taken? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  should  like  to  be  in- 
formed what  will  be  the  second  Order  of 
the  Day  on  Monday  next,  so  far  as  can 
at  present  be  foreseen. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  : 
And  I  will  ask  whether  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  can  now  give  an 
answer  to  the  question  which  I  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  yesterday — 
namely,  whether  the  Government  will  be 
able  to  &ke  the  Report  stage  of  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bill  between 
the  two  stages  of  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  Bill  next  week  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  first 
answer  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's. 
The  first  Order  on  Monday  will  be  the 
Report  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  and 
this  will  be  followed  by  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill, 
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if  Dot  ooDcluded  to-night.  There  will 
then  be,  on  Toesdaj,  the  Third  Reading 
of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill.  After  we 
have  finished  the  Committee  of  the 
Equalisation  of  Bates  Bill  we  propose  to 
go  on,  before  the  Report  stage  of  that 
Bill  is  taken — as  it  maj  be  thought 
neoessarj  to  leave  a  day  between  the 
two  stages,  in  case  there  should  be 
Amendments — ^to  the  Report  of  the  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Bill.  I  will, 
however,  saj  definitely,  for  the  conve- 
nience of  Scotch  Members,  that  the  latter 
Bill  shall  not  be  taken  before  Wednes- 
day. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  Is  it  to  be  under- 
stood  that  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Bill  also  will  not  be  taken  before  Wednes- 
day? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  have  not 
said  that. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire) : 
Cannot  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Crofters  Act 
Amendment  Bill  on  Tuesday  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  consider 
about  that,  because  we  may,  perhaps, 
have  an  opportunity  of  taking  some  other 
Bills  besides  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  if  the  Irish  Bill 
does  not  occupy  the  whole  dav. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  Do 
the  Government  intend  that  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  shall  be  taken  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  or  in 
Grand  Committee  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  In  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  HOZIER  :  When  will  the  Eight 
Hours  (Miners)  Bill  be  taken  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  unable 
to  answer  that  at  present ;  but  it  will  not 
be  till  after  the  House  has  disposed  of 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  the  Equalisa- 
tion of  Rates  Bill,  and  the  Scotch  Local 
Government  Bill. 

MO  TI  ON. 

NATIONAL   GALLERY. 
Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green) 
said,  he  begged  to  move  for  unopposed 
Return  No.  3. 

Motion  for — 

^'Betom  of  the  sums  expended  bj  the 
Tnutees  sad  Director  of  the  National  Gallery 
from  1884-6  to  1894,  in  the  purchase  of  pictures 
from  moneys  provided  by  Parliament  (in  the 

YOL.  XXVIII.  [rouRTH  series.] 


same  form  as,  and  in  continuation  of,  Supple- 
ment A  to  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Director 
of  the  National  Gallery  to  the  Treasury  for  the 
year  1884)."— (Z>r  Kmny.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  that  if  the  Return  was  to  be 
granted  at  all  it  should  be  complete.  The 
hon.  Member  only  referred  to  expendi- 
ture out  of  "  moneys  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment," but  the  House  ought  to  know  the 
sums  spent  out  of  endowments,  and  also 
the  bequests  received. 

Dr.  KENNY  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion, but  he  did  not  know  whether  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would 
consent  to  enlarge  the  Return. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  form  may  be 
amended  to-morrow,  and  the  Return 
then  taken  as  unopposed. 

Return  deferred. 
ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 


EQUALISATION    OF    RATES    (LONDON) 

BILL.— (No.  124.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  ARCHIBALD  GROVE  (West 
Ham,  N.)  said,  he  wished  to  propose  that 
it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  be  extended 
to  West  Ham.  He  moved  this  in  the 
interests  of  a  district  where  there  was  a 
large  hardworking  population  who  were 
heavily  burdened  in  regard  to  rates.  He 
must  admit  that  there  was  no 
logic  in  the  proposition  which  he 
put  before  the'  House.  But  then 
there  was  no  logic — not  an  ounce  of  logic 
— in  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill  itself. 
The  distinguishing  merit  of  the  Bill  was 
that  there  was  in  it  a  great  deal  of 
humanity,  and  that,  in  his  opinion,  far 
out-weighed  logic.  It  was  on  grounds 
of  humanity  that  he  appealed  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  admit  this  Instruction. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  in  bringing  in  the 
Bill  said  that  the  richer  districts  out  of 
their  abundance  should  contribute  to  the 
needs  of  the  poorer  districts.  He  thought 
that  he  could  conclusively  prove  that 
West  Ham  was  one  of  the  poorest  dis- 
tricts  

Mr.  H.  L.  W.  LAWSON  :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  House 
can  consider  an  Instruction  relating  to  a 
district  outsider  the  purview  of  the  Bill  ? 

C 
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Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  that  the 
iDstructiou  18  in  Order.  Although  West 
Ham  is  not  in  the  Metropolitan  area,  it 
is  in  the  police  area,  and  it  is  quite  in 
Order  to  move  an  Instruction  to  bring  it 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  ARCHIBALD  GROYE,  re- 
suming, said,  that  when  his  hon.  Friend 
interrupted  him  he  was  about  to  show 
that  West  Ham  stood  in  as  great  need  of 
relief  as  any  district  in  London.  Its 
rateable  value  was  £900,000,  and  its 
population  was  nearljr  240,000.  The 
rates  amounted  to  close  on  8s.  in  the  £1. 
There  was  not  a  parish  in  the  area  of  the 
County  of  Loudon  whose  rates  were  as 
high  as  that.  His  right  hon.  Friend  in 
introducing  the  Bill  pointed  out  that 
some  of  the  parishes  in  Loudon  had 
increased  in  their  rates  by  Is.  2d.  in  the 
last  few  years.  But  in  West  Ham  the 
rates  had  iucreased  by  Is.  6d.  This  was 
a  great  and  growing  burden.  Since  1871 
the  population  of  West  Ham  had  risen 
from  62,000  to  238,000— an  abnormal 
rise.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  studied 
this  Bill  would  see  how  closely  such  a 
rise  in  population  affected  the  necessity 
for  some  form  of  relief.  The  demand 
he  made  was  a  just  one,  for  West  Ham 
contributed  largely  to  the  wealth  of 
London.  Every  morning  it  poured 
in  a  stream  of  wealth  -  producers 
to  the  City  and  other  parts  of  London. 
They  laboured  through  the  day  to  pro- 
duce the  wealth  of  London,  and  returned 
at  night  to  the  Borough  of  West  Ham, 
which  was  thus  responsible  for  their 
sanitary  well-being.  Apart  from  logic, 
he  maintained  that  this  was  a  strong 
common-sense  argument  why  West  Ham 
should  be  included  in  the  benefits  of  the 
Bill.  Nobody  would  deny  that,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes.  West  Ham  and 
London  were  inextricably  joined.  If  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Cirencester 
Division  of  Gloucestershire  would  take 
a  walk  with  him,  not  down  Fleet  Street, 
but  along  the  thoroughfare  which  led 
from  London  to  West  Ham,  he  would  bet 
him  half-a-crown — well,  if  that  were  not 
in  Order,  he  would  stake  his  opinion 
against  that  of  the  hon.  Member — that  the 
hon.  Member  when  he  passed  the 
boundaries  of  Bow  and  Bromley  and  got 
into  West  Ham  would  not  know  where 
the  one  district  began  and  the  other 
ended,  except  that  West  Ham  was  the 
more    charming  locality.      Why,   then, 


should  West  Ham  not  be  included  in  the 
benefits  of  this  Bill  ?  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  said  that  London  was  unlike 
any  other  town  in  the  country  in  having 
a  large  number  of  separate  districts  with 
separate  management  and  separate  rating 
powers.  This  statement  entirely  knocked 
the  bottom  out  of  the  argument  that  they 
could  not  include  West  Ham  in  the  Bill 
because  it  had  a  Mayor  and  Corporatioik 
of  its  own.  And  so  far  as  having  a 
Mayor  and  Corporation  went,  the  City  of 
London  was  in  the  same  position.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  did  not  hesitate  to  go 
to  the  City  when  he  wanted  money,  but 
when  he  was  asked  to  give  relief  to  a 
poor  district  like  West  Ham  he  said  that 
he  could  not  do  so,  because  it  was  not  in 
the  area.  On  this  point  he  might  further 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  fund  provided  under  the 
Bill  was  to  be  by  population.  But  no 
Grovernment,  however  grandmotherly, 
conld  regulate  the  distribution  of  popu- 
lation. That  regulated  itself.  They 
must  further  remember  that  this  fund 
was  not  to  be  distributed  according  to  ex- 
penditure, and  that  therefore  the  necessity 
of  any  district  being  under  the  control  of 
a  central  body  which  administered  the 
fund  was  absolutely  done  away  with. 
Many  hon.  Members  opposite  had  the 
interests  of  the  poorer  classes  at  heart.  He 
was  convinced  that  he  would  have  their 
support.  Around  him  were  Radicals  who 
professed — ^and  he  knew  that  their  pro- 
fessions were  true — ^that  they  had  the 
interests  of  the  poorer  districts  at  heart 
in  a  paramount  degree.  He  counted 
also  on  having  their  support.  The  Go- 
vernment, on  its  part,  could  not  consis- 
tently refuse  this  plea  of  a  poor  locality 
for  relief.  But  if  the  Government  did 
refuse  to  accept  this  Instruction  he  was 
sure  that  the  sense  of  the  House  would 
largely  be  with  him. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

•*  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  CJommittee 

that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  provirions 

of  the  Bill  to  West  Ham."— (JTr.   Archibald 

Orove.) 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevbe,  Bradford,  Central) :  I  am 
quite  willing  to  admit  many  of  the 
premises  on  which  the  claim  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  founded.  It  is  undoubtedly 
the  fact  that  West  Ham  is  a  district 
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where  there  is  a  vast  population  of 
labonring  people,  many  of  whom  are 
closely  coDnected  with  London  and  con- 
tribute to  its  wealth.  It  is  also  a  fact 
that  the  rates  of  West  Ham  are  very 
heavy ;  and  if  I  acted  from  purely 
humanitarian  motives,  instead  of  accord- 
ing to  Parliamentary  logic,  I  should  be 
inclined  to  accede  to  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Member.  But  if  I  were  to  act  from 
motives  of  that  kind,  I  might  be  sub- 
jected to  appeals  to  include  other  dis- 
tricts where  the  population  is  poor  and 
the  rates  are  heavy,  and  which  may  in 
some  sense  be  considered  as  part  of 
London.  I  might  be  asked  to  include 
the  districts  of  Croydon,  Richmond,  and 
Kingston,  though  I  do  not  think  that 
Richmond  is  a  poor  district.  All  these 
districts  are  beyond  the  Metropolitan  area, 
and  to  include  them  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
would  be  departing  altogether  from  the 
object  of  the  Bill.  The  proper  course 
for  my  hon.  Friend  to  pursue  would 
be  to  advocate  that  West  Ham  should 
be  brought  within  the  Metropolitan 
District. 

Mb.  ARCHIBALD  GROVE  :  That 
question  is  at  present  under  discussion, 
but  while  the  grass  is  growing  the  steed 
is  starving. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am  glad 
to  be  informed  that  there  is  a  movement 
in  West  Ham  in  the  direction  of  in- 
cluding it  within  the  district  of  the 
London  County  Council.  I  believe  the 
County  Council  are  not  unwilling  to  ex- 
tend the  boundaries,  and  if  West  Ham 
were  within  the  Metropolitan  area  of  the 
London  County  Council  it  would  un- 
doubtedly share  the  benefits  of  the  Bill 
in  common  with  the  rest  of  London.  But 
to  share  those  benefits  it  should  also  con- 
tribute to  the  expenses  of  the  County 
Council,  the  School  Board,  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Board,  and  various 
other  institutions  in  London.  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  considered  necessary  to 
further  press  this  Instruction.  Whilst 
sympathising  with  the  object  my  hon. 
Friend  has  in  view,  I  think  he  has  gone 
the  wrong  way  to  work  to  accomplish  it. 
Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  only  rise  to  say  that  while 
the  question  raised  by  this  Amendment 
is  one  of  considerable  importance,  yet  I 
agree  with  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  it  is  one  which  we 
cannot  discuss  at   length    to-day.    No 


doubt  in  equity  a  strong  case  has  been 
made  for  the  inclusion  of  West  Ham,  but 
if  it   was   so  included  there  are   many 
other  districts   in    Middlesex  on  whose 
behalf  au  equally  strong  claim  might  be 
put    forward.      Tottenham,    Edmonton, 
and  Hornsey  are  districts  very  largely 
inhabited  by  poor  persons,  and  the  rates 
of  the  two  former  districts  are    higher 
than  the  rates  of  any  part  of  the  Metro- 
polis which  is  under  the  control  of  the 
County  Council.     It  is  certain,  however, 
that  the  Middlesex  districts  would  not 
surrender  their  local  independence  for  the 
slight  pecuniary  benefits  they  would  ob- 
tain under  this  Bill  if  they  came  in  under 
the  London  County  Council.     This  is  a 
question  which  must  sooner  or  later  come 
under  the  consideration  of  this  House. 
If  anyone  will  watch    the    shifting   of 
London  populations  he  will  be  surprised 
to  see  what  changes  are  taking  place. 
The  older  parts  of  London  are  becoming 
greatly  depopulated,  and  while  with  the 
Metropolitan  area  of  one  and  a-half  to 
four  miles  from  the  Mansion   House  a 
considerable   increase  has    taken    place, 
a  far  greater  relative  increase  has  taken 
place  in  the  area  of   from  four  to  ten 
miles,  and  in  no  part  more  so  than  in  the 
constituencies  which  I  and  some  of  my 
friends  represent.     Yet  those  who  live  in 
those  districts  are  subjected  practically 
to  the  same  taxation  as  other  parts  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  do  not  receive  the  relief 
which  the  richer  parishes  afford  to  the 
poorer  parishes  within    the  area.      My 
belief   is   that   the   area  of   the   County 
Council  is  already  too  large  for  its  proper 
administration,  and  past  history  shows- 
that    such    wide   areas    of    admin istra* 
tion  have  not  worked  satisfactorily.  The 
remedy  for  the  inequalities  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  called  attention  will 
not  be  found  in  an  extension  of  the  area 
of    the    London    County    Council,   but 
rather  in  its  diminution.     A  strong  cen- 
tral body  might  be  established  for  certain 
purposes  whilst  the  other  parts  of  the 
Metropolitan  area  retain  their  local  in- 
dependence. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  Richmond,  Kingston,  and 
the  neighbouring  districts  of  Surrey 
would  never  claim  to  be  included  in  the 
Metropolitan  area,  notwithstanding  any 
pecuniary  benefits  they  might  receive. 
He  quite  agreed,  however,  with  what  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  Friend,  that  this 
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question  could  not  be  confined  to  one 
portion  of  the  London  boundary.  Once 
raised  it  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  all 
round ;  and  unless  the  House  was  pre- 
pared to  greatlj  enlarge  the  scope  of  the 
Bill,  they  ought  not  to  support  this  In- 
struction. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sitj)  said,  if  this  Amendment  were 
accepted  it  would  yerj  much  widen  the 
scope  of  the  Bill.  Again,  if  thej  were 
to  include  other  districts  in  the  Metro- 
politan area,  thej  must,  in  equity,  take 
in  those  which  were  rated  at  a  low  figure 
as  well  as  those  which  were  rated  heavily. 
It  would  be  a  bad  argument  for  the  City 
of  London  to  say  that  highly-rated  dis- 
tricts must  be  brought  in  and  low-rated 
ones  excluded.  In  fairness  they  must 
have  both  classes. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  will  only  add  one  word 
to  what  has  fallen  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
his  statement  that  it  rests  with  the  people 
of  West  Ham  whether  they  will  join  in 
the  Metropolitan  area  or  not. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Theappli- 
cation  must  be  made  by  them. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  But  even  if  it  were 
made  it  does  not  follow  that  it  would  be 
granted.  We  are  now  upon  a  question 
of  the  very  greatest  magnitude  ;  and  th  it 
is,  What  is  the  policy  to  be  adopted  with 
regard  to  that  large  population  in  the 
various  extra-Metropolitan  areas,  which, 
nevertheless,  in  some  sense,  form  part  of 
London  ?  although  there  is  very  little 
doubt  the  County  Council  would  under- 
take to  govern  another  1,000,000  of 
population  with  the  greatest  lightness  of 
heart.  I  think  they  have  already  got 
as  much  on  their  hands  as  they  can 
manage,  and  I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  beside  me  that  it  is  impossible  to 
look  forward  with  any  degree  of  con- 
fidence to  increasing  the  area  of  the 
County  Council.  The  policy  must  be  a 
policy  of  decentralisation,  so  far  as  the 
outlying  districts  of  London  are  con- 
cerned, with  free  Municipal  Councils  and 
other  Local  Bodies.  With  the  constant 
expansion  of  London  it  is  impossible  to 
admit  that  the  simple  solution  of  every 
difiiculty  is  to  extend  the  area  of  govern- 
ment of  the  County  Council,  I  quite 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 

SirJS^.  Tewple 


that  there  ought  to  be  no  option  in  this 
matter.  If  we  are  to  extend  the  circle, 
we  must  include  both  the  highly-rated 
and  the  lowly-rated  districts.  It  would 
never  do  to  say  that  a  poor  district  has 
merely  to  make  application  to  the  Loc«l 
Government  Board  or  to  the  House,  and 
that  then  the  other  parts  of  London  shall 
contribute  towards  its  rates.  I  entirely 
share  the  view  of  the  Government  that 
the  Instruction  cannot  possibly  be  enter- 
tained. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•Mb.  speaker  :  The  next  Instruc- 
tion, that  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  ffftllftnt  Member  for  Colchester, 
is  not  in  Order.  It  proposes  such  sweep- 
ing changes  that  it  practically  consti- 
tutes a  new  Bill.  The  terms  are  vague ; 
there  is  no  limitation,  and  no  indication 
is  given  to  the  Committee  how  the 
Instruction,  if  it  were  allowed,  could  be 
carried  out.  In  these  circumstances,  I 
rule  that  the  Instruction  is  out  of  Order. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mb.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  said,  he  had  to  move  the  omission  from 
the  first  sub-section  of  the  words  **  for 
aiding  the  equali^tion  of  rates,"  and  the 
substitution  for  them  of  the  words  *'  in 
order  to  further  a  uniform  system  of  ex- 
penditure for  sanitary  purposes."  He 
moved  this  in  no  factions  spirit ;  but  he 
was  bound  to  express  his  wonder  that 
a  question  of  such  deep  importance  to 
the  Metropolis  as  was  embodied 
in  the  Bill  had  been  brought  forward  at 
the  fag-end  of  a  Session.  He  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  what  was  called  a 
just  and  equal  distribution  of  the  rates, 
and  he  agreed  that  the  rates  actually  paid 
by  various  parts  of  London  should  as  far 
as  possible  be  made  equal ;  but  he  ven- 
tured to  assert  that  this  Bill,  which  pro- 
fessed to  bring  about  the  equalisation,  did 
not  touch  the  most  important  point — 
namely,  the  question  of  valuation.  They 
ought  to  have  a  uniform  principle  of 
valuation  throughout  the  Metropolis.  At 
the  present  time,  however,  the  Overseers 
in  some  parishes  adopted  a  very  low 
assessment,  while  those  in  other  parishes 
took  a  very  high  one,  and  'in  passing  be 
would  like  to  express  his  regret  that  the 
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Bill  introduced  bj  the  LoodoQ  Couutj 
Council  to  deal  with  these  inequalities 
did  not  become  law  this  Session.  Surely 
the  measure  they  were  now  discussing 
ought  to  have  contained  some  provision 
dealing  with  these  divergent  valuations. 
It  was  a  well-known  fact  that  a  house 
which  bore  a  rental  of  £40  in  one  parish 
would  fetch  £60  in  another  parish.  No 
doubt  in  some  districts  the  rates  were 
nominally  lower  than  those  charged  in 
other  and  poorer  districts,  but  the  differ- 
ence was  more  than  made  up  in  the 
higher  rents  charged  in  the  lower-rated 
parishes.  Much  had  been  said  about  the 
well-managed  parish  of  Islington,  and  he 
believed  that  no  parish  in  the  Metro- 
politan area  was  better  managed — ex- 
cept that  of  St.  Pancras.  But  why 
should  Islington,  if  this  Bill  passed,  only 
have  to  pay  a  5s.  rate,  while  Bermondsey 
paid  7s.,  Fulham  6s.  6d.,  apd  Rotherhithe 
6s.  8d.  ?  Again,  the  Bill  did  not  really 
embody  any  system  of  equalising  rates. 
If  the  Gommment  had  taken  up  this 
question  thoroughly — and  there  were 
many  -among  its  members  who  had  a 
strong  grasp  on  commercial  matters — if 
they  had  attempted  to  deal  with  the 
whole    question    of     the    Metropolitan 

finance,  they  would  have 

The  chairman  :  I  must  call  the 
hon.  Member's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
he  is  not  confining  himself  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  submitted  with 
all  respect  that  he  was  doing  so,  a«  he 
was  attempting  to  show  that  the  Bill  did 
not  carry  out  the  principle  of  equalisation, 
and  he  was  therefore  moving  the  omis- 
sion of  that  word. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 
The  hon.  Member  cannot  discuss  the 
whole  Bill  on  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  said,  he  was 
endeavouring  to  confine  himself  to  the 
Amendment,  the  object  of  which  was  ix\ 
advocate  a  uniform  expenditure  for  sani- 
tary purposes.  The  fact  was,  the  Bill 
did  not  carry  out  equalisation  in  a  true 
spirit.  The  basis  of  the  population  had 
been  adopted,  but  it  seemed  to  be  for- 
gotten that  the  day  population  of,  for 
instance,  the  City  of  London,  paid  rates 
for  their  warehouses  and  places  of  busi- 
ness as  well  as  for  the  houses  in  which 
they  resided,  and  yet  the  City  was  not 
to    receive  any   portion    of    this    fund 


simply  because  these  people    lived    in 
other  districts  at  night. 

Mr.  BARROW  (South wark,  Ber- 
mondsey)  :  I  rise  to  Order.  Is  the  hon. 
Member  speaking  to  the  Amendment  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  have  told  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  is  not  keeping 
closely  to  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  replied,  that  he 
was  keeping  as  closely  to  it  as  he  could, 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey 
thought  that  because  a  sub-committee  of 
the  London  County  Council  had  drafted 
a  Bill  they  were  not  to  discuss,  he  could 
only  say  that  he   could   not  agree  with 
him,  and  certainly  should  discuss  it  until 
stopped  by  the  Committee  of  the  House. 
If  they  were  going  to  have  a  system  of 
rate  equalisation,   let  them  carry  it   out 
properly.      The  promoters  of    this  Bill 
seemed  to  have  lost  sight  of  what  was 
known   as   the  compounding  system — a 
system  which  gave  landlords  a  rebate  of 
20   or   30    per   cent,  in  some    districts. 
What  did   that   mean  ?     It   meant   that 
although  the  rate  was  nominally  7s.  in 
a  district,  yet   inasmuch   as   they   were 
compound^  in  the  case  of  three-fourths 
and  even  five-sixths  of  the  houses,  the 
actual  rate  paid  was  one-third  less  ;  and 
equalisation  should  be  made  to  cover  that. 
If   they    passed  this  scheme  as  it  was, 
purely  as  a  population  basis,  they  gave  to 
a  vast  number  of  rich  landlords  the  sum 
of  3d.  in  the  £1  in  decreasing  their  rates 
with   no   decrease    in    rental.     Out    of 
54:8,315  inhabited  houses  in  Loudon  no 
fewer  than  192,049  were  let  off  20  to  30 
per  cent,  by  the  compounding  system.  In 
Bethnal  Green,   out  of    16,000   houses 
there  were  13,850  where  the  rates  were 
compounded     for,     and     the    landlords 
received  an  abatement  of  25  per  cent.  ; 
that   in    Poplar,    out    of    7,500,   6,509 
received  an  abatement  of  15  per  cent. ; 
and   that  in  Bow,  out  of  5,600  houses, 
3,750  were  compounded,  the  allowance  to 
the  landlords  being  30  per  cent.     That 
was  the  great  cause  of  leakage  in  the 
rates  of  London,  and  the  system,  in  his 
opinion,  had  .been  greatly  abused. 

The  chairman  said,  that  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  compounding  system  on 
this  Amendment  was  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN,  on  the  point  of 
Order,  submitted  that  the  equalisation  of 
rates  never  could  be  carried  out  equitably 
under  the  system  of  allowances  for  com- 
pounding, the  rates  of  allowance  render- 
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iog  it  impo68ibie  to  carrj  out  an  equal 
rate  in  the  £1.  It  would  be  difficult  to 
discuss  the  question  unless  they  were 
clear  upon  the  point  how  far  equalisation 
was  affected  by  compounding. 

*The  chairman  said,  he  did  not 
mean  to  suggest  that  a  discussion  on  com- 
pounding would  not  be  in  Order  on  an 
Amendment  properly  raising  the  ques- 
tion, but  it  was  not  in  Order  on  the 
present  Amendment. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  said,  he  would 
confine  his  remarks  to  the  question  of  a 
uniform  system  of  expenditure,  and  con- 
tended that  it  would  be  a  simple  matter 
to  carry  out  such  a  system.  It  would 
be  very  simple  to  take  the  superficial  area 
of  the  roads  in  London  and  to  take  into 
consideration  the  proper  expenditure  for 
keeping  the  roads  in  order.  If  there  were 
some  authority  to  receive  the  funds  for 
certain  purposes,  that  authority  to  pay 
out  of  the  common  fund  for  road-making, 
lighting,  paving,  draining,  and  all  sani- 
tary work,  and  a  proper  sum  allowed, 
such  a  system  would  work  well  and 
equitably.  The  present  Bill  was  without 
logic  and  was  inequitable  in  its  incidence, 
but  the  Bill  might  be  so  drafted  as  really 
to  carry  out  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  fairly  equalise  rates  all  over 
London.  But  that  could  not  be  done 
merely  by  counting  heads  or  by  saying 
that  because  the  County  Council  bad 
built  a  lot  of  doss-houses  in  a  certain 
district  that  district  should  receive  a  large 
proportion  of  the  rates.  Another  great 
evil  which  would  be  caused  by  taking 
population  as  a  basis  was  to  give  a  pre- 
mium to  overcrowding.  That  would  be 
very  greatly  against  sanitary  reform. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
hon.  Member,  in  a  somewhat  discursive 
speech,  had  touched  a  great  number  of 
topics  which  seemed  altogether  beyond 
the  scope  of  discussion.  He  went  into 
the  question  of  valuation  and  com- 
pounding. A  great  deal  might  be  said 
at  the  proper  time  upon  both  subjects, 
but  he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  enter 
into  them  for  the  purposes  of  this  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  said  the  Bill 
did  not  carry  out  the  principle  of  equali- 
sation, and  he  proposed  to  remedy  that 
by  striking  out  the  word  *'  equalisation  ** 
and  inserting  other  words  which  would 
entirely  alter  the  object  and  principle  of 
the  Bill.  The  object  was  not  to  carry 
out     a    uniform     system     of    sanitary 

Mr,  Goschen 


administration ;  its  object  was  to  afford 
relief  to  the  poorer  parishes  at  the 
expense  of  the  richer  ones,  and  the 
Government  hoped  that  in  the  main  it 
would  lead  towards  the  equalisation  of 
rates.  It  would  be  impossible  completely 
to  carry  out  equalisation  of  rates  unless 
by  a  scheme  setting  up  a  central  manage- 
ment for  London.  This  was  not  the  first 
time  in  its  history  that  an  attempt  had 
been  made  to  equalise  the  rates  of 
London.  It  was  done  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Goschen)  in 
1870,  but  his  scheme  left  great  anomalies 
behind,  although  he  did  not  complain  of 
that.  The  object  of  this  Bill,  as  he  said, 
was  to  give  relief  to  the  poorer  classes, 
and  the  Bill  would  effect  that  object  in  a 
great  number  of  cases.  With  regard  to 
the  rates  of  Islington,  although  the 
rates  in  other  parts  of  the  Metropolis 
during  the  current  year  had  averaged 
58.  5d.  in  the  £1,  the  rates  of  Islington 
had  been  6s.  8d.,  or  Sd.  above  the 
average.  No  parish  wouU  be  called 
upon  to  contribute  whose  rates  were  now 
below  the  average  in  the  possible  single 
exception  of  Islington.  The  Bill  would 
equalise  the  rating  at  least  to  the  same 
extent  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
(Mr.  Goschen's)  scheme  of  1870  ;  and  if 
there  were  anomalies  in  the  present  pro- 
posal, there  were  at  least  as  great 
anomalies  arising  from  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  for  the 
Amendment,  he  repeated  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  tend  towards  equali- 
sation, and  not  the  purpose  of  sanitary 
administration. 

Mr.  goschen  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  see  that  this  was  one 
of  the  most  important  of  the  whole  of  the 
Amendments.  He  objected  to  the  word 
'*  equalisation,**  because  bethought  it  did 
not  correctly  describe  the  Bill.  He 
wished  to  read  a  passage  in  the  Report 
of  the  Chairman  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment and  Taxation  Committee  of  the 
County  Council : — 

*'The  object  of  this  Bill  is  not  to  equalise 
existing  rates.** 

That  was  the  view  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  County  Council,  who  forced  this  Bill 
upon  the  Committee. 

'<  In  the  first  place,  no  rateable  value  of  the 
poorer  parishes  and  a  consequent  abnormal 
increase  in  the  rate  necessary  for  any  increase  of 
expenditure  may  have  the  effect  of  deterring 
parishes  from  the  efficient  performance  of 
sanitation.** 
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Th«  ftrgnment  ol  the  Countj  Council 
WM  that  it  was  not  mo  much  in  order  to 
equalise  rates  as  to  improve  sanitation. 
He  thought  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
omission  of  these  words  was  perfectlj 
logical,  and  was  consistent  in  the  views 
of  those  who  reallj  originated  the  Bill 
and  recommended  it  to  the  Government. 
Mr,  KIMBER  asked  whether,  by  the 
use  of  the  words  '*  equalisation  of  rates/' 
it  was  intended  that  where  one  parish 
was  rated  at  5s.  and  another  at  7s.  thej 
were  to  be  made  wider  apart  or  nearer 
together  ?  The  effect  of  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  would  in  manj  cases  be  to  make 
the  7s.  rate  higher  and  the  6s.  rate  a 
great  deal  lower.  How  could  the  Bill  be 
mn  equalising  Bill  if  the  equalisation 
fond  was  contributed  to  by  those  who 
paid  the  highest  rates  in  the  Metropolis  ? 
There  would  never  be  any.  perfect  system 
of  equalisation.  What  they  might  attain 
to  was  some  system  of  equitable  approxi- 
mation, but  this  Bill  would  not  accom- 
plish that.  In  the  case  of  Islin^rton, 
where  in  1892  the  rate  was  5s.  2^., 
that  was  to  be  put  down  2d.  But'  St. 
01ave*s,  Southwark,  in  a  rate  of  5s.  lOd., 
was  to  be  put  up  5d.  Therefore,  instead 
of  an  approximation  there  was  a  still 
farther  divergence  of  8d.  in  the  £1  be- 
tween these  two.  In  Wandsworth  in 
1892  the  rate  was  5s.  lOd.  Wandsworth 
was  to  have  relief  to  the  extent  of  2d. 
Islington,  already  lower  than  Wands- 
worth, was  to  have  relief  to  the  extent 
of  3d.  There  were  15  parishes  where 
the  rates  in  1892  were  either  less 
or  not  higher  than  those  of  St. 
Olave's,  and  received  grants,  while 
St.  Olave^s  itself  would  pay  5^. 
He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Webster)  had  done  great  service  to  the 
€Sovemmentin  moving  to  strike  out  of  the 
Bill  words  which  were  false  in  fact  when 
compared  with  the  operative  parts  of  the 
measure.  The  operative  part  of  the  Bill 
did  not  equalise,  but  diverged  the  rates 
of  London.  It  might  be  said  that  the 
instance  he  had  given  was  exceptional. 
Was  it  possible,  however,  that  the 
principle  of  distribution  according  to 
population  or  any  other  principle  of 
distribution  which  had  the  effect  of 
diverting  the  rates  instead  of  approxi- 
mating them  could  be  said  to  be  in  any 
sense  whi^tever  a  principle  of  cqualisa- 
tioii  ?  It  was  preposterous  and  absurd 
to  suppose  so.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man had  said  that  the  effect  of  the 
distribution  by  population  was  that  no 
parish  which  was  rated  more  highly  than 
the  average  would  be  levied  upon  for  the 
proposed  contribution.  He  (Mr.  Kimber) 
pinned  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  that 
declaration,  and  he  should  by-and-bye  ask 
him  to  insert  in  the  Bill  words  to  that 
effect.  He  knew,  however,  that  it  would 
clash  very  seriously  with  t^e  principle  of 
distribution  by  population,  inasmuch  as 
mikuy  parishes  already  above  the  average 
would  either  contribute,  as  in  the  case  of 
St.  Olave^s,  or  would  receive  less,  as  in 
the  case  of  Wandsworth,  than  parishes 
which  were  below  the  average.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  said  that 
no  parish  which  was  below  the  average 
would,  by  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
receive  relief,  and  thereby  have  its  rates 
brought  down  lower. .  He  (Mr.  Kimber) 
thought  that  there  were  cases  of  parishes 
below  the  average  which  would  actually 
receive  relief  and  thereby  have  their  rates 
brought  down.  He  should,  therefore,  later 
on  ask  for  the  insertion  of  an  Amendment 
almost  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  words  on  tbat  point.  He  thought 
that  the  words  ''  for  aiding  the  equalisa- 
tion of  the  rates  **  ought  to  be  omitted, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  it  was 
necessary  to  insert  the  words  which  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Webster)  proposed  to 
substitute  for  them. 

•SiB  J.GOLDSMID  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
said,  he  understood  the  real  object 
of  the  Bill  to  be  to  equalise  the  sanitary 
rates.  Sub-section  4  of  the  first  clause 
provided  that  amount  of  the  poor  rate 
was  to  be  apportioned  amongst  the 
sanitary  districts — that  was  to  say, 
for  sanitary  purposes.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  was  not  fair,  by 
putting  the  words  ''for  aiding  the 
equalisation  of  the  rates  **  in  the  forefront 
of  the  Bill,  to  make  it  appear  that  the 
measure  would  effect  a  general  equalisa- 
tion of  the  rates.  If  any  words  were  to 
be  substituted  for  these  words  they  ought 
to  be  ''  for  aiding  the  equalisation  of  the 
sanitary  rate."  These  words  would  give 
a  fair  explanation  of  the  object  of  the 
Bill.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  it 
was  not  necessary  to  put  anything  in  the 
place  of  the  words  proposed  to  be  omitted. 
It  would  be  simpler  to  leave  the  case 
without  any  such  words,  because  the 
enacting  part  of  the  clause  was  that  the 
Loudon   County  Council  should  form  a 
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certain  fund  wbicli  was  to  be  raised  in  a 
certain  way.  He  should  prefer  to  have 
the  words  omitted  without  having  any 
words  substituted  for  them,  but  he  should 
have  no  objection  to  the  insertion  of 
words  '^  for  the  purposes  specified  in  this 
Act."  As  far  as  he  could  see,  the  words 
now  in  the  clause  would  mislead  a  very 
large  number  of  people.  He  had  heard 
some  very  strong  expressions  used  by  his 
constituents  with  reference  to  what  the 
clause  really  did  and  what  it  did  not  -do, 
and  he  certainly  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  strike  out  an  expression  which 
was  obviously  misleading. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  the  words  proposed  to  be 
omitted  were  absolutely  misleading.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  said  the  object  of  the  measure  was 
not  to  equalise  the  rates,  but  to  make  the 
richer  parishes  in  London  contribute 
towards  the  rates  of  the  poorer  parishes. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  What  I 
said  was  that  the  object  was  not  to  effect 
complete  equalisation. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  gaid,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  distinctly  stated  that  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  oblige  rich 
parishes  in  Loudon  to  contribute  towards 
the  rates  of  the  poorer  parishes.  He 
(Mr.  Whitmcre)  was  not  prepared  to  dis- 
pute the  wisdom  of  that  policy,  but  he 
contended  that  it  was  a  distinctly  dif- 
ferent policy  from  that  of  equalising  the 
rates.  He  thought  it  would  be  better, 
with  the  object  of  preventing  hopes  being 
raised  that  would  not  be  realised,  to  omit 
the  words  '^  for  aiding  the  equalisation  of 
the  rates  ''  without  putting  anything  in 
their  place. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  rising  to  Order,  asked 
whether  the  Amendment  would  be  put  in 
such  a  way  as  to  exclude  an  Amendment 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  (Mr.  Alban  Gibbs),  to  insert 
the  word  "  sanitary  "  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  must  put  the 
Amendment  according  to  the  Rule.  I 
must  put  the  Amendment  to  leave  out 
the  words  '*  for  aiding  the  equalisation  of 
the  rates,"  and  the  Question  will  be  that 
those  words  stand  part  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  If  this  Amendment 
were  withdrawn,  it  would  be  possible  to 
Insert  the  words  "  sanitarv  "  ? 

The  chairman  :  Certainly. 

Sir  J.  Co!dsmU 


•Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich) 
said,  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  state- 
ment in  the  first  clause  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  equalise  the  rates  of 
London  was  a  little  too  wide.  It  would 
not  be  right  to  equalise  the  rates  of 
London  if  it  could  be  done.  There  were 
many  parishes  which  had  during  many 
years  paid  off  a  vast  number  of  loans,  and 
had  thereby  put  themselves  in  a  better 
position  than  newer  parishes  who  still 
bad  all  their  paving  and  sewering  to  do. 
If  the  rates  were  equalised,  those  parishes 
which  had  paid  up  the  loans  incurred  for 
sewering  and  paving  would  have  to  pay 
over  again  for  doing  similar  work  for 
other  parishes.  The  reason  why  the 
rates  of  Islington  were  so  low  was 
that  the  people  of  Islington  bad 
paid  ofi*  nearly  all  their  loans.  At  the 
present  moment  the  Islington  rate  for 
loans  was  just  above  2d.  in  the 
£1,  whilst  in  St.  Luke^s  the  rate 
amounted  to  Is.  4d.  He  thought  it 
would  make  everything  a  great  deal 
clearer  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  would  make  the 
words  read  ^'  for  aiding  the  equalisation 
of  rates  in  London  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses.** It  would  not  do  to  use  the 
words  "sanitary  rate,"  for  there  was 
no  rate  in  London  that  was  so  named. 
If  the  words  "  for  sanitary  purposes " 
were  inserted,  it  would  narrow  the  dis- 
cussion and  prevent  a  repetition  of 
that  misunderstanding  which  had  been 
occasioned  by  the  supposition  that  the 
Bill  would  equalise  all  the  rates  of  Lou- 
don. He  himself,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
most  Metropolitan  Members,  especially 
those  who  represented  poor  districts, 
sincerely  desired  that  some  Bill  for 
equalising  sanitary  expenditure  should 
be  passed,  because  the  health  of  London 
was  a  matter  in  which  everylxxly  in 
London,  whether  he  was  rich  or  |)oor, 
was  interested.  There  must  be  some 
controlling  authority  to  see  that  the 
money  received  was  carefully  and 
judiciously  expended.  A  largely  in- 
creased expenditure  for  sanitary  purposes 
had  been  caused  by  the  Public  Health 
(London)  Act,  1891.  A  vast  number  of 
Sanitary  Inspectors  and  Medical  Officers 
had  been  appointed  under  that  Act,  and 
this  had  been  the  chief  cause  of  the  in- 
creased expenditure  for  saiytary  pur- 
poses. Under  that  Act  the  London 
County    Council     was    the    controlling  . 
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anthoritj.  The  Connty  Council  had 
made  bje-laws,  and  had  the  right  of 
interfering  where  any  negligence  on  the 
I»rt  of  the  Local  Authority  was  made 
clear  to  them,  whilst  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  the  right  to  hold  in- 
qairies  into  the  conduct  of  the  Local 
Authorities.  That  being  so,  London 
already  possessed  an  efficient  controlling 
authority,  and  all  that  was  needed  now 
waa  money  to  make  the  sanitary  work 
satisfactory.  The  objection  to  ^having 
a  common  fund  from  which  everyone 
could  draw  was  that  it  might  result  in 
greater  expenditure  beyond  necessary 
requirements. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
That  question  does  not  arise  now. 

Colonel  HUGHES  went  on  to  say 
that  he  did  not 'think  the  sanitary  ex- 
penditure in  any  parish  had  over  been 
IcBS  than  6d.  in  the  £1,  so  that  the  new 
rate  would,  after  all,  be  a  contribution 
of  less  than  the  minimum  expenditure  in 
every  parish  in  London.  He  could  well 
understand  that  the  method  of  distribu- 
tion by  population  was  a  bone  of  con- 
tention. It  had  l)een  described  as  a 
rough-and-ready  system.  No  doubt  it 
was  very  rough,  and  at  the  same  time  it 
was  very  ready,  because  it  would  be 
necessary  to  refer  to  the  last  Census  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  proportion  which 
each  parish  must  receive  of  the  fund. 
There  was  one  point  as  to  distribution 
by  population  which  he  did  not  think 
had  been  sufficiently  looked  at. 

The  chairman  :  That  question 
does  not  arise  on  this  AmendmcDt. 

Colonel  HUGHES  said,  that  a 
system  of  expenditure,  though  called 
aniform,  would  probably  be  anything 
but  uniform  when  every  parish  had  the 
right  to  go  to  the  common  fund.  He 
saw  that  on  this  particular  Amendment 
he  was  not  able  to  say  all  he  could  have 
wished  to  say. 

*SiR  A.  ROLLIT  said,  that  some  of  the 
misapprehension  existed  as  to  the  scope 
and  object  of  the  Bill  it  was  probably 
due  to  the  short  title  of  the  measure.  A 
more  correct  description  of  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  found  in  the  long  title,  which 
ran — "  A  Bill  to  make  better  provision 
for  the  equalisation  of  rates  as  be- 
tween the  different  parts  of  London.*' 
That,  he  thought,  was  accurately  de- 
seriptiye  of  the  object  of  the  Bill. 
There  might  be  differences  of  opinion 


as  to  whether  that  object  was  effected  or 
not,  but  at  any  rate  that  description  was 
better  than  the  other.  There  was  an 
important  word  in  the  first  sub-section 
which  had  been  overlooked — namely,  the 
word  "aiding."  The  Bill  did  not  say 
that  the  rates  would  be  equalised,  but  the 
measure,  to  quote  the  words  in  the  first 
clause,  was  one  "  for  aiding  the  equalisa- 
tion of  the  rates  in  London.**  All  that 
either  the  Bill  or  the  Amendment  seeme^l 
to  him  to  contemplate  was  a  tendency  in 
the  direction  of  greater  equalisation. 
He  would  not  discuss  whether  that  object 
was  effected  or  not,  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  long  title  correctly  described  the 
Bill.  The  criticism  offered  upon  the  first 
words  of  the  Bill  was  well  founded.  It 
was  not  a  Bill  for  the  equalising  of  rates, 
but  a  Bill  for  the  greater  equalisation  of 
the  incidence  of  the  sanitary  rate.  He 
was  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  the  parish 
he  represented  had  petitioned  in  favour 
of  it,  but  he  thought  it  would  be  right 
to  make  the  short  title  of  the  Bill  accord 
more  closely  with  its  object.  As  Isling- 
ton had  been  referred  to,  he  would  give 
some  authoritative  figures  as  to  the  rates 
in  that  parish.  He  did  not  wish  to 
put  it  forward  as  a  case  he  was 
advocating,  but  it  bad  been  made 
a  typical  ground  of  argument ;  therefore, 
it  was  desirable  that  the  figures  as  they 
existed  should  be  accurately  and  autho- 
ritatively put  before  the  Committee.  He 
had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  the  average  rate  in 
Londou,  so  far  as  it  could  be  ascer- 
tained, with  some  difficulty,  was  5s.  od. 
The  average  rate  in  Islington  for  the 
past  three  years  was  5s.  4^d.,  which  was 
a  close  approximation  to  the  average 
rate  of  London,  but  the  rate  was  now 
5s.  8^d.,  the  increase  beiug  due  to 
justifiable  and  even  meritorious  causes, 
Islington  having  been  one  of  the 
first  parishes  to  effectually  discharge  the 
duties  imposed  by  the  Act  of  1891.  No 
parish  had  done  that  work  more  efficiently 
and  thoroughly.  The  hon.  Member  ior 
Woolwich  had  said  very  properly  that  it 
would  be  inequitable  to  absolutely  equalise 
the  rates,  and  he  had  given  Islington  aB 
an  illustration.  He  (Sir  A.  Rollit)  would 
like  to  put  before  the  Committee  an 
illustration  of  how  inequitable  it  would 
be.  The  figures  of  the  loans  in  connec- 
tion with  local  purposes  were  these. 
The  percentage  of  loans  to  rateable  value 
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throughout  London  was  £16*579  ^ut  in 
consequence  of  the  good  administration 
and  eoonomj  of  Islington  the  percentage 
there  was  only  £1 1*42.  To  equalise  the 
rates  rigidlj  would  be  unjust  to  parishes 
that  were  exceptionally  well  administered ; 
therefore,  all  they  could  ask  for  or  hope 
for  was  that  which  was  contemplated  by 
the  Bill — namely,  a  distinct  tendency  in 
the  direction  of  equality.  Islington  had 
been  well  administered,  and  desired  to 
carry  out  the  London  Health  Act  to  the 
full.  The  petition  of  the  Vestry  stated 
that  the  help  and  encouragement  of 
Parliament  to  this  Act  would  be  materially 
advantageous,  not  only  to  the  district  he 
represented — which  in  many  parts  was  a 
poor  district — but  also  to  contiguous 
.portions  of  London  which  could  not 
fail  to  be  benefited  by  just  action  in 
matters  of  common  concern. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  naturally 
spoke  favourably  of  Islington.  No 
doubt  if  the  present  rates  in  Islington 
were  compared  with  those  of  years  ago,  it 
would  be  found  that  they  had  risen,  but  the 
same  thing  might  be  said  of  every  parish 
of  the  Metropolis.  The  hon.  Member 
had  admitted  that  the  title  of  the  Bill 
was  misleading.  He  (Sir  J.  Lubbock) 
believed  that  a  great  deal  of  the  popu- 
larity of  the  Bill  was,  uo  doubt,  owing 
to  the  misleading  character  of  its  title. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them 
on  the  Second  Reading  that  under  the 
Bill  no  lightly-rated  parish  would  have 
to  receive  and  no  heavily-rated  parish 
would  have  to  pay.  But  neither  to-night 
nor  on  the  Second  Reading  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attempted  to  deal  with 
the  case  of  the  compound  householder. 
He  would  not  weary  the  Committee  by 
going  again  over  the  figures  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  St.  Pancras,  but 
let  him  take  the  case  of  Bethnal  Green. 
There  were  there  13,800  compounders 
out  of  16,800  householders.  The  rates 
there  were  6s.  lOd.,  and  it  was  a  farce  to 
say  that  that  amount  was  like  similar 
rates  in  other  districts  where  there 
were  no  compounders  at  all.  If  allow- 
ance were  made  for  compounding,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  rates  in  Bethnal 
Green  would  not  be  more  than  5s.  7d., 
or  only  2d.  more  than  the  average. 
He  did  not  say  there  was  no  answer  to 
the  argument  that  had  been  brought  for- 
ward, but  he  said  they  had  not  received 
Sir  A.  Rollit 


an  answer  from  the  Government  as  to 
their  intentions,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  was  practically  unanswerable. 
Let  them  take  two  districts,  one  in  which 
there  was  no  compounding  and  the  other 
in  which  the  great  majority  of  the  houses 
were  compound  houses  with  an  allowance 
of  25  per  cent.,  and  contrast  them  with 
the  real  rates  paid.  They  were  told  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  Government  in  this 
Bill  to  relieve  poor  districts,  but  what 
did  they  mean  by  a  poor  district  ?  Of 
course  they  must  mean  to  relieve  the 
poor  parishes,  but  the  real  people  who 
would  gain  under  this  Bill  would  not  be 
the  tenants  but  the  landlords,  and  he 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  chfirge 
of  the  Bill  would  not  dispute  that,  be- 
cause not  so  long  ago  in  this  House  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  established 
the  fact  that  the  rates  were  ultimately 
paid  by  the  occupier  of  the  land.  In 
these  cases  of  leasehold  tenancies,  and 
more  especially  in  the  case  of  compound 
householders  it  was  the  landlords  and  not 
the  tenants  who  would  gain,  and  that 
fact  was  proved  before  the  Committee 
who  inquired  into  the  question  last  year. 
The  landlords  in  what  were  called  the 
rich  districts  were  no  more  rich  than  the 
landlords  in  the  poor  districts.  They 
knew  that  in  many  of  the  poor  districts 
there  were  large  blocks  of  land  held  by 
one  single  owner,  and  they  were  no 
poorer  than  the  owners  in  what  were 
called  the  richer  parts  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  he  believed  that  in  the  City  of  Lon- 
don probably  the  property  was  more 
divided  than  in  any  other  district,  because 
a  large  amount  of  the  property  was  held 
by  Insurance  Offices  and  by  Land  Com- 
panies consisting  of  small  owners,  many 
of  them  women  and  trustees  for  children, 
who  had  put  theur  money  into  them  be- 
cause they  were  considered  to  be  safe  and 
sound  investments.  His  right  hon. 
Friend,  therefore,  would  see  that  he  had 
not  yet  dealt  with  the  argument  that  by 
this  Bill  they  would  to  a  great  extent 
not  give  a  boon  to  the  tenant  but  to  the 
landlord,  and  not  to  the  small  landlord, 
but  in  a  great  number  of  caties  would  give 
an  enormous  advantage  to  the  wealthy 
landlord. 

Mb.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London)  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to 
omit  these  words  that  were  under  dis- 
cussion, but  if  the  Amendment  of  his 
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hoD.  Friend  to  insert  the  word  **  sanitary  " 
were  accepted  he  should  be  glad  to  leave 
the  words  in,  as  they  would  then  have 
some  meaning.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  equalisation  of  rates  would  be  aided 
very  little,  and  in  many  oases  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Bill  would  make  it  more  un- 
equal than  before.  He  alluded  to  the 
case  of  the  City,  which  was  always 
assumed  as  being  a  place  that  was  ex- 
tremely low  rated.  Yesterday  he  asked 
a  question  with  regard  to  St.  Martin 
Ontwich  in  which  he  stated  that  the 
rates  were  now  Gs.  9d.  He  was  sorry 
that  he  was  betrayed  into  a  slight  error, 
as  .he  included  a  rate  of  2d.  which  he 
ought  not  to  have  included.  The  rates 
were  made  up  partly  of  a  poor  rate  of 
2s.  8d.,  the  Police,  Consolidated,  School 
Board  and  other  rates,  28.  9d.,  making 
SSb  6d.,  and  in  addition  to  that  there  was 
a  rate  which  was  levied  in  lieu  of  tithes, 
which  was  Is.  2d.,  bringing  the  rates  up 
to  6s.  7d.  His  right  hon.  Friend  who 
brought  in  this  Bill  objected  to  his  bring- 
ing this  tithe  rate  at  all ;  but  he  could  not 
understand  why  he  objected,  as  it  was  a 
rate  that  was  collected  by  the  Local 
Authorities,  and  fell  very  heavily  upon 
those  who  had  to  pay  it.  If  it  was  re- 
quisite to  show  that  any  parish  paid  more 
Uian  another  they  could  neglect  to  take 
into  the  account  any  additional  rate  that 
was  paid,  and  in  that  way  they  could 
easily  get  the  payments  of  a  particular 
parish  down,  but  he  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  say  the  rates  were  6s.  7d.  But 
even  if  they  excluded  the  tithe  rate  the 
other  rates  came  to  5s.  5d.,  or  within  a 
fraction  of  that  sum — it  might  be  just  a 
little  less — and  that,  according  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  own  showing,  was 
the  average  rate  of  Metropolitan  parishes. 
The  figures  he  had  before  him  put  the 
average  at  5s.  3d.,  but  what  he  had  to 
pay  rates  for  was  the  parish  of  St. 
Martin  Outwich,  and  he  had  taken  that 
parish  because  it  happened  to  be  the 
parish  in  which  he  himself  had 
spent  the  best  part  of  the  last  25  years 
of  his  life. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Does  he 
include  tbe  tithe  rate  in  the  5s.  5d.  ? 

Mb.  ALBAN  GIBBS  said,  he  had 
explained  that  he  did  not,  and  if  they 
included  the  tithe  rate  the  rates  were 
Gs.  7d«  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  ithis  parish  in  rather  a  sneering  way 
in  answering  the  question  yesterday,  and 


said  it  contained  25  houses  and  had 
a  population  of  102,  but  he  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  valua- 
tion was  considerably  above  the  average 
valuation  of  city  parishes.  Though,  as 
he  had  said,  he  had  spent  the  best  part 
of  his  life  for  the  last  25  years  in  this 
parish,  by  this  Bill  he  was  not  allowed 
to  be  considered  as  one  of  the  population. 
If  he  went  into  other  city  parishes  he 
should  find  they  had  similarly  high 
returns  ;  in  fact,  since  he  came  to  the 
House  to-day,  a  paper  had  been  put  into 
his  hands  giving  the  rates  for  St.  Mary 
Woolmer,  LomWd  Street,  and  this  paper 
put  the  rates  at  5s.  4d.,  without  counting 
the  rate  in  lieu  of  tithe.  He  thought  it 
was  hard  upon  them  to  increase  their 
rates,  which  were  already  up  to  the 
average,  by  5^.,  and  then  tell  them  it 
was  done  in  tbe  name  of  equalisation. 
There  were  certain  things  in  this  Bill 
which  commended  themselves  to  every- 
body, and  one  of  them  was  the  attempt 
to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the  expendi- 
ture for  sanitary  purposes.  He  freely 
admitted  that  was  a  thing  they  ought 
all  to  desire,  and  would  not  object  to 
pay  for  if  it  could  be  shown  the  iDcidence 
of  the  payment  was  fair,  and  he  could 
not,  therefore,  see  why  the  Government 
bad  not  at  once  accepted  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  trusted  they 
would  accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  to  add,  after  "  rates,"  the  words 
"  for  sanitary  purposes,"  and,  if  so,  he 
woald  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  said,  this  was  ob- 
viously an  unjust  and  misleading  Bill, 
the  title  of  it  being  absolutely  mislead- 
ing. The  Bill  sought  to  impose  addi- 
tional taxation  of  £31,258,  divided  be- 
tween the  parishes  of  Islington,  which 
did  not  want  it,  and  which  was  to  have 
£21,320,  and  Shoreditch,  which  was 
represented  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
hind the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  which  was  to  have  the 
balance.  He  did  not  wonder  the  hon. 
Member  for  Islington  was  iu  favour  of 
the  Bill,  because  it  proposed  to  impose 
an  extra  tax  of  nearly  4d.  in  the  £1  upon 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  and  give 
it  to  Islington  and  Shoreditch.  He 
trusted  it  would  be  made  clear  that  the 
Bill  was  not  a  Bill  for  the  equalisation 
of  rates,  and  that  the  title  was  most  mis* 
leading  and  unfair. 
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MR.PICKERS6ILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  thought  the  right  hoD.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  London  University 
(Sir  J.  Lubbock)  had  very  little  ex- 
perience or  knowledge  of  local  adminis- 
tration in  the  East  End  of  London,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  certainly 
shown  a  complete  ignorance  of  the 
practice  of  compounding  ;  the  commis- 
sion paid  to  the  owner  was  a  charge  for 
collection  ;  it  was  a  payment  for  services 
rendered  in  a  poorer  district. 

Sir  J.  GOLDSMID:  Twenty-five 
per  cent. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet,  Member  for  one  of  the  Divisions 
of  St.  Paucras,  said  it  was  25  per  cent. 
Yes,  but  when  they  spoke  of  that,  they 
must  remember  that  it  was  a  guarantee 
to  the  Local  Authority  against  empties. 
Those  owners  who  got  an  allowance  of 
25  per  cent,  agreed  with  the  Local 
Authority  to  pay  the  rate  upon  the 
houses,  whether  empty  or  not. 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  might 
perhaps  be  permitted  to  explain  that 
some  authorities  might  allow  25  per 
cent.,  whereas  in  many  others  only  10 
or  15  per  cent,  was  allowed,  so  that  there 
was  a  difference  in  the  system  of  allow- 
ances for  compounding. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  the 
parish  that  he  represented  gave  15  per 
cent,  for  compounding,  with  an  additional 
10  per  cent,  where  the  guarantee  was 
given,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  was  ox;cessive.  The  point  he  rose 
to  emphasise  was  this  :  that  in  a  poor 
district  the  difficulty  of  collection  was 
one  of  the  disadvantages  as  compared 
with  rich  districts,  just  as  its  pauperism 
was  one  of  its  disadvantages,  and,  like 
the  burden  of  pauperism,  it  hail  to  be 
paid  for.  He  would  like  to  say  a  word 
upon  the  Amendment  they  were  discuss- 
ing. It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
words  ^^for  sanitary  purposes  *'  should  be 
added  after  the  word  '^  rates,**  and  it  was 
regarded  as  if  that  would  not  make  any 
substantial  alteration  in  the  Bill,  but 
only  make  it  clear. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  has  not 
yet  been  done.  The  Amendment  before 
the  Committee  is  to  leave  out  the  words 
*'for  aiding  the  equalisation  of  the 
rates." 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  In  that  easel 
will  reserve  what  I  have  to  say. 


Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  objection  to 
the  whole  sub-section  lay  in  the  words 
"  equalisation  of  the  rates."  A  reference 
had  been  made  concerning  Islington,  and 
he  agreed  that  one  of  the  great  objections 
to  what  was  called  equalisation  of  the 
rates  was  due  to  the  fact  that  Islington 
had  been  so  well  managed  for  so  many 
years.  He  thought  it  was  obviously 
unfair  that  because  the  rates  were  low  in 
consequence  of  good  administration,  a 
penalty  should  attach  to  that  parish 
because  it  managed  its  affairs  well. 
What  went  against  the  idea  of  an  equal- 
isation of  rates  Bill  was  efficiency.  He 
would  press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  bear  in  mind  what  was  the  object  of 
the  whole  discussion  concerning  Isling- 
ton. There  had  been  a  sort  of  aim  ^ 
through  to  make  out  that  the  rafln 
of  Islington  were  higher  than  they 
really  were.  The  County  Council 
placed  them  at  5s.,  they  had  been  at 
5s.  2d.,  and  they  were  now  5s.  8d.,  and 
did  not  that  suggest  that  the  whole  ten- 
dency of  this  Bill  would  be  to  make 
those  parishes  were  the  rates  were  low 
spend  more  money  in  order  not  to 
come  within  the  taxing  powers  of  this 
Bill,  and  he  candidly  said  he  feared 
there  was  great  danger  in  that  ? 
The  fact  that  this  Bill  was 
called  an  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill 
might  tend  to  equalise  the  rates  by 
levelling  them  all  up,  to  the  detriment  of 
the  ratepayers.  Where  ^e  administra- 
tion of  parishes  was  good  and  the  ex- 
penditure low,  it  would  be  looked  upon 
as  a  crime.  Therefore,  they  were  doing 
one  of  the  worst  things  possible  ;  they 
were  inducing  a  tendency  that  would 
tend  to  increase  the  expenditure,  and 
making  that  increased  expenditure  a 
reason  for  getting  larger  grants.  This, 
to  his  mind,  was  a  serious  danger,  and  he 
thought  they  ought  to  put  in  some  such 
words  as  bad  been  suggested,  to  show 
this  money  was  to  be  used  not  only  for 
equalisation,  but  for  some  special  pur- 
pose like  sanitation.  Unless  they  did 
that  they  would  not  safeguard  the 
danger  that  was  looming  in  the  near  dis- 
tance ;  therefore,  he  strongly  supported 
the  idea,  and  wondered  the  Government 
bad  not  accepted  it.  He  thought  they 
should  put  in  some  words  to  show  this 
was  for  the  equalisation  of  sanitation, 
and  not  for  general  equalisation,  and' he 
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coDsidered  there  was  vetrj  great  force  in 
the  argument  that  they  shoald  equalise 
the  sanitation  rate ;  for  it  did  not  merely 
affect  the  local  it  j,  it  affected  the  pro« 
property  and  health  of  the  whole  town. 
If  an  epidemic  hroke  out  in  one  district 
eyerj  other  district  was  affected  bj  it, 
and  therefore  it  was  fair  and  proper 
that  no  parish,  however  poor,  should  be 
allowed  to  escape  from  contributing  to 
the  sanitary  rate. 

*Mb.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said, 
that  as  Islington  had  been  so  much  re- 
ferred to  he  might  be  allowed  to  make  a 
few  remarks,  and  all  the  more  so  because 
he  could  assure  the  Committee  that  he 
had  not  the  least  intention  of  pleading 
the  cause  of  Islington,  which  had  been 
so  admirably  pleaded  by  his  two  hon. 
Friends  and  colleagues,  to  whose  re- 
marks he  could  add  nothing.  All  had 
admitted  that  Islington  was  a  parish  that 
had  nothing  to  apologise  for  either  as 
regarded  the  economy  or  the  efficiency 
of  its  management,  but  he  had  risen 
simply  to  ask  the  Government  if  they 
conld  see  their  way  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, either  that  which  had  been  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
kast  Paneras  (Mr.  Webster)  or  the 
modification  of  It  proposed  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  behind  him.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  had  explained  this  was  not  a  Bill  for 
the  equalisation  of  rates,  though  it  was  a 
Bill  tending  towards  it,  but  surely  it  was 
very  essential  to  consider  what  were  the 
purposes  towards  which  the  equalisation 
pointed,  and  to  which  the  rate  could 
be  properly  applied.  Although,  as  his 
hon*  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Islington  (Mr.  Bartley)  had  said  just 
now,  the  sanitary  expenditure  was  tbe 
one  item  of  local  administration  which  he 
approved  and  which  the  House  would  not 
desire  to  see  too  rigid  an  economy  in, 
still  he  believed  that  in  sanitation  a 
great  deal  of  economy  was  possible  with- 
out affecting  efficiency  and  a  great  deal 
of  extravagance  without  promoting  it. 
He  would  not  go  into  the  figures  at  any 
length  in  support  of  that  view,  but  he 
might  give  one  instance  from  his  own 
parish  of  Islington.  They  spent  in  1892-3 
in  Islington,  with  an  area  of  3,107  acres, 
the  sum  of  £6,313  on  sewage  works, 
whilst  in  St.  Paneras,  with  an  area  of 
only  2,670  acres,  they  spent  no  less  a 
sum  than  £14,330.     And  it  was  material 


at  this  point  to  add  that  the  population 
of  Islington  was  319,000,  representing 
a  density  of  102*65  to  the  acre,  whilst 
the  population  of  St.  Paneras  was 
234,000,  or  a  density  of  88*71  to  the 
acre.  He  mentioned  these  .figures,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  reflecting  upon  St. 
Paneras,  but  to  show  that  even  in  sanita- 
tion there  was  room  for  economy  and 
great  possibilities  for  extravagance.  But 
when  they  came  to  lighting  and  street 
expenditure,  and  this  was  germane  to  the 
Amendment,  the  question  was  quite  differ- 
ent. In  Islington — and  he  took  his  own 
constituency,  as  that  was  admitted 
to  be  a  model  constituency — ^he  found 
that  with  an  acreage  of  3,107, 
they  had  spent  £14,026  in  1891- 
92  in  lighting,  whilst  in  Shoreditch,  with 
only  643  acres — about  one-fifth  that  of 
Islington — they  spent  £5,713,  or  not  far 
short  of  half  the  expenditure oY  Islington. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  St. 
Paneras  (Sir  J.  Goldsmid)  pointed  out 
that  many  parishes  were  about  to  engage 
in  the  luxury  of  electric  lighting, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member^s  own  parish 
was  i^bout  to  do  so  ;  he  also  knew  from 
his  experience  on  the  London  County 
Council  that  many  parishes  were  about 
to  enjoy  this  luxury,  and  he  did  not  see 
why  they  should  not,  provided  they  paid 
for  it ;  but  what  possible  advantage 
could  it  be  to  Hammersmith  whether 
Bethnal  Green  was  lighted  with  the  elec- 
tric light  or  not,  and  they  would  probably 
never  learn  anything  about  it  until  their 
rates  reminded  them  of  it  ?  Surely  if 
there  was  any  one  particular  purpose  of 
expenditure  which  was  more  local  than 
another,  and  less  general,  which  had  n 
less  right  to  be  equalised,  it  was  that  of 
general  lighting  and  illuminating.  And 
the  same  considerations  applied  to  paving 
and  scavenging  improvements.  He 
found  again  that  in  IslingtoL  they  spent 
£54,681,  in  1891-2,  in  scavenging, 
whilst  St.  Paneras,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  234,000,  two  -  thirds  only 
of  the  population  of  Islington,  they 
spent,  £53,704,  or  98  per  cent,  of  the 
expenditure  of  Islington.  Camberwelf, 
with  a  larger  area,  4,450  acres,  and  a 
larger  population,  spent  £39,400,  or  only 
three-fifths.  He  had  ventured  to  put 
these  figures  before  the  Committee,  not, 
as  he  had  said,  to  reflect  upon  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  various  parishes  upon 
matters  within  then:  own  control,  but  for 
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the  purpose  of  impressing  upon  the  Com- 
mittee that  if  thej  were  going  to 
equalise  the  rates  of  London,  or  make 
a  oontribution  towards  them — and  he 
was  in  no  way  opposed  to  it — it  should 
be  in  respect  of  purposes  whicli  were 
general — which  the  whole  of  London  was 
interested  in,  and  in  regard  to  which 
economy  could  be  practised  and  extrava- 
gance forbidden.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
below  him  would  be  accepted.  In  con- 
clusion, he  wished  to  thank  the  House  for 
the  extreme  kindness  they  showed  to 
him  when,  on  the  Second  Reading,  he 
was  indisposed,  and  for  the  very 
sympathetic  inquiries  that  had  been  made 
regarding  his  health. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  not 
without  hope  the  Goyernment  would  see 
their  way  to  leave  these  words  in,  but  to 
accept  th^^mendment  which  he  under- 
stood would  be  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Woolwich  (Colonel  Hughes)  to 
insert  the  words  ^^  for  sanitary  purposes." 
He  was  sure  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
many  persons  in  the  House  if  they  could 
arrive  at  a  unanimous  conclusion  on  this 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  see  this  was  not  approached  with 
any  contentious  or  Party  spirit,  but  they 
were  really  anxious  to  give  this  Bill  the 
character  which  it  deserved,  and  which 
he  believed  to  a  great  extent  the  Govern- 
ment wished  it  to  have.  What  they  had 
to  be  clear  upon  was  this  :  Was  this  a 
Bill  simply  to  help  the  poorer  parishes, 
or  was  it  a  Bill  which  was  specially 
intended  to  assist  those  parishes  where 
the  expenditure  for  sanitary  purposes 
could  not  be  fairly  carried  out  because  of 
the  poverty  of  those  parishes  ?  He 
would  frankly  say  that  when  he  looked 
at  the  expenditure  for  sanitary  purposes 
he  found  the  differences  were  so  great, 
the  variety  of  burden  was  so  conspicuous, 
that,  representing  a  rich  parish,  as  be 
did,  it  would  be  perfectly  fair,  as  re- 
garde<l  those  sanitary  purposes,  that 
further  contribution  should  be  made. 
He  expressed  that  view  the  other  day  on 
the  Second  Reading,  and  the  whole  House 
was  unanimous  in  this  :  that  they  wished 
to  assess  the  poorer  parishes  with  the 
view  to  their  carrying  out  efficiently 
those  burdens  placed  upon  them 
by  the  Public  Health  Act  of  1891. 
If  it  were  the  fact  that  the  expenditure 
for  sanitary  purposes  was  not  to  be  higher 
Mr»  Cohen 


than  6d*  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
say  that  in  limiting  the  grant  to  sanita- 
tation  there  was  an  attempt  to  escape 
the  burden.  But  there  was  no  promise 
of  that  in  the  Bill.  What  was  done  in 
the  case  of  the  richer  might  be  extended 
to  the  poorer  parishes.  It  had  been 
pointed  out  that  the  whole  of  the  oon- 
tribution could  be  easily  spent  on  the 
purposes  of  the  Public  Health  Act  alone. 
Why  not,  therefore,  give  the  Bill  its 
proper  character,  and  state  on  the  fore- 
front of  the  measure  that  it  was  not 
merely  to  aid  rates,  but  to  assist  in  effi- 
cient sanitation  ?  The  House  ought  to 
take  care  to  avoid  the  possibility  of  the 
whole  sum  being  spent  in  reduction  of 
rates,  and  not  a  penny  on  better  sanita- 
tion. From  the  speech  of  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  alone  it 
was  clear  that  the  duties  under  the 
Public  Health  Act  were  not  equally  well 
carried  out  in  all  districts.  He  would 
not  detain  the  House  upon  the  subject 
of  equalisation  further  than  to  place  be- 
fore it  a  few  figures  in  a  different  direc- 
tion to  those  hitherto  dealt  with.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Woolwich  had  referred 
to  the  question  of  control  in  regard  to 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Health  Act  throughout  the  Metropolis. 
The  great  differences  in  this  respect  had 
been  overlooked  on  account  of  the 
poverty  of  certain  districts ;  but  if  more 
money  were  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
those  districts,  further  measures  should  be 
taken  to  remedy  the  inequalities.  Look- 
ing at  the  matter  only  from  the  point  of 
view  of  differences  of  value  and  the 
amount  received  by  various  parishes, 
there  was  no  tendency  at  all  to  equalisa- 
tion in  the  Bill.  Bethnal  Green  received 
8-46d.  and  Mile  End  Old  Town  7-62d. ; 
while  another  poor  district  like  Ber- 
mondsey  only  received  d*d8d.,  and 
Shoreditch  only  2'67d.  Was  there  any 
possible  justification  for  differences  of 
that  kind?  There  was  no  information 
to  show  that  there  was  the  slightest 
difference  in  the  poverty  of  these  par- 
ishes. Being  without  precise  statistics 
for  those  districts,  they  were,  of  course, 
in  the  dark,  and  really  they  had  very 
little  information  upon  the  details  of 
the  Bill.  What  they  had  certoinly 
showed  was  that  they  were  making 
very  little  progress  in  the  direction 
of  equalisation.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
proved   conclusively  that   that    was    a 
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mIsleadiDg  title ;  bat  it  would  be  satisfac- 
tory not  to  haye  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  the  words  '^  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses/' and  if  the  Government  would 
meet  that  suggestion  he  would  ask  his 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that  it 
was  generally  admitted  that  the  words 
''  for  aiding  the  equalisation  of  the  rates** 
should  remain  in.  They  adequately 
described  the  object  of  the  Bill,  and  with- 
out implying  that  equalisation  was  com- 
pleted by  it.  The  purpose,  according  to 
the.  Act  of  1870,  and  according  to  the 
title  of  this  Bill,  was  to  provide  for  equal 
distribution  of  the  charge  over  the  Metro- 
polis. It  was  very  uncertain  what  would 
be  meant  by  the  words  "for  sanitary 
purposes.**  The  question  was  whether 
expenditure  upon  streets  and  roads  should 
be  included.  He  was  informed  that  the 
average  expenditure  over  London  under 
the  Public  Health  Act  was  not  more  than 
3d.  in  the  £1  for  sanitary  purposes  ;  and 
therefore^  if  the  description  were  limited 
to  sanitary  purposes  only,  the  object  of 
the  Bill  would  be  to  a  great  extent 
.defeated.  He  thought  it  better  to  leave 
the  words  as  they  stood,  with  the  direction 
contained  in  the  sub-section,  which 
showed  that  in  the  application  of  this 
money  the  Local  Authorities  were  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Public  Health 
Act.  Therefore,  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  said,  that  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman*s  speech  showed 
that  the  money,  which  would  go  from  the 
richer  to  the  poorer  parishes,  was  not  to  be 
devoted  to  those  certain  definite  purposes 
to  which  everyone  thought  it  was  to  be 
devoted.  A  considerable  portion  of  money 
apparently  would  not  go  for  those  pur- 
poses. It  was  perfectly  clear  that  the 
Bill  was  providing  for  the  payment  of 
money  without  stipulating  what  the 
purposes  were  to  which  it  was  to  be 
applied. 

Mk.  B.  G.  WEBSTER  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  the  discussion 
having  brought  out  many  important  facts 
with  reference  to  the  rating  of  London. 

Captain  NAYLOR-LEYLAND 
(Colchester)  objected  to  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Amendment,  as  that  would  mean 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
would  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  and  their 
ineloaion     would     exclude    subsequent 


Amendments  of  his  own.  In  the  first 
place,  they  would  not  be  consistent  with 
various  other  Amendments,  and  in  the 
next,  he  could  not  see  his  way  to  allowing 
the  Bill  to  go  forth  under  false  pretences. 
If  they  were  allowed  to  stand,  subsequent 
parts  of  the  Bill  would  also  have  to  be 
adopted.  He  agreed,  of  course,  that  to 
equalise  every  rate  in  London  was  im- 
possible. Everybody  knew  that.  If 
certain  parts  of  London  were  to  be 
allowed  to  indulge  in  particular  ex- 
penditure, they  must  bear  that  ex- 
penditure themselves.  It  was  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  carry  out  a 
scheme  of  equalisation  of  rates,  so  far  as 
a  rate  common  to  the  whole  of  tho 
Metropolis  was  concerned,  until  a  Bill 
was  brought  in  dealing  with  the  question 
of  assessment  and  rateable  value.  They 
would  have  to  deal  with  the  rates  of  the 
London  County  Council  and  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board  and  the  Metropolitan  sani- 
tary rate.  He  had  been  spending  three 
or  four  days  with  a  draftsman,  for  the 
purpose  of  framing  Amendments  to  the 
Bill,  and  had  been  told  that  the  words 
*'  for  aiding  **  in  this  place  meant  nothing 
of  the  kind,  if  it  was  intended  to  facili- 
tate the  rating  of  London.  The  one 
thing  which  this  Bill  did  not  do  was  to 
equalise  the  Metropolitan  rates.  He  would 
not  go  into  the  merits  of  equalisation.  The 
House  knew  all  about  the  ^'  common  or 
garden**  arguments  on  that  question 
already.  If  it  was  open  to  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  to  oppose 
tho  Amendment  on  the  ground  of  the  merits 
of  the  Bill,  it  was  equally  open  to  him  to 
oppose  the  Bill  on  its  demerits.  Three  pre- 
vious efforts  had  been  made  to  deal  with 
the  question — first  in  1867,  again  in  1870, 
and  also  in  1888.  The  present  measure 
was  the  fourth  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  he  could  not  congratulate 
the  Government  on  their  scheme.  He 
thought  that  it  was  one  of  the  most 
ridiculous  attempts  which  had  been  made 
by  a  responsible  Government  to  deal  with 
an  important  question. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  in  reference  to 
his  hon.  Friend's  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment being  withdrawn,  that  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  words  '^  in  order  to  aid  in 
the  equalisation  of  rates  **  being  left  in. 
The  object  was  for  a  further  equalisation 
for  sanitary  purposes,  and  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  take  a  course 
which  would  practically  entail  a  Division. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Colonel  HUGHES  asked,  whether 
this  would  prevent  the  words  *'  for  sani- 
tary purposes  "  being  inserted  ? 

TheCHAIRMAN  ruled  that,  although 
by  implication  the  whole  of  the  hon. 
Member^s  Amendment  had  been  made,  it 
would  be  in  Order  for  an  hon.  Member  to 
move  the  insertion  of  the  words  '^for 
sanitary  purposes  "  after  "  London.^' 

Colonel  HUGHES  then  moved  an 
Amendment,  in  page  1,  line  6,  providing 
that 

''an  equalisation  fand  should  be  formed  for 
aiding  the  equalisation  of  the  rates  in  London 
for  sanitary  purposes." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
5,  after  the  word  "London,"  to  insert 
the  words  "for  sanitary  purposes." — 
(^Colonel  Hughes.) 

Question  put,  "^hat  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  66  ; 
Noes  135. — (Division  List,  No.  208.) 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  had  the 
following  Amendment  on  the  Paper  : — 

Page  1,  line  5,  leave  out  all  after  "London," 
to  end  of  line  15,  page  2,  and  insert — 

»  (1)  There  shall  be  a  fund  called  the  Metro- 
politan Common  Municipal  Fund,  raised  accord- 
ing to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  by  contribu- 
tions from  the  several  parishes  and  places  in 
the  Metropolis  (in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the 
Common  Municipal  Fund). 

(2)  There  shall  be  a  receiver  of  the  Common 
Municipal  Fund  (in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the 
Receiver),  who  shall  be  from  time  to  time 
appointed  by  and  shall  be  removable  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  shall  receive 
such  salary,  and  give  such  security  (if  any)  as 
the  Council  direct. 

(3)  The  Receiver  shall  open  an  account  with 
the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 
Bngland,  intituled  '  The  account  of  the  Receiver 
of  the  Metropolitan  Common  Municipal  Fund 
for  the  time  being.* 

(4)  The  Local  Government  Board  shall  from 
time  to  time  assess  on  the  several  parishes,  dis- 
tricts, and  places  in  the  Metropolis  the  amounts 
of  their  respective  contributions  to  the  Common 
Municipal  Fund  in  proportion  to  the  annual 
rateable  value  of  the  property  therein  com- 
prised to  be  determined  according  to  the  valua- 
tion lists,  or  where  there  are  none,  acconiing  to 
the  latest  ytooT  rate  for  the  time  being  for  the 
parish,  district,  or  place,  or  on  such  other  basis 
as  the  Local  Government  Board  from  time  to 
time  direct. 

(6)  The  Local  Government  Board  shall  from 
time  to  time  issue  to  the  Sanitary  Authority  of 
each  parish,  district,  or  place  a  precept  under 
the  Seal  of  the  Local  Government  Board  re* 


quiring  them  to  pay  the  amount  of  their  con- 
tribution therein  specified  in  the  manner  and 
within  the  time  therein  prescribed,  and  the 
Sanitary  Authority  shall  accordingly  raise  the 
amount  of  their  contribution  out  of  the  sewers 
and  general  rates  of  the  parish,  district,  or  place, 
and  shall  pay  the  same  into  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land to  the  credit  of  the  account  of  the 
Receiver ;  and  no  such  precept  shall  be  liable 
to  be  removed  into  any  court  of  law  by  eer- 
thrari  or  otherwise,  nor  shall  any  order  of  the 
Sanitary  Authority,  or  any  rate  made  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  be  liable  to  question  in  any 
such  Court  on  the  g^und  of  its  having  been 
made  wholly  or  partly  in  furtherance  of  any 
such  precept.  Provided  always  that  the 
Sanitary  Authority  shall  be  entitled  to  have 
credit  in  part  payment  of  their  contribution  for 
the  amount  which  may  be  repayable  to  them 
out  of  the  Common  Municipal  Fund,  under  the 
precept  of  the  Local  Government  Board  as  here- 
inafter mentioned,  in  respect  of  expenditure 
during  the  preceding  year. 

(6)  In  order  to  obtain  payment  of  the 
amount  of  the  contribution  to  the  Common 
Municipal  Fund,  payable  in  respect  of  any 
place  where  there  is  no  poor  rate,  the  Local 
Government  Board  shall  from  time  to  time 
issue  to  the  masters  of  the  bench,  treasurer, 
governors,  or  other  body  or  persons  having  the 
chief  control  or  authority  there,  a  precept  re- 
quiring them  or  him  to  pay  the  amount  <k  con- 
tribution therein  specified,  in  the  manner  and 
within  the  time  therein  prescribed,  and  they  or 
he  shall  pay  the  same  accordingly. 

(7)  In  every  such  place  the  masters  of  the  . 
bench,  treasurer,  governors,  or  other  body  or 
persons  may  levy  on  the  several  persons  occu- 
pying rateable  property  therein  the  amount  of 
contribution  so  paid  by  them  or  him  by  means 
of  rates  in  the  nature  of  a  sewers  and  a  general 
rate,  and  for  that  purpose  may  employ  and  re- 
munerate collectors  and  shall  have  the  like 
powers  as  are  for  the  time  being  vested  in  over- 
seers for  the  purposes  of  the  making,  assessing, 
levying,  and  collecting  of  poor  rate. 

(8)  If  any  contribution  to  the  Common  Mu- 
nicipal Fund  required  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  be  paid  by  any  Sanitary  Authority, 
masters  of  the  bench,  treasurer,  governors,  or 
other  body  or  persons  is  not  duly  paid,  the  re- 
ceiver shall,  in  addition  to  any  other  remedy 
which  any  person  has  for  the  time  being  against 
Sanitary  Authorities,  have  the  like  remedy  for 
recovery  from  them  or  him,  in  the  receiver's 
own  name,  of  the  contribution,  or  of  so  much 
thereof  as  is  not  paid,  as  Sanitary  Authorities 
have  for  the  time  oemg  for  recovery  from  over- 
seers of  contributions  of  parishes :  And  for 
that  purpose  the  precept  ot  the  Load  Govern- 
ment Board  requiring  the  contribution  shall  be 
conclusive  evidence  of  the  amount  thereof 
and  o^  the  liability  thereto  of  the  party  sued. 

(9)  After  each  yearly  audit  the  auditors 
shall,  within  such  time  and  in  such  manner  as 
the  Local  Government  Board  from  time  to 
time  direct,  certify  to  the  Council  the  amount 
actually  expended  by  each  parish,  district,  or 
place  in  respect  of  expenses  which  are  to  be 
repaid  out  of  the  Common  Municipal  Fund ; 
and  the  Council  shall,  by  precept  under  their 
seal,  direct  their  receiver  to  repay  out  of  that 
fond  to  the  Sanitary  Authority  of  the  parish, 
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distriot,  or  place  the  seveial  sums  so  expended, 
or  sach  part  or  parts  thereof  as  the  Council  shall 
think  proper,  and  the  amount  repaid  shall  be 
applied  by  the  Sanitary  Authority  in  aid  of  the 
funds  chargeable  with  the  expenses  in  respect 
of  which  such  repayment  shall  be  made. 

(10)  The  salaries  of  the  receiver  and  his 
aaustant^  and  all  expenses  incuiTcd  by  him  in 
the  execution  of  this  Act,  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  CoQunon  Municipal  Fund. 

ni)  The  account  of  the  receiver  at  the  Bank 
of  England  shall  be  drawn  on  in  such  manner 
and  according  to  such  regulations  as  the 
London  Ck>nnty  Council  from  time  to  time  by 
Older  direct." 

The  hon.  Member  said  that,  with  the  per- 
misaioQ  of  the  Chairman,  he  should  only 
at  {iresent  move  the  first  four  lines  of  the 
Amendmeot. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
bar  must  point  out  where  he  proposes  to 
insert  these  lines. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  :  I  propose  to 
leave  out  all  after  ^*  London  **  to  end  of 
line  16,  and  insert — 

(1)"  There  shall  be  a  fund  called  the  Metro- 
politan Common  Municipal  Fund,  raised  ac- 
cording to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  by  con- 
tributions from  the  several  parishes  and  places 
In  the  Metropolis  (in  this  Act  referreii  to  as  the 
Common  Municipal  Fund)." 

The  chairman  :  I  must  inform 
the  hon.  Member  of  an  objection  to  this 
Amendment  whicli  I  have  already  pointed 
out,  and  which  is  this  :  He  proposes  an 
Amendment  which  is,  in  effect,  to  nega- 
tive the  whole  clause.  Wherever  it  is 
proposed  to  do  that,  the  nile  is  for  an 
hon.  Member  to  vote  against  the  clause, 
and  bring  up  a  new  clause.  He  pro- 
poses to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
the  word  "  London  ''  to  the  end  of  line 
15.  Such  an  Amendment  is  out  of 
Order. 

Mr.  HARTLEY  (for  Mr.  Banbury) 
moved,  in  page  1,  line  6,  leave  out 
**  London  County  Council,"  and  insert 
"Local  Government  Board."  He 
thought  that  many  hon.  Members  would 
agree  that  the  management  and  assess- 
ment of  this  special  rate  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  London 
County  Council  was  a  body  which 
entered  very  keenly  into  matters 
political  which  it  was  not  desirable  to 
mix  up  with  this  special  form  of  taxation. 
Tha*e  was  a  general  feeling  amongst  all 
parties  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  be  a  more  impartial  authority  to 
admmister  the  rate.     He   acknowledged 
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that  the  Local  Government  Board  might 
say  they  had  enough  to  do  already 
in  connection  with  their  respective 
duties.  But  they  must  remember  that 
this  was  a  very  large  question.  It  was 
the  beginning,  probably,  of  a  larger 
extension  of  assimilation  and  equalisation 
of  rates,  and  it  was  highly  desirable  that 
the  responsible  body  which  regulated  it 
should  be  one  in  which  everybody  had 
confidence.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  a 
word  against  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil, but  they  must  acknowledge,  what- 
ever their  views,  that  the  London 
County  Council  did  take  somewhat 
extreme  views  concerning  political  mat- 
ters, and  many  hon.  Members  repre- 
senting London  constituencies  felt  that 
the  handing  over  of  this  matter  to  the 
County  Council  was  open  to  very  grave 
objections.  He  did  not  for  a  moment  say 
that  the  London  County  Council  would  not 
administer  the  fund  fairly,  but  still  the 
feeling  would  be  that  there  was  a  sus- 
picion of  political  bias.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  inasmuch  as  this  was  a  new 
departure  it  would  be  wiser  to  avoid  such 
a  suspicion,  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Government  would  accept  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  London 
County  Council,"  and  insert  the  words 
"  Local  Government  Board."  —  {Mr. 
Bartley,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  London  County  Council '  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  quite  consistent  with  the  speech 
that  he  made  on  an  Amendment  he  intro- 
duced on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
in  which  he  invited  the  House  to  increase 
rather  than  diminish  the  powers  of  the 
County  Council.  As  he  had  often  said  in 
this  House,  he  was  neither  a  supporter  nor 
an  opponent  of  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil, but  this  was  really  an  administrative 
act  of  very  great  simplicity,  and  he  could 
not  see  why  the  London  County  Council 
could  not  perform  it  just  as  well  or  even 
better  than  the  Local  Government  Board. 
He  remembered  when  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  as  a  Bill  was  being  discussed  in 
the  House,  the  then  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  asked  the  Com- 
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mittee  not  to  pat  too  much  duty  upon 
that  body,  becauBe  thej  were  already 
overwhelmed  with  all  kinds  of  administra- 
tiye  work.  Therefore,  he  thought  that  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  which  was  verj  simple, 
and  which  would  have  to  be  carried  through 
on  lines  fairly  fixed,  might  be  entrusted 
to  the  London  County  Council,  and  need 
not  be  added  to  the  multifarious  duties 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  He 
hoped,  thwefore,  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  press  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  SHAW-L£F£yR£  remarked 
that,  after  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down,  it  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  make  any 
lengthened  remarks  on  this  point.  The 
Local  Government  Board  was  not  a 
Bating  Board,  and  had  no  rating  powers 
at  all.  The  question  was.  Which  wab 
the  best  authority  to  levy  the  rate  ?  It 
was  merely  an  administrative  question, 
and,  in  their  opinion,  that  duty  should 
be  performed  by  the  London  County 
Council,  which  was  the  Rating  Authority, 
and  which  had  the  power  of  levying 
rates,  whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  not  that 
power.  They  would  be  entrusting  them 
with  new  powers  for  administrative  pur- 
poses, and  as  no  principle  was  involved 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  the  duties  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  connection 
with  the  Metropolitan  Common  Poor 
Fund. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  they 
did  not  levy  the  rate. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  not 
necessary  that  the  County  Council  should 
levy  the  rate.  The  contributions  could 
be/got  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Metropolitan  Common  Poor 
Fund,  so  that  he  did  not  think  it  was 
perfectly  candid  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  put  that  forward  as  a  crushing 
argument  against  this  Amendment.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  this  duty  was  more 
analogous  to  that  performed  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  than  any  of 
the  duties  performed  by  the  County 
Council.  When  they  came  to  the  Bill 
itself,  the  machinery  for  carrying  out  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  not  at 
all  clear.  The  Bill  appeared  to  be  drawn 
on  the  principle  of  putting  as  little  in  it 

Sir  J.  Goldsmid 


as  possible.  That  might  be  good  for 
Parliamentary  purposes,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  did  not  clear  up  many  of  the 
administrative  difficulties.  The  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  no  power 
of  levying  a  rate  was  not  in  any  way 
conclusive  against  the  proposal  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  for  it  appeared  to  him  the 
same  duty  might  be  put  upon  the  officers 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  which 
they  had  in  connection  with  the  Metro- 
politan Common  Poor  Fund.  He  was 
sorry  that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  B.  G.  Webster)  had  been 
ruled  out  of  Order,  because  upon  that 
they  might  have  argued  whether  the 
whole  machinery  of  the  Common  Poor 
Fund  was  not  a  better  machinery  than 
that  which  was  in  the  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  it  very  difficult 
for  them  to  move  Amendments  through 
the  whole  of  this  being  put  in  the  one 
clause.  The  machinery  was  in  this 
clause,  the  purposes  and  the  contributions 
were  in  this  clause,  although  they  were 
perfectly  different  matters.  He  hoped 
that  consideration,  at  all  events,  would 
enable  them  to  have  such  reasonable 
latitude  in  discussing  their  Amendments 
as  would  make  it  possible  for  them  really 
to  discuss  this  Bill  properly.  He  did 
not  know  that  upon  this  particular 
Amendment  it  was  proper  to  do  so  ;  but 
he  would  venture  to  suggest  that  the 
whole  machinery  of  the  Common  Poor 
Fund  had  stood  the  test  of  time — 
they  had  their  Receiver  and  their 
fund  established,  their  audit,  and  all  that 
was  necessary.  They  would  have  to 
provide  new  machinery  for  the  County 
Council  in  this  matter,  and  as  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  that  it  should  be  brought 
under  the  existing  machinery  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  it  appeared  to 
him  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  was 
deserving  of  far  more  consideration  than 
the  President  of  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  seemed  prepared  to  give  it. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  that  by  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  no  function  was  given  to  the 
London  County  Council  other  than  what 
was  purely  administrative.  There  was 
nothing  here  that  could  not  be  done 
simply  by  the  work  of  a  clerk.  It  was 
very  simple  and  easy  administrative 
work.     Surely  no  one  would  say  that  if 
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there  had  existed  a  Municipal  Body  in 
LoDdon  at  the  time  of  the  establisbment 
of  the  Common  Poor  Fond  that  that 
Common  Poor  ^and  would  have  been 
administered  bj  the  Local  Government 
Board  at  all.  So  far  Was  that  tbe  case 
that  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  as  well  as  on  this  had  recognised 
this.  In  proof  of  it  he  pointed  to  the 
fact  that  under  the  Act  of  1888,  passed 
by  a  Conservative  Government,  large 
duties  were  placed  upon  tbe  County 
Council  of  a  similar  description  in 
equalising  the  rate  over  London.  Thej 
had  to  raise  a  rate  over  London  amount- 
ing to  about  4d.  in  the  £1,  and  it  was 
done  entirely  by  the  administrative  work 
of  the  County  Council*  with  which,  he 
▼entnred  to  say,  there  had  never  been  a 
single  fault  found.  How  could  there 
be  ?  They  were  merely  carrying  out  au 
Act  of  Parliament  exactly  as  the  Com- 
mon Poor  Fund  authority  carried  it  out. 
There  was  no  judgment  to  be  exercised 
in  either  case.  The  fact  was,  there  was 
less  judgment  and  discrimination  required 
to  be  exercised  in  the  case  of  tbe  Lon- 
don County  Council  here  tban  in  the 
Metropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund, 
because  in  the  latter  case  there  were  cer- 
tain matters  to  be  inquired  into,  such  as 
whether  tbe  expenditure  was  rightly 
under  this  or  thai  head  ;  but  under  the 
Bill  the  London  County  Council  would 
not  have  to  exercise  any  judgment  what- 
soever in  the  matter.  He  really  thought, 
therefore,  it  was  wholly  uonecessary  to 
raise  any  discussion  about  the  politics  of 
the  London  County  Council,  and  it  did 
not  come  particularly  well  from  a  Mem- 
ber who  had  previously  proposed  au 
Amendment  placing  the  most  extreme 
discriminating  powers  in  the  bauds  of  the 
LfOndon  County  Council  under  the  Bill. 
Mh.  COHEN  observed  that  no  one 
would  ever  accuse  him  of  being  unduly 
partial  to  the  London  County  Council,  of 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  being 
a  member,  and  he  regretted  that  they 
were  not  at  all  to  be  acquitted  of  some 
of  the  charges  of  political  bias  which  his 
hon.  Friend  bad  reproached  them  for. 
But  here  tbe  power  it  was  proposed  to 
entrust  them  with  had  been  described  as 
a  mere  administrative  act.  He  should 
rather  call  it  a  clerical  act,  a  mere  matter 
of  clerkship,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
most  redoubtable  opponent  of  the  London 


County  Council  had  ever  thought  they 
would  be  guilty  of  any  malversation  of 
funds.  He  hoped,  therefore,  an  un- 
merited reflection  would  not  be  passed 
upon  the  County  Council,  as  there  would 
be  if  this  Amendment  were  pressed.    . 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  thought  that 
hon.  Members  could  not  have  read  the 
Bill  when  they  said  that  the  duties  of  the 
County  Council  would  be  merely  admin- 
istrative. The  sub-section  stated  that 
tbe  London  County  Council  should  half* 
yearly  determine  the  contributions  from 
each  parish  to  one-half  the  Equalisation 
Fund  and  the  grants  due  from  one-half 
the  fund  to  each  parish.  It  was  clear, 
therefore,  that  the  duty  was  more  than  a 
purely  administrative  one.  He  thought 
when  tbe  question  of  rating  bad  to  be 
considered  Londoners  would  have  greater 
confidence  in  an  apportionment  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  Common  Poor  Fund. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  point  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  was  that  this  was  simply  the 
duty  of  a  clerk,  and  that  thej  ought  to 
reject  the  Amendment  because  this  was 
simply  a  matter  of  calculation,  that  view 
,  also  being  taken  by  his  hon.  Friend  near 
him  (Mr.  Cohen).  That  might  be  so, 
but  there  was  one  point  he  wished  to  put 
before  the  Committee.  If  they  were  to 
place  this  particular  duty  on  the  County 
Council  and  reject  the  interference  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  on  the  ground 
that  it  could  be  performed  by  the  clerk  of 
j  the  County  Council  they  would  not  be 
prohibited  by-and-bye — when  they  came 
to  the  question  of  control,  raising  more 
important  points  as  to  whether  it  should 
be  exercised  by  the  County  Council  or 
the  Local  Government  Board — ^from 
moving  Amendments,  If  it  were  under- 
stood that  such  was  the  case,  he  would 
advise  that  this  Amendment  should  be 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  it 
would,  of  course,  be  open  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  raise  more  important  questions  at 
a  later  stage. 

Mr.  BARTL5;^^nb-thalf8  so,  I  will 

ask  leave  to  wi**      Av. 
<5  wort 

Amendma^W*wi^aye^  withdrawn. 

I      Amendfti^^propjpi,ged,  in  page  1 ,  line  6, 
to  lea vg^  out  tWWbrds  "  in  every  year," 
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and   insert  the   wortlH    "h«   hereinafter 
provided." — (3/r.  Alban  Gihbs.)  i 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  | 
*  in  every  year '  «taud  part  of  the  Clause."  , 

Mr.  SHA W-LEFEVRE  said,  that  the 
retention  of  these  words  would  not 
preclude  the  hon.  Memher  from  raising 
important  questions  as  to  control  here- 
after. He  did  not  think  they  were 
important  one  way  or  the  other,  but  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  impor- 
tant to  know  whether  it  was  to  be  every 
year  that  the  6d.  was  to  be  raised  ?  It 
was  an  absolute  decision  that  6d.  was  to 
be  raised,  but  he  hoped  they  should  not 
be  precluded  from  moving  Amendments 
which  would  enable  a  certain  sum  to  be 
carried  over  to  another  year.  A  fund 
was  to  be  formed  which  should  be  equal 
to  6d.  in  the  £1  every  year.  He  desired 
to  be  informed  how  the  fund  was  to  be 
formed,  and,  also,  whether  the  meaning 
was  simply  that  a  ledger  account  was  to 
be  opened  ?  It  seemed  to  him  a  strange 
piece  of  drafting  to  say  that  a  fund  was 
to  be  formed  every  year.  He  presumed  the 
meaning  was  that  the  fund  would  be 
carried  on. 

Mr.  KIMBER  wished  to  give  another 
reason  for  accepting  the  clause.  Clearly 
enough,  Sub-section  1  of  the  clause  spoke 
of  every  year  forming  a  fund.  The 
second  sub-section  of  the  same  clause 
went  on  to  provide  that  the  County 
Council  should  determine  in  each  half- 
year  not  only  the  contributions  to,  but 
the  distribution  of,  the  fund.  If  the 
executive  part  of  the  operation  was  to  be 
performed  every  half-year — that  was  to 
say,  if  they  were  to  form  the  fund  by  con- 
tributions, and  in  the  same  half-year 
distribute  that  fund,  why  should  they  say 
that  in  every  year  that  fund  should  be 
formed  ?  Would  it  not  be  more  simple 
to  strike  out  the  words  "  in  every  year," 
and  leave  it,  as  it  was  put  in  the  second 
clause,  as  an  operation  each  half-year  ? 
The  clause  would  then,  at  all  events,  be 
consistent  with  itself,  whilst  at  present  it 
was  most  obscure. 

Mr.  SH:!tW:ii:meuVRE  said,  that  it 
was  necessary  to  ha^^ej  ^^^^  out  of  which 
sums  would  be  paidJ  ^^^  cj-ishes  entitled 
to  receive  them.  IV^ernmen  sum  of  6d. 
would  not  be  paidVP®*^i!fJ\to  every 
parish,  but  would  be  i  ^itT  for  i^dressing 


the  balance    between    the  contributiona 
and  receipts  of  the  different  parishes.    • 

Mr.  KIMBER  asked  who  was  to 
determine  how  the  6d.  was  to  be  pro- 
vided ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  could  not  see 
how  the  clause  could  be  right.  It  said^ 
"  shall  every  year  form  a  fund  equal  to  k 
rate  of  6d.  in  the  £1 ."  He  took  it  that  it 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
London  County  Council  would  have  the 
collection  of  the  fund,  because  otherwise 
it  could  not  be  provided.  The  London 
County  Council  would  receive  the  fund 
obviously  once  a  year  and  pay  it  out 
half-yearly. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  pointed  out  that  the 
later  sub-sections  of  the  Bill  were  not  in 
accordance  with  the  sub-section  they 
were  now  discussing.  The  language  of 
the  clause  was  extremely  confused,  and 
it  was  difficult  to  arrive  at  the  meaning 
of  the  Government.  The  clause  said  that 
the  London  County  Council  "  shall  every 
year  form  a  fund."  But  it  would  seem 
that  they  were  not  to  form  a  fund  at  ail ; 
they  were  only  to  receive  contributiona 
from  the  richer  parishes  every  year  and 
pay  them  out  to  the  poorer  pariahea 
1  every  year.  He  saw  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  St.  Pancraa 
suggesting  that  there  should  be  a  fund 
called  "  The  Common  Municipal  Fund.'* 
!  That  was  the  way  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
'  drawn.  Let  there  be  a  fund  formed,  and 
I  let  there  be  a  rate  of  contribution  of  6d. 
I  in  the  £1  on  the  rateable  value.  But 
I  how  a  fund  was  to  be  formed  "  equal  to 
a  rate  of  6d.  in  the  £1,"  under  the  con- 
dition of  the  Bill,  he  could  not  under- 
stand. It  was  a  question  of  drafting  to 
some  extent,  but  it  was  so  extremely 
confused  that  it  was  difficult  to  arrive  at 
the  meaning  of  "  fund  "  as  used  in  the 
sub-section.  He  would,  however,  ad- 
vise his  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  the 
Amendment  any  further. 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  said  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  framing  of  the  clause,  a  fund 
was  to  be  formed  every  year.  What 
really  was  intended  was  that  a  fund 
should  be  formed  at  once  to  which  con- 
tiibutions  should  be  made  every  year  ou 
certain  principles.  He  would  suggest 
that  the  words  "  every  year  "  should  be 
placed  after  the  word  ''  rate,"  so  that  tbe 
sub*section    should    read-— the  Countv 
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Council  should  form  a  fund  and  raise  a 
sum  "  equal  to  a  rate  every  year  of  6d. 
in  the  £1."  That  would  make  the  mean- 
ing of  the  section  clearer  than  it  was  at 
present.  It  would  provide  for  the  making 
of  a  rate  every  year,  and  not  for  the 
forming  of  a  fund  every  ycftr. 

Mk.  J.  STUART  held  that  such  a 
change  was  unnecessary,  the  meaning  of 
the  sub-section  being  quite  clear.  It 
distinctly  provided  that  there  was  to  be 
410  balance  carried  from  one  year  to 
Another;  but  that  the  fund  was  to  be 
wound  up  every  year. 

*SiR  A.  ROLLIT  suggested  that  in- 
stead of  using  the  words  ^'  form  a  fund," 
it  should  be  stated  that  an  account  should 
be  opened  to  be  called  '^  the  equalisation 
of  rates  account."  That  would  be  the 
commercial  and  legal  way  of  dealing 
with  the  matter. 

Mb.  W.  long  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hoxton  must  have  failed  to  read  the 
tatter  portion  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  provided 
for  the  distribution  of  the  money.  There- 
fore, there  was  no  necessity  for  ear-marking 
^e  clause  to  prevent  money  being  carried 


That  is  what  I 


over  every  year 

Mb.  J.  STUART 
«ay. 

Mb.  W.  long  expressed  .the  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
favourably  consider  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  St.  Pan- 
eras,  which,  he  contended,  would  make 
the  intention  of  the  Government  clear. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  promised  to 
give  the  matter  his  consideration.  The 
Amendment  now  under  discussion  was 
a  mere  drafting  Amendment,  and  did 
not  need  this  long  Debate. 

Mb.  B  ARTLE  Y  said,  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  suggestion  that  there  would  be 
no  money  carried  over  from  one  year  to 
another.  In  his  opinion  there  must  be  a 
lot  of  money  carried  over.  The  Bill 
provided  that  a  rate  equal  to  6d.  in  the 
£1  should  be  struck  yearly  and  distributed 
half-yearly  ;  and  it  was  quite  dear,  there- 
fore, that  there  would  always  be  a  half- 
year's  rate  in  hand. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  difficulty  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Islington,  who  had  given  such  considera- 
tion to  the  Bill,  to  understand  the  Bill, 
showed  how  extremely  obscure  was  the 
drafting.  The  intention  was  to  form  a  fund 
equal  to  6d.  in  the  £1.    But  there  would 


in  reality  be  no  rate  of  6d.  in  the  £1  at  all. 
The  idea  was  that  there  should  be  a  rate 
of  this  amount  which  would  be  used  to 
redress  the  balances  in  different  parishes. 
But  there  was  no.  rate  of  6d.  to  be  levied 
at  all.  It  was  a  mere  the<M*etical.  state- 
ment or  abstraction.  Before  they  finished 
the  clause  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  state  the  times  when  he 
intended  these  rates  were  to  be  levied. 
He  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
Bills  of  this  kind  it  was  usual  to  give 
some^etails  as  to  when  the  rate  was  to 
be  levied,  and  that  there  was  no  provision 
in  regard  to  that  point  in  the  Bill. 

Sib  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  the  object 
in  view  was  to  make  the  richer  parishes 
contribute  6d.  in  the  £1  on  the  rateable 
value  for  the  relief  of  the  poorer  parishes. 
Therefore,  the  first  thing  to  do  was  to 
open  an  account  which  should  be  called 
"  The  Equalisation  Account,"  to  which, 
from  time  to  time,  money  would  be  paid, 
and  then  to  distribute  the  money  accord- 
ing to  the  clause.  Three  things  were 
required  to  be  done  :  First,  to  open  the 
account ;  second,  to  raise  the  money  ; 
and  third,  to  distribute  the  money.  They 
could  not  do  all  that  in  every  year. 
Therefore,  they  should  not  say  "  form  a 
fund  every  year,"  to  quote  the  words  in 
the  clause,  but  they  should  say  "  raise 
I  an  account  into  which  every  year  shall 
i  be  paid  6d.  in  the  £1."  If  the  words  in 
j  the  clause  were  allowed  to  stand  the 
\  fund,  or  the  account,  would  be  closed 
every  year, 

•Colonel  HUGHES  said  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  clause,  there  was  to  be  a  fund 
formed  every  year ;  but  the  first  year 
was  only  to  be  half  a  year — from  Sep- 
tember to  March.  The  clause  was  very 
badly  drawn,  and  needed  a  thorough 
revision. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  had 
already  promised  to  coCsider  the  phraseo- 
logy of  the  clause  before  the  Report 
stage. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  form  a  fund," 
and  insert  the  words  ^'  open  an  account." 
—{Sir  J.  Goldsmid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  form  a  fund '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
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Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he 
should  saj  that  '^form  a  fund**  and 
"  open  an  account "  was  practicailj  the 
same  thing ;  but  he  would  consider  the 
question  before  Report. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  "fund" 
and  "account'*  were  not  at  all  alike.  A 
person  might  have  a  fund  to  his  credit ; 
but  an  account  might  mean  that  he  had 
no  monej  at  all. 

*SiR  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  promised  that  he 
would  carefully  consider  this  poiftt,  he 
accepted  the  assurance,  and  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  "  Equalisation,**  in 
order  to  insert  "  Common  Municipal.^*  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  call  the 
fund  "  The  Common  Municipal  Fund,** 
instead  of  "  The  Equalisation  Fund,**  in 
order  to  clearly  define  its  object.  When 
the  Common  Poor  Fund  was  formed,  it 
was  so  called  in  the  Act,  and  everyone 
knew  its  definite  and  distinct  purpose. 

Mr.  HO  WELL  (Bethnal  Green,  X.E.) 
rose  to  Order.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
a  somewhat  similar  Amendment  down  to 
line  6,  which  was  discussed  and  with- 
drawn, and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Order  in 
raising  the  question  again  ? 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  the  Amendment 
referred  to  was  not  discussed  ;  it  was 
withdrawn,  as  it  was  not  in  proper 
form.  He  ventured  to  suggest  that  it 
would  be  better  to  describe  the  fund  as 
"  The  Common  Municipal  Fund,**  because 
when  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  introduced  his 
Bill  to  enable  a  common  fund  to  be  raised 
in  London  for  the  relief  of  the  poor, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  the  fund 
"The  Common  Poor  Fund,"  a  name 
which  definitely  showed  what  the  fund 
was  intended  for,  and  that  was  an  example 
which  they  might  very  well  follow  in  the 
present  Bill.  He  thought  a  strong  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  or  a  strong  expert 
Committee  might  be  formed  to  allocate 

the  proposed  fund 

'  The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
The  only  question  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment is  the  name  of  the  fund. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  said,  his  reason  for 
calling  the  fund  "The  Common  Municipal 
Fund  *'  was  because  it  was  intended  for 


such  purposes  as  lighting  and  sanitation. 
The  one  great  danger  he  saw  in  Calling 
the  fund  "  The*  Equalisation  Fund  '*  was 
that  as  there  was  no  supervision  to  secare 
that  the  fund  should  be  spent  for  certain 
definite  purposes 

The  chairman  :  I  have  pointed 
out  that  the  hon.  Member  eannot  go  into 
that  question.  The  only  question  is  the 
name  of  the  fund. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  he  would  there- 
fore move,  for  various  reasons  which  he 
could  not  explain,  that "  The  Common 
Municipal  Fund  **  was  a  desirable  name 
for  the  fund  proposed  in  the  BilL 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  Equalisation," 
and  insert  the  words  "  Common  Muni- 
cipal.*'—(J/r.  fFebster.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'Equalisation'  stand  part  of  the  Clause.*' 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  thought 
"  The  Equalisation  Fund  *'  a  good  name, 
because  it  indicated  the  object  for  which 
the  fund  was  intended.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  long  was  sorry  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  see  his  way  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  because  it  r^dly 
raised  a  rather  important  point.  At 
present  they  had  got  a  common  fund  in 
London  the  application  of  which  every- 
one could  understand  from  its  name- 
namely,  the  Common  Poor  Fund  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor's  rate  of  London.  It 
was  likely  that  other  common  funds 
would  be  established  in  London  in  the 
future,  and  it  was  really  important  that 
they  should  have  distinct  and  definite 
names.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man adhered  to  the  name  "  Equalisation 
Fund  **  in  this  case  because  it  would  be 
more  popular.  But  it  was  admitted  that 
equalisation  of  the  rates  would  not  be 
obtained  in  London  by  the  Bill — ^he 
thought  it  would  be  almost  impoesible  to 
obtain  complete  equalisation — and  there- 
fore the  proposed  name  would  be  mis- 
leading. "The  Common  Municipal 
Fund  **  would  be  a  proper  description  of 
the  fund  ;  and  he  was  sorry  the  Minbter 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  could  not  accept 
that  title. 

•Sib  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  raise  a  fund  from  the 
rich    parishes    in    order  to  reduce  the 
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amount  paid  by  the  poor  parishes  for 
sanitary  and  other  purposes.  He  thought 
the  name  "  Common  Sanitary  Fund  " 
would  best  explain  the  object  of  the 
contribution  ;  but  as  the  word  **  sanitary  " 
could  not  be  used,  they  ought  really  to 
call  the  fund  ^^The  Common  Municipal 
Fund.'*  He  said,  as  had  been  said  many 
times,  that  the  words  '*  Equalisation 
Fund"  might  mislead  many  people. 
There  were  many  things  they  could  not 
equalise  in  the  rating  of  the  Metropolis. 
There  were  burdens  in  some  parishes 
which  might  have  been  removed  in  others 
by  longer  existence  or  greater  economy. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  consider  before  the  Report  whether  it 
would  not  be  well  to  adopt  some  such 
title  as  that  proposed. 

Mb.  ALBAN  GIBBS  said,  the  Com- 
mon  Poor  Fund  was  also  an  Equalisation 
Fund^  and  therefore  this  should  be 
described  as  Equalisation  Fund  No.  2. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  had  intended 
to  urge  that  point.  He  claimed  that  the 
Act  of  1870  did  much  more  towards 
equalisation  than  the  present  Bill.  He 
therefore  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  soften  his  heart  and  alter  a 
name  which,  if  adopted,  would  throw  into 
the  shade  former  steps  towards  equalisa- 
tion. It  was  rather  important  that  the 
Metropolis  should  see  that  they  had 
established  a  Metropolitan  Fund  for 
municipal  purposes,  as  there  had  been 
established  a  fund  for  Poor  Law  pur- 
poses. It  marked  a  new  departure  and 
would  be  more  specific  in  its  character 
than  equalisation  of  rates. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  main  fund 
would  be  the  old  one,  which  would  be 
3s.  3d.  in  the  £1.  That  was  really  an 
equalisation  fund.  The  rate  under  the 
present  Bill  would  only  be  6d.  in  the  £1. 
Surely  it  was  hardly  right  when  they 
had  two  funds,  both  of  which  served  for 
equalisation  (though  one  was  much 
larger  than  the  other)  to  give  the 
smaller  one  and  not  the  larger  the  name 
Equalisation.'* 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  could 
not  agree  that  the  fund  which  would  be 
established  under  the  Bill  would  be  the 
smaller  one.  It  would  be  about  equal 
to  the'  Common  Poor  Law  Fund 
established  by  the  Acts  of  1867  and 
1870.     There  was  a  further  equalisation 


in  1888,  which  was  a  distinct  operation  in 
the  nature  of  a  contribution  from  the 
Exchequer.  He  was  ready  to  admit  that 
the  Common  Poor  Fund,  established  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and 
his  predecessors,  was  an  Equalisation 
Fund  ;  and  he  thought  it  was  a  pity  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
^  adopted  the  name. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  suggested  that 
the  designation  ''Municipal  Equalisation 
Fund  **  should  be  adopted. 

*Mr.  COHEN  thought  the  language  of 
I  the  Bill  should  not  imply  anything  that 

I  was  incorrect. 

r 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  "  of  "  and  insert  "  not 
exceeding''  before  "six  pence."  It  might  be 
said  that  the  Amendment  was  not 
necessary,  as  the  word  "  sixpence  "  was 
a  definite  statement  of  the  exact  amount 
which  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis 
would  have  to  pay  under  the  Bill.  But  he 
thought  that  the  experience  of  the 
other  Acts  of  a  similar  character  showed 
that  it  was  essential  to  insert  "  not  ex- 
;  ceeding  "  in  order  to  secure  that  not  more 
I  than  6id.  was  levied.  When  the  late 
Mr.  Forster  ibrought  in  his  Bill  with 
regard  to  the  School  Boards  of  London, 
and  when  an  Amendment  was  moved 
limiting  the  rate  to  a  definite  sum,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was  no 
necessity  for  it,  and  he  assured  the  House 
that  in  all  probability  the  rate  would 
never  be  higher  than  6d.  in  the  £1.  The 
danger  was  that  as  there  was  no  controlling 
authority  to  investigate  the  expenditure, 
and  as  it  was  a  general  fund,  people  in 
all  districts  in  London  might  ask  for 
electric  lighting  and  other  luxuries  ;  but 
if  the  words  "  not  exceeding "  were  in- 
serted in  the  clause,  they  would  show 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Parliament 
that  the  fund  should  not  go  beyond  6d. 
in  the  £1.  They  knew  how  Londoners 
resented  the  grave  and  great  increase  of 
rates  in  recent  years.  The  rates  in  many 
parts  of  London  were  very  excessive. 
In  Chelsea  they  were  68.  id,  in  the  £1, 
in  Mile  End  NewTown68.6d.,inClerken- 
well  5s.  10s.,  in  Bermondsey  7s.  4d. 
He  therefore  moved  the  Amendment,  not 
only  on  behalf  of  his  constituents,  but  on 
behalf  of  London  generally. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  of/'  in  order 
to  insert  the  words  "  not  exceeding/' — 
(Mr,  Webster.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
^  of '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
Government  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. It  was  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Bill  that  a  fixed 
amount  should  be  paid  into  the  fund,  and 
that  that  fixed  amount  should  be  6d. 

Colonel    HOWARD    VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Cential)  said,  it  would  be  more 
satisfactory  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  the  Committee  evidence  that  6d.  in 
the  £1  was  the  right  amount  at  which  to 
•fix  the  contribution  to  the  fund.     There 
had  been  no  inquiry  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, or  even  by  a  Committee  of  the 
County  Council  into  the  merits  of  the 
case  at  all.     What  evidence  was  there 
that  6d.  would  be  required  ?     He  could 
not  see  why  the  Amendment  should  not  I 
be  accepted,  and  why  the  London  County  j 
Council  should  be  allowed  to  impose  any  ' 
amount  they  thought  proper. 

•Mr.  LOUGH  said,  the  clause  as  it 
stood  did  not  leave  the  amount  to  the 
discretion  of  the  London  County 
Council,  but  the  Amendment,  if  adopted, 
•would. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  said,  that  though 
not  really  a  Metropolitan  Member,  he 
had  done  more  work  of  this  kind  than 
most  Metropolitan  Memlwrs,  because  he 
had  the  honour  of  raising  £1,500,000 
annually  in  school  rates  in  London.  The 
effect  of  the  Amendment  would  simply 
be  that  the  County  Council  would  have 
the  power  to  levy  a  rate  of  something  i 
below  6d.  if  they  thought  fit.  He  could 
not  see  the  necessity  for  a  fixed  amount  I 
being  stated  in  the  Bill.  Let  the  County  , 
Council,  in  their  discretion,  fix  the 
amount  every  year,  provision  being  made 
that  the  amount  should  not  exceed  6d. 
The  burden  of  the  rates  in  London  was 
now  intolerable,  and  the  fonnation  of  this 
fund  would,  in  his  belief,  lead  to  an  in- 
•  crease  in  that  burden.  It  was,  there- 
fore, he  thought,  open  to  them  to 
'endeavour  to  prevent  the  burden  being 
•increased. 

•Mr.  lough  :  I  would  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  Bill  does 
not  raise  the  rates  all  over  the  Metro- 


polis in  the  slightest.  It  is  a  provision 
for  equalising  the  rates  that  exist ;  and 
no  additional  rate  is  imposed  at  all. 

Sir  R.  temple  :  I  understand  the 
Bill  to  say  that  a  rate  sliall  be  levied 
equal  to  6d.  in  the  £1  throughout 
London. 

Mr.  LOUGH:  No,  Sir;  there  is  no 
such  rate. 

Sir  R.  temple  :  What  is  meant, 
then,  by  this  rate  of  6d.  in  the  £1  ? 

•Mr.  lough  :  The  rate  is  not  to  be 
levied.  It  is  only  a  collection  made 
over  the  Metropolitan  area  equal  to  a 
rate  of  6d.  in  the  £1,  so  that  there  may 
be  a  distribution  of  the  money  amongst 
all  the  parishes  on  the  basis  of  popula- 
tion. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  the  words  of 
the  clause  were — '^  equal  to  a  rate  of  6d. 
in  the  £1  on  the  rateable  value  of  London." 
They  might  try  to  charm  those  words 
away  by  a  series  of  subtle  considerations 
which  he  did  not  admit ;  but,  in  his 
opinion  the  Bill  would,  sooner  or  later,  lead 
to  an  increase  of  the  already  heavy  bur- 
den on  the  ratepayers  of  London.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  London  County 
Council  had  been  verj  economical  in 
respect  to  the  rates.  He  did  not  say  any- 
thing against  the  Council  in  that  respect. 
He  thought  they  had  not  been  so  bad  as 
other  bodies  for  rating  purposes  which 
he  could  mention.  But  when  there  was 
a  question  of  humanity  concerned,  whe- 
ther in  respect  to  the  education  or  amuse- 
ment, or  the  physical  well-being  of  the 
people,  all  considerations  of  economy  and 
just  regard  for  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers seemed  to  disappear  from  the  de- 
liberations of  the  Loudon  County  Coun- 
cil. Of  course,  if  the  money  were  well 
spent  for  those  purposes,  no  one  would 
grudge  it ;  but  he  thought  there  were 
good  reasons  why  the  County  Council 
should  be  limited  to  6d.  in  the  £1  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  (West- 
minster)  said,  he  could  not  understand 
why  the  Amendment  should  not  be 
accepted.  He  contended  all  that  was 
wanted  was  the  power  to  levy  a  rate  up 
to  6d.  in  the  £1,  and  that  there  was  no 
reason  for  absolutely  insisting  that  6d.  ia 
the  £1  should  be  raised.  The  acceptance 
of  the  Amendment  would  not  deprive  the 
County  Council  of  any  power  which  was 
given  to  them  under   the  BUI.     But  it 
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would  make  it  possible  for  them,  if  cir* 
oamstances  permitted  such  a  course,  and 
it  was  coQsistent.  with  the  fulfilment  of 
the  sanitary  requirements  of  London, 
^  lessen  the  burden  which  would 
otherwise  fall  verj  heavily  upon 
some  of  the  parishes  of  London. 
Already  the  rates  in  London  formed  an 
exceedingly  heavy  burden,  and  he 
thought  the  BUI  should  not  make  it  com- 
•pulsory  that  this  sum  of  exactly  6d.  in 
•the  £1  should  be  levied.  Under  the 
Bill  as  it  stood  no .  reduction  would  be 
admissible.  This  was  a  measure  that 
affected  the  interests  of  London  only,  and 
iie  thought  that  the  Government  should 
most  certainly  agree  to  the  Amendment 
in  order  to  meet  the  strongly-expressed 
wishes  of  the  London  Members. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
he  thought  the  whole  discussion  had  got 
into  a  tangle,  and  that  there  was  a  con- 
fusion of  ideas  in  the  minds  of  the  pre- 
vious speakers.  The  proposed  rate  of 
6d.  was  to  be  levied  on  the  whole  of 
the  Metropolis  in  order  to  form  a  fund 
from  which  to  assist  the  poorer  parishes, 
which  was  to  be  distributed  according  to 
population.  In  his  own  parish  (Plum- 
stead)  they  would  have  to  pay  this  6d. 
in  the  £1  to  the  general  fund,  but  then 
they  would  receive  Is.  Id.  in  the  £1 
under  the  grant,  so  that  in  fact  they 
would  be  the  gainers  of  7d.  in  the  £1. 
-The  rate  should  certainly  be  fixed  once 
-and  for  all,  and  not  be  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  whatever  Party  happened  to 
.be  in  power  at  the  time.  He  should, 
therefore,  certainly  support  the  Bill. 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
said,  he  thought  it  would  be  undesirable 
-that  the  Amendment  should  be  accepted, 
-as  it  would  give  to  the  London  County 
Oouncil  the  power  to  fix  the  amount 
of  the  rate,  and  that  might  make  the 
question  resolve  itself  later  on  into  a 
Party  one. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  that  if  it  had  been  in- 
. tended  that  the  London  County  Council 
ahould  have  the  power  of  deciding  what 
rate  was  to  be  levied,  he  should  have 
voted  in  the  same  way  as  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  ;  but  no  discretion  would 
really  be  left  to  the  London  County 
Council  by  the  Amendment.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  said  that  as  the  number 
of.  constituencies     that    were     to    re- 


ceive under  the  Bill  were  in  the 
majority,  they  would  vote  down 
those  who  had  to  pay.  However  true 
that  might  be,  he  represented  a  con- 
stituency that  was  in  the  minority.  But 
then  it  was  a  rich  parish.  What  did  it 
matter  ?  they  said.  Yes,  it  was  a  rich 
parish,  but  for  all  that  there  were  a  great 
number  of  very  poor  people  who  lived  in 
houses  for .  which  they  had  already  to 
pay  a  far  higher  sum  in  the  year  by  way 
of  rates  and  taxes  than  their  neighbours 
in  Woolwich,  for  instance.  The  reason 
for  this  was  that  a  man  who  required 
three  small  rooms  in  St.  George's  had  to 
pay  considerably  more  rent  for  them  than 
his  neighbour  would  in  one  of  the  poorer 
districts.  It  came  to  this — that  under 
the  Bill  the  poorer  occupiers  in  wealthy 
parishes  would  be  penalised.  Under  the 
new  scheme  the  ratepayers  would  have 
to  find  an  additional  4^.  in  the  £1,  and 
therefore  the  contribution  made  by  the 
poorer  occupiers  of  St.  George's  and 
other  rich  parishes  would  be  the  highest 
in  the  Metropolis.  If  the  fund  was  to 
have  been  paid  away  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  parishes,  and  not 
in  accordance  with  their  population,  then 
he  would  not  have  raised  any  protest  to 
the  full  6d.  being  annually  levied  ;  but  as 
that  was  not  the  case  he  felt  bound  to 
support  the  Amendment,  believing,  as  he 
did,  that  circumstances  might  arise  that 
would  make  a  smaller  sum«iu  certain 
years  sufficient. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that  in 
1870  the  late  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  used 
exactly  the  same  argument  when  oppos- 
ing a  similar  scheme  then  before  the 
House,  and  that  then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  in  reply,  seemed  to  have 
considered  it  as  an  argument  of  very  small 
weight,  because  he  not  only  did  not 
mention  it  at  all,  but  concluded  his  speech 
by  saying  that  he  had  answered  .every 
argument  of  importance  that  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  had  brought  against  the  srlieme. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  he  could  not 
on  the  present  occasion  do  better  than 
follow  that  example.  One  reason  that 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  was  because  it  would  give 
rise  to  so  many  other  Amendments  being 
proposed  at  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  KIMBER  said,  there  certainly 
appeared  to  l>e  a  confusion  of  mind  pre- 
vailing among   some   hon.  Members  on 
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this  poiut,  and  pointed  out  that  the  rate 
of  6d.  might  be  fooud  to  be  too  large. 
The  principal  argument  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  could 
not  give  the  Committee  with  any  cer- 
tainty figures  dealing  with  the  point  in 
question. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  view  that  great  confusion 
appeared  to  prevail  in  the  minds  of  some 
hon.  Members  that  the  rate  of  6d.  was  to 
be  levied  all  over  London.  He  would 
draw  attention  to  the  similarity  of  the 
present  scheme  with  that  brought  for- 
ward by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  in  1870,  the 
amounts  which  the  richer  parishes  would 
have  to  pay  to  the  poorer  parishes,  and 
how  precisely  the  burden  fell  on  the 
same  parishes.  The  charge  of  injustice, 
therefore,  brought  against  the  present 
scheme  must  also  apply  to  the  scheme  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  actual 
balance  of  the  amount  that  would  be  paid 
under  the  Government  scheme  to  the 
poorer  parishes  was  £224,578,  ending 
Lady  Day,  1893  ;  the  amount  paid  by  the 
richer  parishes  under  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  £269,431. 
Under  that  scheme,  as  in  this,  the  richer 
parishes  which  had  to  pay  were  the  City, 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  the 
Strand,  Kensington,  Westminster,  Pad- 
dington,  and  Hampstead ;  and  those 
parishes  which  were  now  pajing 
£229,000  out  of  the  £269,000  would  pay 
£201,000  out  of  £224,000.  Whether 
the  inequality  were  unjust  or  not,  it  was 
precisely  the  inequality  of  burden  created 
in  1870  and  put  on  the  same  shoulders  as 
proposed  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  protested  that  he  and 
his  hon.  Friends  had  not  fought  the 
battle  of  the  rich  parishes  that  evening. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  Com- 
mittee  had  listened  to  the  complaints  of 
the  Representatives  of  richer  parishes  as 
to  the  burden  put  upon  them  by  the  Bill. 
Hampstead  in  its  general  rates  would 
have  an  increased  rating  under  this  Bill 
of  l-47d.  in  the  £1,  Kensington  2-lOd., 
Paddington  l-7od.,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square,  3-99d.,  St.  James's,  West- 
minster, 4*41  d.,  St.  Martin's-in-the-Fields 
4-68d«,  and  Marylebone  l*62d.  The  Go- 
vernment could  not  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, because  its  acceptance  would  be 
Mr.  Kimbtr 


fatal  to  the  Bill.     When  he  was  engaged 
in  drawing  the  Bill  he  hesitated  greatly  in 
fixing  the  figure  at  6d.,  and  he  thought 
that  it  ought  to  have  been   put  at  a 
higher  figure.     He  deprecated  the  De* 
bate      falling     into     a    squabble     be- 
tween    the    wealth    and    the    poverty 
of     one    district    or     the     other.      [A 
cry  of^^  It  never  has  I "]   He  ventured  to 
say  that  the  Debate  had   been  largely 
conducted  on  those  lines.     He  found  no 
Representatives  of  the  rich   parishes  ad- 
vocating   this    Bill.       London,    in    his 
opinion,    was    an    entity,    where  those 
artificial   distinctions    between    parishes 
and  parishes  were  unfair,  unjust,  illogical, 
and  an  anachronism.     The    wealth  and 
the    poverty    of     London    were    bound 
together,  and  why,  therefore,  should  there 
be  a  different  rule  in  London  from  that 
which  prevailed   in  Birmingham,  Liver** 
pool,  Leeds,  or  Manchester,  where  there 
was  a  common  rate  levied  over  the  whole 
community  for  this  set  of  purposes  ?     In 
every  great  Municipality  expenditure  was 
raised   over   the  whole  community,  and 
wealth  was   made  to   contribute  to  the 
needs     of     poverty.      Wealth    created 
poverty,  and  poverty  created  wealth  ;  the 
one  was  bound  up  with  the  other,  and  in 
dealing  with  sanitary  matters  especially 
they  could  not  isolate  the  rich  and  throw 
on  the  other  portion  of  the  community  a 
heavy  burden.  He  admitted  that  this  was  an 
imperfect  scheme,  in  which  it  was  pos- 
sible for  a  keen  logician  like  the  ex-Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  pick  holes,  as 
was  the  case  when  the  late  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  picked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
scheme  of  1870  to  pieces.     But  he  main- 
tained that,  defects  notwithstanding,  it 
w^s  a  scheme  which  ought  to  be  sup- 
ported by  Metropolitan  Members.     The 
Committee  ought  not  to  continue  hag- 
gling about  parishes  here  and  there  ;  let 
London  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole;  let 
each  district  be  thrown  into  a  common 
fund,  and  let  each  obtain  the  advantages 
it  could  from  that  fund.     Whilq  admit- 
ting that  there  were  poor  districts  in  St* 
George's,  Hanover   Square,   he  pointed 
out  that    the    wealth  of    London  was 
created  in  the  City.     Land  there  was  of 
enormous  value,  and   yet  the  City  of 
London  wanted  to  escape  its  fair  contri* 
button  to  the  poverty  of  London,  a  policy 
which  he  described  as  a  most  unjust  and 
unfair  attempt  at  partial  taxation.     The 
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AnMndmento  put  down  on  behalf  of  the 
City  of  London  showed  a  desire  to  evade 
the  burden. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order,  Mr.  Mellor.  Is  tin's  a  question 
of  ^<  not  exceeding  **  ?  It  is  a  Seoond 
Beading  speech. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  has  finished  his  speech. 

Mr.  GOSCKEN  :   I  should  like  to 
protest  in  the  strongest  possible  manner 
agunst  the  suggestion  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  that  there  has  been  up 
to  this  time  any  ^*  haggling,"   or  effort 
on  the  part  of  the  wealthier  portions  of 
the  Metropolis  to  defeat  or  maim  this 
Bill.    It  is  unworthy  of  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman.     His  heart  is  in  the  ques- 
tion.    I   quite  admit  that  he   is  most 
anxious  to  do  his  best  for  th^  whole  of 
London,  but  his  statement  that  there  has 
been  any  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
wealthier  portions  of  the  Metropolis  to 
escape  from  their  fair  share  of  the  rates 
is  a  most  unjust,  unfair,  and  uncandid 
aspersion  upon  the  speeches  that'  have 
been  made  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
What  has  been  our  main  contention  ?     I 
hope   that  London  will  remember  this 
point.     Our  main  contention  is  that  this 
Bill  will  be  made  the  vehicle  of  better 
sanitation  for  Loudon,  and  that  the  extra 
burdens  that  are  to  be  imposed  on  the 
wealthier  part  of  the  Metropolis  should 
not    be    frittered    away,   but   that    we 
should  try  and  attain  the  object  which 
I     thought    was    the    object     of     Her 
Majesty's      Government,     and      which 
certainly      is      the      object      of      the 
County     Council  —  namely,     that     the 
money  should  be  spent  in  improving  the 
general  health  of  the  Metropolis.  We  have 
acknowledged  this  in  every  speech  we 
have  made.    I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  include 
me    amongst  those  who  he  says  have 
been  fighting  on  behalf  of  the  wealthier 
parishes.    Except  a  little  speech  I  made 
just  now  on  behalf  not  of  the  wealthy, 
but  of  the  poor,  I  have  ■  not  said  a  word 
which  by  any  possibility  could  be  so  con- 
strued.      I  would  also  call  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  Members  whose  constituencies  were 
interested  one  way  have  boldly  taken  the 
othor  line,  and  have  been  endeavouring 
io  make  this  the  best  Bill  it  can  be  made. 
I  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


should  have  imported  into  the  Debate  this 
attempt  to  make  political  capital  out  of  the 
discussion.  We  have  been  endeavouring— 
and  I  challenge  any  impartial  man  to 
deny  it — to  look  at  this  Bill  from  the 
point  of  view  of  how  best  the  money  can 
be  spent.  This  is  the  first  Amendment 
that  has  touched  the  question  of  the 
contribution  at  all,  and  the  whole  tone  of 
our  speeches  has  been  in  the  direction  of 
ascertaining  what  are  the  proper  claims 
of  the  poorer  portions  of  the  Metropolis. 
We  have  shown  that  the  money  is  impro- 
perly distributed  under  the  Bill,  but  we 
have  not  done  so  from  the  point  of  view 
of  richer  parishes.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  must  take  the  consequences  if  the 
speech  he  has  delivered  lengthens  both 
my  observations  and  the  observations  of 
any  other  speaker.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
present  when  I  pointed  out  that  some 
poor  parishes  would,  under  this  Bill, 
receive  perhajps  8d.,  whilst  others  would 
obtain  perhaps  only  4d.  We  say,  as 
regards  the  poorer  portions  of  the  Metro- 
polis, that  there  is  no  fair,  or  logical,  or 
just  distribution  of  the  benefits  that  are 
given.  This  is  a  totally  different  matter 
from  *^  haggling  "  on  behalf  of  the  richer 
parishes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  an  attack  on  the  City.  I  leave 
it  to  those  who  represent  the  City  to 
defend  it,  but  I  would  ask  whether  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  thinks  it  is  not 
right  for  the  City  to  put  forward  the 
point  that  the  City  rates  are  prac- 
tically almost  the  average  rates  of  the 
Metropolis?  My  hon.  Friend  behind 
me  says  they  are  fully  up  to  the  average 
in  certain  parishes. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  4s.  lOd. 
against  5s.  3d. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  4s.  lOd.  is  not 
admitted,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
confessed  that  he  has  not  got  the  precise 
figures.  No  one  can  tell  the  amount 
better  than  those  who  pay  the  rates. 
There  are  some  who  have  actually  paid 
in  cash  rates  which  are  considerably 
higher  than  the  4s.  lOd.  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  To  get  his  average  he 
must  show  that  there  are  a  considerable 
number  of  parishes  who  have  paid  less 
than  4s.  lOd.,  because  we  know  that 
there  are  parishes  which  have  paid  much 
more.  The  City  has  argued  that  it  will 
be  treated  unjustly  if  the  popuUtion  test 
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us  applied  to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  why  not  have  one  rate  all 
over  London  as  you  have  all  over  Bir- 
mingham ?  Well,  I  want  to  know  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  his  friends 
are  there  different  parts  of  Birmingham 
that  can  spend  the  money  of  the  other 
parts  without  having  any  control  exor- 
cised over  them  by  such  other  parts  ?  Is 
Birmingham  so  divided  up  in  its  govern- 
ment that  paving,  lighting,  scavenging, 
and  other  expenses  are  distributed  over 
different  parts  of  the  City,  and  that  one 
part  has  to  pay  for  another  part  without 
having  any  control  over  the  expenditure 
of  that  other  part  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  perfectly  well 
that  Birmingham  is  one  Municipality, 
and  that  the  whole  of  the  expenditure 
is  controlled  by  the  Municipality. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Exactly  ;  that  is 
our  point.  We  wish  to  have  that  con- 
trol which  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  and 
his  Colleagues  refuse  to  give  us.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  being  on  the  look- 
out apparently  for  political  capital — 
though  I  may  say  I  considored  him 
worthy  of  better  tilings — has  missed 
our  point,  that  if  we  can  get  the  general 
control  of  the  expenditure  we  are  per- 
fectly prepared  to  contribute  to  that  ex- 
penditure. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says,  "  See  what  Birmingham  does. 
Why  should  not  London  do  the  same?  " 
And  what  does  he  ask  us  to  do  ?  Some- 
thing entirely  different.  He  says  that 
one  sanitary  district  in  London  is  to 
hand  over  money  to  another  sanitary 
district  without  having  any  control 
over  the  expenditure.  At  all  events,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  say  that 
there  is  any  analogy  to  be  found  in  any 
part  of  the  Kingdom  for  such  a  proposal 
as  that  which  is  made  by  the  present 
Bill.  That  is  why  we  are  examining  it 
with  so  much  care.  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  as  regards 
the  sanitary  rates  of  the  Metropolis  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  richer  portions  of  London 
to  contribute  towards  the  cost  of  the 
sanitation  of  the  poorer  portions.  But  I 
want  to  have  some  analogy  to  those 
municipal  arrangements  which  he  justly 
admired.  If  we  are  going  to  hand  over 
a  sum  of  money  from  one  district  to 
another  we  should  be  sure  that  it  will  be 
spent  properly,  and  on  the  same  principle 
Mr.  Goschen 


as  money  is  spent  in  other  sanitary  dis- 
tricts. It  would  be  perfectly  possible 
under  the  Bill  for  one  sanitary  district  to 
undertake  to  pay  wages  to  its  employes 
at  the  rate  of  26s.  or  27s.  a  week,  whilst 
the  contributing  parish  pail  only  208.  I 
believe  there  is  a  great  deal  of  that  kind 
of  thing  going  on  now,  and  that  in  some 
of  the  more  highly  rated  districts  higher 
wages  were  paid  than  in  the  more  lowly 
rated  districts.  If  we  are  to  talk-  of 
London  as  a  whole  the  voice  of  London 
as  a  whole  ought  to  have  some  antbority 
over  the  expenditure  contributed  by  Lon- 
don as  a  whole.  We  shall  endeavour  to 
do  our  best  to  impress  on  the  Grovem- 
ment,  regardless  of  any  of  the  taunts  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  it  is 
necessary  w^here  contributions  are  made 
to  s(  e  that  the  control  exists  which  he 
himself  has  almost  boasted  exists  in  other 
municipal  parishes . 

•Colonel  HUGHES  said,  he  wished 
to  refer  to  a  remark  that  had  been  made 
earlier  in  the  Debate  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square  (Mr.  Goschen)  respecting  the  re- 
lative positions  of  the  poor  man 
in  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  and 
the  poor  man  at  Plumstead.  There 
were  7,000  odd  houses  in  Plumstead, 
and  the  average  rateable  value 
was  £17  per  house.  In  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  there  were  12,000  house- 
holders, and  the  average  rateable  value 
was  £141  per  house.  There  might  be  a 
few  poor  men  amongst  the  12,000,  and 
some  of  them  might  have  to  live  in 
heavily  rated  houses,  but  the  same  state 
of  things  must  have  prevailed  when  the 
Common  Poor  Fund  was  formed.  The 
poor  man  in  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  should  be  treated  now  in  the 
same  way  as  ho  was  treated  when  the 
Common  Poor  Fund  was  established,  and 
should  be  made  to  bear  the  burden  of  the 
rate  according  to  his  rateability. 

Mr.  MOULTON  (Hackney,  S.)  said, 
he  would  not  imitate  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  in  the  warmth  of  his  speech,  as 
he  thought  it  would  be  much  more 
profitable  to  deal  with  the  arguments 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  especially  his  in  the  Debate.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  advanced  three 
arguments.      In  the  first  place,  he  had 

said  that  the  rents  even  to  the  poor  were 
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high  in  St.  George^s,  Hanover  Square, 
and,  therefore,  although  tiie  rates  might 
not  he  much  in  ihe  £1,  poor  ratepayers 
had  to  pay  a  considerable  sum.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  Bill 
would  penalise  the  poor  man  in  St. 
Greorge^s,  Hanover  Square,  because  his 
rates  would  be  increased  by  it  whilst  the 
rates  of  the  poor  man  in  Bethnal  Green 
would  be  diminished.  Thirdly,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  claimed  that  the 
Grovemment  should  not  go  on  with  the 
Bill,  because  it  was  impossible  to  put  the 
management  of  the  whole  of  the  fund 
into  one  hand  as  was  done  in 
Municipalities. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  beg  pardon  ;  I 
did  not  say  that  we  should  not  go  on 
with  the  scheme.  I  said  we  ought  to 
amend  it. 

•Mr.  MOULTON  said,  he  would 
examine  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
arguments  one  by  one.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  rents 
for  the  same  accommodation  might  be 
higher  in  St.  George's  than  they  were 
in  Bethnal  Green,  but  no  rent  paid  in 
London  was  measured  simply  by  the  cost  of 
the  house.  The  value  of  the  position  of 
the  land  to  the  person  occupying  the  house 
was  an  element  in  the  rent  of  every 
bouse  in  London.  If  a  tradesman 
took  a  house  in  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  it  was  because  the  value  of  the 
place  for  trade  purposes  justified  him  in 
doing  so.  If  a  workman  took  a  house  in 
that  parish  it  was  because  he  wanted  to 
be  near  his  work .  A  tradesman  or  a 
workman  would  not  pay  more  in  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  than  he  would 
in  Bethnal  Green  except  in  the  hope  of 
making  the  difference  between  the  two 
rents  out  of  the  advantages  of  the 
position.  A  man  would  not  pay  more  for 
a  house  in  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
than  it  was  worth  to  him  any  more  than 
a  man  would  in  Bethnal  Green,  although 
the  amount  of  the  rent  was  no  doubt  in 
both  cases  very  large.  But  the  really 
important  argument  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  the  argument 
that  the  poor  man  in  St.  George's 
was  going  to  be  penalised  because 
money  was  to  be  taken  from  St. 
George's  and  given  to  other  parishes,  and 
this  would  raise  the  rates  to  the  poor  in 
St.  George's.  No  doubt  it  would,  but  it 
most  be  remembered  that  the  poor  in  St. 


George's  had  their  rates  pulled  down  by 
the   fact   that   the   large   houses  in  the 
parish  paid  an  enormous  amount  in  rates. 
The    poor    men    had    had    their    rates 
lowered  by  the  fact  that  they  were  in 
community  with  the  rich  men.     There- 
fore, when  their   rates  were  raised  they 
were  not  unfairly   raised  in  comparison 
with  the  rates  of  Bethnal  Green  because 
Bethnal   Green    contained    no    wealthy 
houses  by  which  the  rates  were  pulled 
down.     If  a  separate  district  were  con* 
stituted    out   of    the   poor  parts  of  St. 
George's  alone  the  sanitation  rates  in  that 
district  would  be  very  much  higher  than 
was   the  present  sanitation  rate  in  Si. 
George's.     It  was  because  the  poor  dis- 
tricts were  in  the  midst  of  a    wealthy 
parish  that  the  rates  were  as  low  as  they 
were,  and  if  Parliament  raised  the  rates 
all  it  would   do  would  be  to   place    the 
poor    ratepayers    in    the    position  they 
would    probably    be    in    if    they  were 
in  Bethnal  Green,  and  had  their  rates 
lowered    by   the   contribution   of   other 
London  parishes.     As  to  the  question  of 
the  management  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  new  common  fund,  the  House  had  to 
make  up  its  mind  on  one  thing — namely, 
whether  it  was  going  to  take  away  local 
administration   in    sanitation.      If  local 
administration  was   to  be  retained    the 
sum  demanded  by  the  nature  and  con- 
stitution of  the  district  must  be  contri- 
buted as  proposed  by  this  Bill.      It  was 
necessary  for  Parliament  to  fix  the  scale 
of  contribution  from  the  big  parishes  to 
the  small  ones,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  India  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  was  right  in  saying  that  an 
Amendment  which  left  it  doubtful  what 
the  scale  of  relief  would  be  must  be  fatal 
to  the  Bill.      The  only  way  in  which 
local  administration  could  be    retained, 
and  the  system  of  contribution   to  the 
poorer  parishes  could  be  carried  out,  was 
by  handing  over  a  sum  of  money  depend- 
ent upon  their  constitution,  and  letting 
them  make  the  best  of  it.     If  they  once 
made  up  their  minds  about  that — -and  if 
doubtful  about  it  let  them  now  divide 
and  decide  it — then  all  the  questions  of 
common  funds,  when  they  had  no  common 
administration,  were  foreign  to  the  Bill. 
They  would  make  it  a  hopeless  confusion 
instead  of  being  what  it  was — a  simple 
and  clear  ["  Oh,  oh  1 "]  attempt  to  make 
the  wealthier  parishes  contribute  to  the 
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additional     expenses     of     the     poorer 
parisiies. 

Mr.  fisher  (Fulham)  said,  that  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down,  having  made  a  Second  Beading 
speech  as  far  from  the  Amendment  as 
any  speech  he  had  ever  heard,  was  now 
desirous  of  taking  a  Division.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  com- 
menced his  speech  bj  complaining 
of  the  warmth  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  so  ably  lead- 
ing the  Opposition  in  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Bill,  but  that  beat  had  been 
engendered  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  which  was  only  to  be  accounted 
for  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  change 
from  the  Local  Government  Board  to  an 
Office  connected  with  an  Oriental  climate. 
No  one  was  more  surprised  than  he  (Mr. 
Fisher)  was  at  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man^s  change  from  the  pacific  tempera- 
ment he  had  displayed  when  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  The 
matter  before  the  Committee  had  been 
represented  as  a  quarrel  between  those 
who  would  have  to  pay  and  those  who 
would  have  to  receive.  Representing  a 
constituency  which  had  largely  to  receive, 
but  did  not  wish  to  be  debauched,  he  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  certain  Amend- 
ments in  the  Bill  which  would  enable 
some  kind  of  control  to  be  exercised  over  ! 
the  gift  which  was  being  made  to  Ful- 
ham by  those  sanitary  areas  which  were 
more  fortunate  than  they  were  in  that 
district.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  said  they  ought  to  accept 
any  scheme,  but  as  one  who  represente<l 
an  area  which  was  going  to  receive  he 
was  not  in  favour  of  accepting  any 
scheme.  He  was  strongly  in  favour  of 
some  central  and  common  fund  for  sani- 
tary purposes,  but  he  had  some  little 
knowledge 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  rise 
to  Order.  Is  the  hon.  Member  discussing 
the  Amendment  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  :  You  did  not 
object  when  the  last  speaker  was  ad- 
dressing the  Committee. 

The  chairman  said,  it  was  desir- 
able  that  the  Committee  should  keep  to 
the  specific  Amendment  under  discus- 
sion. 

Mr.  FISHER  said,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  he  was  really  the  only  per- 
son who  had  spoken  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr,  Moulton 


Although  representing  a  constituency 
that  was  to  receive  he  felt  bound  to  ex- 
press his  view  as  to  the  process  by  which 
the  gift  should  be  bestowed.  He  did  not 
want  his  constituency  to  be  debauched  ; 
therefore,  he  thought  there  should  be 
some  control  exercised  over  the  expendi- 
ture. Now  he  came  directly  to  the 
Amendment 

•Mb.  lough  :  Hear,  hear ! 

An  hon.  Member  :  Why  did  not  the 
hon.  Member  for  Islington  interrupt  his 
own  side  ? 

Mb.  FISHER  said,  the  Amendment 
was  to  the  effect  that  the  County 
Council  should  not  necessarily  be  always 
obliged  to  put  the  rate  as  high  as  6d.,  bot 
that  the  words  should  be  ^^  not  exceeding 
6d.  in  the  £1."  It  might  be  that  the 
County  Council,  after  some  experieooe  in 
this  matter,  might  come  to  the  concluflion 
that  less  than  6d.  in  the  £1  would  be 
necessary.  If  so,  the  County  Comioil 
should  have  power  to  raise  less.  Others 
wise  some  Local  Authorities,  by  need- 
lessly raising  the  salaries  of  their  officials, 
might  spend  more  on  sanitation  than  was 
desirable.  If  this  were  done  in  one  dis- 
trict it  would  necessarily  have  a  bad 
effect  in  other  districts.  Whenever  these 
subjects  came  before  Local  Authorities  it 
was  a  common  thing  for  them  to  compare 
their  expenditure  with  that  of  their 
neighbours,  and  the  force  of  example 
might  induce  many  of  them  to  spend 
more  than  was  necessary  on  those  objects 
to  promote  which  the  Bill  was  introduced. 
He  was  in  favour  of  a  greater  discre- 
tionary power  being  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  London  County  Council. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  that  his  object 
throughout  these  Debates  had  been  to 
try  to  improve  the  Bill  and  make  it 
fairer,  so  that  certain  districts  should  not 
be  relieved  at  the  expense  of  others  which 
were  poorer.  He  would  like  to  point 
out  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that, 
although  Plumstead  and  Eltham,  two 
contiguous  parishes,  now  paid  exactly 
the  same  rates  in  the  £1,  the  former  was 
to  receive  under  the  Bill  7^.,  and  the 
latter  less  than  a  farthing  relief.  That 
was  a  startling  case,  which  showed  the 
need  of  some  discrimination.  He  himself 
had  put  down  Amendments  to  extend 
the  power  of  discrimination,  and,  although 
he  strongly  supported  a  fairer  and  more 
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equitable  system  of  taxation  for  the  dif- 
ferent districts  of  London — and  had 
always  advooated  it — ^he  contended  that 
unless  this  measure  were  amended  in 
some  such  way  as  was  proposed,  by 
giving  a  discriminating  power,  it  would 
inflict  even  greater  hardship  than  existed 
at  present. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  that  this 
Bill  was  going  to  do  very  much  what 
the  Metropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund  did 
— that  was  to  say,  that  the  rich  parishes 
would  contribute  about  as  much  as  they 
did  under  that  Fund.  That  was  a  per* 
fectly  true  statement,  taking  the  number 
of  parishes  together  ;  but  if  they  took  the 
parishes  singly,  they  were  taxed  in  a 
very  different  manner.  He  would  like 
to  say  a  few  words  respecting  the 
City  of  London.  The  City  would  not 
oppose  any  equitable  arrangement.  It 
had  always  desired  to  act  not  only  with 
fairness,  but  with  liberality,  towards  the 
rest  of  London.  When  the  Common 
Poor  Fund  was  instituted  it  was  actually 
proposed  by  a  Member  for  the  City,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George^s,  and 
the  City  supported  the  arrangement. 
Did  or  did  not  the  City  pay  its  fair 
share?  The  total  population  of  the 
Metropolis  was  4,230,000 ;  that  of  the 
City  was  stated  to  be  37,500.  Taking 
the  poor  rate,  in  the  first  place,  the  total 
expenditure  was  £2,728,000,  of  which 
the  City  paid  £244,000.  So  that,  while 
37,000  persons  paid  £244,000,  4,200,000 
only  paid  £2,500,000.  Or  if  they  looked 
at  it  in  another  way,  the  average  rate  per 
head  for  the  whole  country  was  63.  3d,  ; 
in  London  it  was  under  12s.,  while  in  the 
City  it  was  over  £6.  Ju  a  population  of 
37,000  the  number  of  lunatics  would 
naturally  be  small,  and  the  expense 
trifling,  particularly  in  the  case  of  such  a 
population  as  that  of  the  City  ;  yet  the 
City  paid  £71,000  towards  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Board,  the  great  bulk 
of  which  was  in  relief  of  the  rates  of  the 
rest  of  the  Metropolis.  Taking  the  case 
of  education,  the  total  rate  for  the  whole 
country  was  £3,300,000 ;  that  for  London 
was  £1,445,000,  of  which  the  City  paid 
no  less  than  £175,000.  The  average  cost 
for  a  child,  according  to  the  Education 
Returns,  was  £2  8s.  4d.,  and  the  number 
of  children  of  school  age  was  one-sixth 
of  the  population. 
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Mr.  lough  asked  if  it  was  relevant 
to  go  into  these  matters  ? 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  (Sir  J. 
Goldsmid)  ruled  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  perfectly  in  Order. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  would  not 
detain  the  Committee  more  than  a  few 
minutes.  He  was  dealing  with  the  case 
of  education.  The  City  of  London,  with 
a  population  of  37,000  persons  would 
contain  6,000  children,  for  whom  the 
cost  would  be  under  £15,000.  But  the 
City  contributed  no  less  than  £175,000, 
so  that  it  paid  far  more  than  10  times  its 
proportionate  cost.  It  must  be  admitted 
then,  that  as  regarded  the  poor,  the 
lunatics,  and  education,  the  City  paid  its 
full,  and  more  than  its  full,  share.  The 
total  amount  raised  in  the  Metropolis 
was  £8,400,000,  while  that  raised  in  the 
City  alone  was  £1,000,000.  In  other 
words  4,260,000  persons  contributed 
£7,400,000,  while  37,000  persons  con- 
tributed £1,000,000,  or  over  £25  per 
head.  And  yet  it  was  said  that  they  did 
not  contribute  enough.  Moreover,  during 
the  last  five  years  the  City  had  con- 
tributed no  less  than  £900,000  for  im- 
provements in  other  parts  of  the  Metropolis 
without  receiving  a  farthing  for  improve- 
ments. Lastly,  the  City  had  constructed 
the  Tower  Bridge  at  a  cost  of  £1,000,000 
sterling  without  receiving  any  contribu- 
tion from  othen  parts  of  London.  The 
population  of  the  City  as  defined  in  the 
Bill  might  be  taken  at  300,000  during 
the  day.  For  these  sanitation,  streets, 
and  lighting  had  to  be  provided,  and  the 
streets  must  of  course  be  lighted  at 
night.  Under  these  heads  the  City  spent 
£170,000  a  year,  whereas  for  the  rest  of 
the  Metropolis  the  cost  was  £1, 500,000. 
Taking  the  respective  valuations  for  the 
City  and  for  the  rest  of  the  Metropolis, 
the  proportion  of  expenditure  under  these 
heads  was  very  much  the  same  ;  and  yet 
the  City  was  now  called  upon  to  con- 
tribute a  further  £100,000  a  year.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  in  charge  <  of  the  Bill 
stated  the  average  rate  for  the  City  at 
4s.  10^.  which  was,  no  doubt,  the  figure 
given  in  the  London  County  Council 
statistics.  It  was  not,  however,  complete, 
as  it  did  not  comprise  the  ward  rate  or 
Militia  rate.  He  believed  that  5s.  2d. 
more  closely  approximated  to  the  actual 
figures.  Indeed,  5s.  2d.  was  the  amount 
agreed  to  a  year  or  two  ago  as  the  average 
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rate  for  the  purpose  of  the  rating  of  tlie 
Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company ;  and 
since  then  the  rates  had  certainly  risen 
by  more  than  Id.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman hail  told  the  Committee  that  the 
average  rate  for  the  Metropolis  was 
5s.  od.,  so  that  the  City'  was  really 
within  2d.  of  the  average  rate.  There 
was  also  tho  question  of  the  compound 
householder  to  be  considered  when 
making  a  comparison.  One  reason  why 
the  City  appeared  to  be  lightly  rated 
was  because  in  the  City  many  amounts 
were  paid  by  the  Corporation  out  of  City 
funds  which  elsewhere  would  come 
technically  out  of  rates.  For  instance, 
the  expense  for  bridges,  which  amounted 
to  £39,000,  and  for  the  library  and 
various  other  items,  amounting  to  some 
£130,000  a  year,  were  thus  paid.  If  his 
right  hon.  Friend  looked  closely  into  the 
matter  hiB  would  come  to  feel  that  the 
attack  which  had  been  made  on  the  City 
was  not  justified  by  the  circumstances. 
The  City  had  no  desire  to  evade  some 
extra  payment ;  but  he  submitted  that 
no  case  had  been  made  out  why  the  City 
should  be  called  on  for  a  larger  sum  than 
£50,000  a  year.  They  believed  that  the 
Bill  would  introduce  additional  com- 
plexity into  the  already  intricate 
machinery  existing  in  the  Metropolis.  He 
apologised  to  the  Cothmittee  for  having 
drawn  attention  to  these*  matters,  and  he 
w^as  obliged  to  them  for  the  manner  in 
which  thev  had  listened  to  him. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  now  agree 
to  come  to  a  decision  upon  the  Amend- 
ment, which  they  had  been  engaged  in 
discussing  for  an  hour  and  three-quarters. 
The  Debate  had  certainly  gone  some- 
what wide  of  the  question  before  them, 
lie  would  defer  his  reply  to  the  remarks 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  until  a  later 
occasion. 

Sir  a.  BORTHWICK  (Kensington, 
S.)  said,  he  would  like  to  say  a  word  in 
reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  India.  He 
represented  Kensington,  which  was  a 
rich,  well-conducted,  and  well-adminis- 
tered parish,  and  they  wanted  to  know 
where  the  money  was  going  to  and  who 
was  to  have  control  of  it.  It  was  far 
from  their  wish  to  evade  any  obligation 
whatever  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  could  say 

Sir  t/.  Lubbock 


that  Kensington  had  vohmtarily  done  a 
great  deal  of  good  io  the  Metropolis. 
The  mother  church  of  that  district  had 
voluntarily  annexed  an  East  End  parish. 
He  was  sure,  also,  that  St.  George's  and 
the  other  great  and  rich  Metropolitan 
parishes  were  quite  willing  to  bear  their 
proper  burdens,  their  cry  on  this 
particular  point  being,  where  was  the 
money  going  to  and  who  was  to .  ad- 
minister it.  Under  tlie  Common  Poor 
Fund  they  knew  where  the  money  went 
and  how  it  was  administered.  They 
were  perfectly  willing  to  pay  a  rate  of 
6d.,  or  even  more  for  the  benefit  of  their 
poorer  neighbours,  bat  they  protested 
against  the  notion  of  being  taxed  with- 
out having  any  control  over  the  money. 
Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  desired  to 
say  a  word  in  explanation.  His  inter* 
pretation  of  the  Bill  had  been  questioned, 
and  in  reference  to  that  he  desired  to 
quote  a  sentence  from  the  Report  of  the 
Vestry  Clerk  of  the  parish  of  Kensington^ 
who  wrote — 

*'Thi8  Bill  seeks  to  empower  the  London 
County  Council " 

The  iDEPUTY  CHAIRMAN: 
Order',  order  !  That  certainly  is  going 
beyond  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  108  ; 
Noes  35.— (Division  List,  No.  209.) 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  moved,  in 
page  1,  line  7,  after  **rate  of,"  insert 
"  three  pence." 

The  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN: 
Order,  order  !  The  hon.  Member  cannot 
move  that.  He  must  move  to  omit  the 
wonl  "  sixpence,"  if  he  wants  to  insert 
another  figure. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  said,  he  would 
bow  to  the  Chairman^s  ruling,  and  would 
move  the  Amendment  in  the  form  he 
suggested.  He  had  listened  with  very 
great  surprise  to  the  speech  of  the  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  India. 
The  Debate  had  been  conducted  with 
great  calmness  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  risen  and  attacked  hon. 
Members  of  the  Opposition,  and  had  said 
that  their  sole  wish  was  to  do  their  best 
to  protect  the  wealthier  classes  of  Lon- 
don. That  was  very  far  from  their  in- 
tention. He  was  moving  this  Amend- 
ment in  the  interest  of  a  constituency^ 
which     he     thought     could     not     be 
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desenbeil  as  a  wealthy  constituency, 
for  it  oontaioed  a  vast  number  of  poor 
people.  He  auderstood  tbe  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  say  that 
the  fittpitary  rate  in  London ^  or  the 
amount  that  ought  to  be  spent  for  purely 
Bunit^ry  purposes,  ought  not  to  be  more 
than  3d.  tu  the  £1. 

Mr.  SHAVV-LEFEVRE:  I  said 
under  the  Public  Health  Act. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  said,  he  ac- 
cepted the  correction,  bat  at  the  same 
time  he  would  point  out  that  the  Public 
Health  Act  had  a  very  wide  scope,  and 
that  outside  of  it  there  was  very  little 
sanitary  work  that  could  be  done  in  the 
Metropolis.  There  had  been  special 
pleading  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
regar<ling  the  fact  that  those  hou. 
Members  who  were  trying  to  limit 
the  expenditure  under  the  Bill  were 
simply  acting  and  speaking  in  the 
interests  of  the  wealthier  population. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hackney- s  speech 
was  purely  special  pleading,  but  he  would 
point  out  for  the  hon.  Gentleman *s  in- 
formation and  for  the  information  of  other 
hon.  Members  that  a  poor  jmrish  like 
Wappi ug  would  have  to  contribute  no 
less  than  4jd.  in  the  £1  to  this  common 
fund,  while  St.  Paurs,  Coveut  Garden, 
also  tt  parish  containing  a  very  poor  dis- 
trict, would  have  to  give  5d,,  8t.  Martin V 
iu-the-Fields  4d.,  and  St.  Clemen t^s 
Danes  also  4d.  Hon.  Members  who  had 
addressed,  and  who  might  address,  the 
House,  would  no  doubt  ask  why  should 
not  there  be  a  common  fund  for  Loudon  as 
in  such  places  as  Wolverhampton  and 
Bradford,  In  Bradford  the  people  had  a 
common  fund  allocated  for  all  purposes* 
This  was  not  at  all  the  same  case.  There 
was  no  compounding  system.  Bradford 
was  rntod  in  precisely  the  same  way  all 
through,  and  an  assessment  committee 
existed  by  which  the  assessments  were 
carried  out  on  identically  the  same  lines. 

The  CHAIRMAN*  The  Amendment 
which  the  hou.  Member  is  moving  is  to 
omit  iyd*  in  order  to  insert  3d,  He  must 
address  his  argument  to  the  point  whe- 
ther the  Committee  should  accept  the 
larger  or  the  smaller  sum. 

Mr.  R.  G,  WEBSTER  desired  to 
point  out  that  the  Public  Health  Act  had 
A  very  ^vide  scope,  and  that  3d.  would  be 
a^iequate  to  meet  the  rec^uirements  of  the 
case,  that  wns  to  say  expenditure  for 
winit^iry   purposes,   that  sum  being  coU 

VOL.  XXVIIL  [fourth  series.] 


lected  from  all  the  parishes  in  Lotidoa. 
He  begged  to  move,  therefore,  that  the 
sum  lixed  he  3d.  in  the  £1. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  l,line 
7,  leave  out  "  sixpence,**  and  insert 
"  threepence/* — {Mr.  B,  G,  fFebittr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *  sixpence ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause.** 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that  ib 
the  discussion  which  had  previously 
taken  place  this  matter  had  beeu  fully 
considered,  and  that  the  last  Amendment 
virtually  disposed  of  this  question.  He 
could  only  say  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  regarded  6d.  as  the 
miuimum  mtm  for  the  purposes  in  view. 
A  rate  of  3d,  would  hardly  be  worth 
having  at  all,  and  the  Government  wovdd 
uot  have  thought  worth  while  to  pro- 
pose it«  As  regarded  the  reference  to  the 
Public  Health  Act^  he  would  only  say 
that  the  cost  of  carrying  it  out  was  3d. 
A  rate  of  Id.  in  the  £1  for  Hanover 
Square  would  mean  an  8d.  rate  for 
Bethnal  Green,  where  the  cost  of  carrying 
out  the  Public  Health  Act  would  be 
much  more  serions»  A  much  smaller 
amount  would  bo  required  for  the  parishes 
in  the  centre  of  London.  He  could  only 
repeat  that  6d.  was  the  minimum  sum 
which  could  be  considered  at  all  adequate. 

Sir  R.  temple  desired  to  say  only 
one  word  in  support  of  the  Amendment. 
Quoting  from  a  Report  with  reference  to 
Kensington,  ho  pointei)  out  that  after  the 
creation  of  this  fund  a  sum  of  £18,000, 
or  in  other  words  2s.  3d.  in  the  £1,  would 
at  once  be  added  to  the  rates  of  the 
parish,  with  a  further  increase  Jn  future. 
As  an  illustration  of  what  the  result 
would  be  he  thought  that  was  a  very  good 
ground  for  supporting  the  Amendment. 

Mr,  WHITMORE  said,  that  he  could 
not  support,  tbe  Amendment,  but  ho 
should  like  to  tAke  this  opportunity  of 
asking  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board  for  specific  information  as  to 
how  far  the  6d,  rate  ought  to  be  ex* 
pended  on  sanitary  purpof^es.  Surely  it 
was  only  right  that  London  Members 
should  receive  an  answer  to  that  question. 

The  chairman  poiuted  out  that 
the  questiou  would  arise  under  Section  4. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  had  only  asked 
for  the  information  upon  the  q  nest  ion 
whether  3d,  should  besubstitntcd  fnr6tl., 
and  how  far  the  latter  sum,  if  retained, 
would  be  required  for  purely  sanitary 
purposes. 
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Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  enid,  that 
ihd  &renig;e  ootitributlou  would  oot  he 
much  more  thftu  3d.,  and  that  would  not 
go  very  far  towards  coveriDg  the  sanitary 
expeases.  Some  parishes  would  iucrejisc 
their  oxpeodlture  on  sanit&rj  work,  while 
in  others  the  sum  might  merely  be 
applied  to  relieve  the  rates.  No  geueral 
rale  could  ha  laid  dawn.  EesiJas  the 
expenditure  under  the  Public  Health 
Act  there  was  a  great  deal  of  expen- 
diture which  was  virtually  though  uot 
lechDicuUy  for  sauitAttou,  as,  for  instance, 
cleansing  cesspools  and  scavenging  ro«id&. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  might  rest  assured 
that  the  very  moderate  contribution  in 
the  poorer  parishes  would  l>e  expended 
for  purposes  coming  within  the  term 
sanitation. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  hoped  the  Amendment  would  not 
be  pressed,  as  he  should  be  sorry  to  see 
the  rate  reduced  to  3d,  But  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
wm  utterly  inconsistent.  He  now  said 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  actual 
sanitary  expenditure  which  wag  not 
legally  so  called.  Earlier  in  the  dis- 
^jussion,  when  hon.  Members  were  urging 
ehat  this  rate  shouJd  be  devoted  exclu- 
sively to  sanitation,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  if  such  a  limitation 
were  imposed  it  would  l)e  impossible 
to  provide  for  the  disposal  of  the 
money  by  some  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rities, The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  two 
gtatements  were  not  consistent. 

Mr,     8HAW-LEFEVRE  :  I      was 

speaking  of  sanitary  expenditure  as  ex- 
penditure uuder  the  Public   Health  Act, 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  that  there  had 
been  no  desire  to  make  the  limitation  so 
narrow.  The  objection  was  to  money 
boiDg  taken  out  of  other  people^s  pockets 
for  road-making  and  lighting  which  were 
not  subjects  coming  properly  within  the 
purposes  of  the  fund.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  unless  those  two 
objects  were  included  it  would  be  im- 
potjsible  to  distribute  the  money  among 
the  Ijocal  Authorities,  whereas  he  now 
stated  that  a  good  deal  of  sanitary  work 
WAS  done  which  did  not  come  under  that 
legal  and  technical  description.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend,  however, 
that  if  they  were  going  to  pass  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  rates  of  London  the 
Committee  might  just  as  well  be  **  hung 


for  a  sheep  as  a  lamb  **  and  iii»ke  Ibe 
amount  6d.  at  once. 

Mr.  R.  G,  WEBSTER,  after  the 
observations  which  had  been  made,  asked 
|M3nni88ion  to  withdraw  the  Amendment* 

Mb.     HARTLEY     said,    their    only 
object  was  to  see  that  the  amount,  what* 
ever  it  was,  should  be  properly  expended. 
For   his  own   part  he  thought   6<L  was  ^ 
not  enough,  and  provided  the  Bill  secured  H 
more  careful  arrangement  he  would  Dot  T 
object  to  a  larger  sura. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  objeetioo 
on  the  part  of  Representatives  of  ricdi 
parishes  was  to  the  want  of  elasticity  in 
the  Bill.  They  woiild  not,  however,  I 
divide  the  House  on  the  question  of  a 
diminution  from  6d.  to  3d. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  KIMBER  moved  an  Amendment 
exempting  from  contribution  parishes 
where  the  rates  wxre  above  the  average* 
In  Wandsworth  the  rates  for  the  past  12 
months  were  6^.  6d.,  though  it  was  true 
it  was  a  receiving  parish  by  the  &mall 
amount  of  2d.  In  the  City  again  the 
rates  were  6s.  4d.,  which  probably  ex* 
eluded  one  or  two  exceptional  items 
which  would  not  ordinarily  be  called 
rates.  He  did  not,  however,  wish  it  to 
be  supposed  that  he  was  actuated  by  any 
such  pitiable  consideration  as  whether  bis 
own  and  his  fellow^parishioners^  ratea 
would  be  reduced  or  raised  2d.  or  3d. 
He  was  sure  that  nothing  that  had 
parsed  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  would 
justify  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
attributing  to  theni  any  meaner  motives 
than  those  for  which  they  had  alwayiB 
claimed  credit.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  stated  that 
it  was,  at  all  events,  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  no  parish  whoae  ratea 
were  among  the  highest — that  was  to  say^ 
above  the  average  of  5s*  6d. — should  be 
called  upon  to  \^ontribute. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
statement  he  had  made  was  that  the  Go* 
vernraent  l>elieved  the  effect  would  be 
that  parishes  atK)ve  the  average  would 
not  lie  called  upon. 

Mk.  KIMBER  said,  the  proviso  be 
wisheil  to  insert  would  secure  that  the 
Bill  should  have  that  effect.  Its  aim  was 
to  protect  a  parish  which,  for  instance, 
was  paying  7s*  4d.,  against  being  called 
upon  to  contribute.  He  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit  that 
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that  was  fair.  He  knew  that  it  had  been 
suggested  4;hat  one  effect  of  this  proposal 
would  be  that,  when  a  parish  fonnd  itself 
in  a  position  which  compelled  it  to  con- 
tribute to  the  fund,  in  order  to  escape  so 
doing  it  would  at  once  go  in  for  making 
its  own  expenditure  excessive.  He  did 
not  believe  that  in  practice  that  would  be 
fonnd  to  be  so.  The  average  rate  of  the 
whole  of  the  Metropolis  was  5s.  6d.  in 
the  £1,  and  he  asked  whether  any  parish 
would  attempt  to  increase  their  ex- 
penditure so  as  to  exceed  that  figure  by 
Is.  or  Is.  6d.  in  order  merely  to  escape 
from  the  payment  of  the  additional  6d. 
required  as  a  contribution  to  this  fund  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
9,  at  end,  insert — 

**  Provided  always  that— (a)  No  parish  whose 
total  rate  in  the  £1  for  the  previous  year  is 
above  the  average  total  rate  m  the  £1  of  all 
London  shall  contribate  to  the  said  fond  ;  (b) 
no  parish  whose  total  rate  in  the  £1  for  the 
previous  year  is  below  the  average  total  rate  iu 
the  £1  for  all  London  shall  receive  any  grant 
from  the  said  fund." — (Jl/r.  Ximber.') 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEYRE  said,  that  at 
first  sight  the  Amendment  no  doubt 
seemed  plausible  enough,  but  on  closer 
examination  it  would  be  found  that, 
although  there  was  a  good  deal  that 
could  be  said  in  its  favour,  still  it  would 
lead  to  extravagance  and  unnecessary 
expenditure,  and  on  that  account  the 
GrOYemment  could  not  agree  to  it.  He 
would  point  out  that  a  parish,  on  the  one 
hand,  whose  rates  were  below  the  aver- 
age would  feel  itself  bound  to  expend  the 
money  in  its  own  area,  which  it  would 
otherwise  have  to  contribute  to  the 
fund,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  a  parish 
might  increase  its  expenditure  iu  order  to 
raise  its  expenses  to  such  an  amount  as 
would  enable  it  to  claim  a  contribution. 
Take  Kensington  as  an  illustration  of 
what  would  happen.  The  average  rates 
in  that  parish  for  the  last  three  years 
were  5s.  Under  this  Bill  it  would  be 
called  upon  to  pay  3d.  in  the  £1,  in  aid 
of  the  poorer  parishes,  which  would 
bring  them  up  to  5s.  dd.  The  contribu- 
tion which  the  parish  would  pay  would 
amount  to  £18,000  a  year.  If  it  increased 
ito  expenditure  within  the  parish  by  that 
aoBii  it  would  be  free  from  contribution 
to  the  f  nnd.  Could  any  plan  be  proposed 
which  would  hold  out  greater  inducement 
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to  extravagance  in  the  parish  ?  The  same 
objection  applied  in  the  other  direction 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Amendment.  If 
the  proposal  was  one,  as  had  been  urged^ 
that  should  be  accepted  on  the  ground  of 
common  fairness,  why  was  it  not  inserted 
in  the  Bill  of  1870  ?  He  also  objected 
to  the  Amendment  because  it  would 
give  rise  to  a  feeling  of  uncertainty  in  all 
those  cases  where  the  amount  of  the 
rates  fell  a  little  below  the  limit  fixed. 
That  would  open  the  door  to  all  kinds  of 
gerrymandering.  From  every  point  of 
view,  therefore,  he  considered  that  it 
would  be  most  unwise  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  Amendment. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  said,  this 
Amendment  was  not  necessitated  by  the 
present  position  of  London  in  these 
matters.  A  parish  might  give  an  extra 
5  per  cent,  for  compounding  on  a  great 
number  of  houses,  and  thus  raise  the  rate. 
It  would  be  rather  hard  to  deprive  poorer 
parishes  of  the  benefits  that  they  hoped 
to  get,  because  the  system  of  compounding 
had  increased  the  rates  in  the  contri- 
buting parishes. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  appealed  to  him 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment,  and  had 
referred  to  the  Act  of  1870,  in  which  he 
said  there  was  nothing  of  this  kind.  Of 
course  there  was  nothing  of  the  kind  in 
that  Statute,  because  the  whole  arrange- 
ment was  different.  There  they  had 
some  distinct  test  of  wealth  or  pauperism^ 
and  there  was  none  of  that  uncertainty 
which  attached  to  this  Bill.  Everyone 
was  able  to  calculate  what  the  proportion 
would  be  according  to  the  rate  of 
pauperism.  Whenever  the  right  hon.. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  Act  of  1870  he 
(Mr.  Goschen)  could  not  help  thinking 
how  much  better  a  measure  it  was  than 
this,  and  how  its  provisions  secured  the^ 
Metropolis  against  the  dangers  they  saw 
in  this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  argued  in  regard  to  one  or  two 
parishes  which  stood  precisely  on  the 
border  line,  and  in  all  cases  where  they 
drew  a  particular  line  it  was  certain  that 
there  would  be  cases  either  above  cr 
below  that  line  where  possibly  operationa 
might  be  taken  which  would  defeat  the 
intentions  of  Parliament.  But  they 
must  be  very  near  the  line  to  make  it 
worth  their  while.  If  they  were  a  little 
below  it  would  be  a  strong  order  to  in- 
crease their  rates  so  that  they  might  come 
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under  this  Bill.  He  admitted  there  were 
one  or  two  pftrishes  where  that  might  be 
the  case,  and  although  he  doubted  whe- 
ther that  was  a  practical  argument  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  use  against 
it,  still  he  admitted  there  was  some  force 
in  it,  and  he  should  be  reluctant  to  en- 
courage any  provisions  which  would  hold 
out  anj  inducement  to  a  parish  to  in- 
crease the  rates.  Still,  while  he  saw 
difficulties  in  adopting  the  Amendment, 
he  also  perceived  some  advantages  that 
would  attend  it.  The  proposal  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was  right,  just,  and  equitable 
in  theory ;  but  under  all  the  circum- 
stances he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  would 
act  wisely  in  withdrawing  the  Amend- 
ment. At  the  same  time,  he  was  bound 
to  say  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought,  in  justice,  to  admit  the  pro- 
position that  no  parish  whose  rate  was 
above  the  average  rate  of  all  London 
ought  to  be  called  on  to  contribute  to  the 
fund. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  desired  to  point 
out  to  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  it  would  be  a  very 
dangerous  thing  for  a  parish  to  try  to  in- 
crease their  rates  in  order  to  get  above 
the  average.  The  average  might  go  up 
at  the  same  time,  and  the  parish  would 
then  find  itself  in  a  very  awkward  posi- 
tion. He  was  very  sorry  to  hear  the 
Amendment  was  to  be  withdrawn,  as  he 
should  very  much  have  liked  to  support 
it. 

♦Mr.  lough  desired  to  point  out 
that  the  relief  which  had  to  be  paid  to 
any  parish  depended  not  upon  whether 
the  rate  was  higher  but  whether  the 
poverty  was  greater.  The  test  of  whether 
a  parish  should  pay  was  its  richness,  and 
the  test  of  whether  a  parish  should 
receive  was  its  poverty.  It  might  happen 
that  a  rich  parish  had  got  a  high  rate, 
and  had  got  some  advantages  from  its 
high  rate,  but  because  it  was  wealthy  it 
would  have  to  coiitribute  something  to  a 
poor  parish.  If  hon.  Members  would 
recollect  that  simple  test  all  difficulties 
would  disappear.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Islington  took  two  parishes,  and 
he  told  them  that  Plnmstead  had  to 
receive  a  large  amount  while  Eltham  had 
to  pay. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  It  receives  some* 
thing  less  than  ^. 

*Mr.  lough  said,  the  argument  was 
that  one  parish  received  about  7d.  whilst 

Mr.  Goschen 


the  other  received  only  ^.  He  wanted 
the  hon.  Member  to  learn  wh^  this  was 
so.  The  two  parishes  were  not  treated 
alike,  although  they  lay  beside  one 
another,  but  because  Plumstead  was 
very  poor,  and  had  an  average  valuation 
per  head  of  the  population  of  only 
£3  28.,  it  received  7d.  in  the  £1,  whilst 
Eltham,  which  was  rich,  and  had  an 
average  valuation  per  head  of  £9  28., 
it  only  received  one  farthing.  If  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  recognise  this 
principle  they  would  find  the  Bill  was  not 
uncertain  in  its  operation,  but  extremely 
certain,  and  worked  with  marvellous 
accuracy  all  through  the  Metropolitan 
area.  The  point  at  which  the  line  was 
drawn  was  an  average  value  of  £7  IBs. 
per  head  of  the  population.  With  a 
single  exception  all  under  that  amoant 
received  and  all  above  that  amount  paid* 
It  did  not  matter  what  the  rates  were. 
A  parish  would  have  to  pay  because  it 
was  rich.  It  might  be  extravagant  and 
have  high  rates,  but  it  would  have  to 
pay  ;  and  there  might,  again,  be  a  yerr 
poor  parish  which  was  very  economical, 
and  it  should  not  be  deprived  of  its  fair 
share  of  benefit  because  it  had  managed 
its  affairs  economically.  Take  the  ease 
of  St.  Olave's,  Southwark.  It  was  said 
that  6s.  4d.  was  a  high  rate,  and  it  was 
asked  why  St.  Olave's  should  have  to 
pay  a  little  more.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  look  at  the  average  valuation  of 
St.  Olave's  they  would  find  it  was  £50  per 
head  of  the  population,  so  that  it  was  quite 
just  this  parish  should  make  a  little  eon* 
tribution.  Take  a  case  like  lAington, 
whose  average  rate  might  happen  to  be 
under  the  average  of  the  rates  in  the 
Metropolis.  They  had  had  an  illustration 
given  of  how  that  might  be  brought 
about.  Islington  had  only  2d.  to  pay  for 
a  certain  class  of  loans,  whilst  an  ad- 
joining parish  had  Is.  4d.  to  pay  for 
the  same  kind  of  loans.  If  they  adopted 
the  principle  of  this  Amendment 
they  would  not  study  economy,  but 
would  put  a  premium  upon  extravagance. 
He  was  quite  certain  if  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  moved  the  Amendment  would 
recognise  the  principle  upon  which  the 
Bill  was  based — namely,  the  richness  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  poverty  on  the 
other,  both  of  which  were  arrived  at  the 
same  way,  he  would  see  that  his  proposal 
was  not  one  which  it  would  be  wise  to 
press  to  a  Division. 
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Mr.  KIMBER  desired  to  be  allowed 
to  answer  the  observations  made  from  the 
opposite  Benches.  First  of  all,  there 
was  no  argument  as  to  extravagance 
which  conld  be  adduced  against  this 
clause  which  was  not  equally  good 
against  anj  principle  of  doles,  however 
that  principle  might  be  applied.  The 
face  that  all  the  parishes  of  Loudon  would 
be  in  a  state  of  expeetancj,  through 
their  representative  bodies,  of  getting  a 
dole  at  the  expense  of  a  common  fund 
would  lead  them  pro  ianio  to  a  kind  of — 
he  would  not  say  extravagance,  because 
he  should  not  like  to  charge  the  consti- 
tuencies of  London  with  wilful  extrava- 
gance, but  it  would  teud  to  induce  a  spirit 
of  self-liberalitj  towards  their  districts 
that  would  certainly  lead  to  a  larger  ex- 
penditure by  them  than  would  otherwise 
be  the  case.  Another  answer  to  the 
plea  of  extravagance  was  the  control 
that  must  be  exercised  in  any  case  where 
thej  had  any  expenditure  over  a  large 
area.  In  the  case  of  the  Common  Poor 
Fund  they  had  the  supervision  of  the 
liOcal  Government  Board,  and  some 
tribunal  or  machinery  must  be,  in  subse- 
quent parts  of  this  Bill,  erected  for  the 
purpose  of  controlling  the  expenditure  of 
this  fund,  however  it  might  be  distributed. 
The  question  of  whether  any  parish  had 
made  its  rates  too  high,  so  that  it  might 
become  a  recipient  of  this  fund,  should 
be  made  the  subject  of  criticism  by  some 
body  responsible  for  it,  and  there  was  no 
body  so  competent,  having  regard  to  its 
▼ery  efficient  staff,  as  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  The  expectation  of  the 
distribution  out  of  a  fund  which  was  to 
be  applied  to  all  London  was  not  suffi- 
eieot  to  justify  the  supposition  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  applied  to  places  like 
Kingston,  that  they  would  wilfully, 
malioiously,  and  extravagantly  incur  an 
expenditure  of  an  extra  £18,000  in  their 
own  parish,  beyond  what  was  reasonably 
Mid  properly  necessary  to  be  expended, 
simply  for  the  sake  of  saving  themselves 
from  a  possible  contribution  towards  a 
common  fund  for  the  sanitary  improve- 
ment of  the  Metropolis.  He  did  not 
believe  that  of  Kingston,  nor  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman^s  own  parish,  where- 
erer  that  was.  He  did  not  believe 
there  was  in  London  a  Municipal  Body 
so  eormpt  as  to  do  such  a  dirty  transac- 
tion. The  next  reason  urged  against  the 
at  was  the   uncertainty.     He 


could  not  quite  understand  where  the 
uncertainty  was.  There  was  no  uncer- 
tainty in  ascertaining  the  amount,  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  already 
ascertained  what  were  the  maximum  and 
minimum  rates  of  London  for  last  year, 
and  he  could  therefore  strike  an  laverage. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Woolwich  said  that 
the  rates  in  bis  parish  were  increased  by 
the  system  of  compounding.  The  fact 
that  there  wacn  compounding  did  not  affect 
the  Amendment,  and,  again,  he  would 
point  out  that  the  test  of  this  Bill  was 
not  the  wealth  or  poverty  of  a  parish, 
but  its  population.  He  would  not  put 
the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a  Divi- 
sion, but,  as  he  should  like  to  have  this 
Amendment  put  on  record^  he  would  sub- 
mit to  its  being  negatived. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  11,  leave  out  '^parish,'*  and  insert 
^'  sanitary  district.'*  He  said,  the  section 
provided  that  the  London  County  Council 
should  half-yearly  determine  the  contribu- 
tions from  each  parish  in  London  to  one- 
half  of  the  Equalisation  Fund.  It  seemed 
to  him  that,  looking  at  the  whole  scope 
of  the  Bill,  this  did  not  affect  the  larger 
districts  ;  but  he  thought  the  adoption  of 
his  proposal  would  work  in  some  smaller 
parishes,  where  the  discrepancies  were 
greater  than  anywhere  else,  with  greater 
fairness.  The  sanitary  district  was  the 
district  which  was  recognised  in  a  great 
many  ways,  and  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  would  enable  tne  scheme  to 
work  in  a  better  and  more  systematic 
manner. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  parish,"  and 
insert  the  words  "sanitary  district." — 
(Mr.  Hartley.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
<  parish '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he 
must  decline  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
the  word  "  parish  "  having  been  selected 
with  the  distinct  object  that  poor  parishes 
might  obtain  relief. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  remarked,  that  he 
did  not  want  to  deprive  the  poor  parishes 
of  the  advantages  they  might  obtain  under 
the  Bill,  but  there  was  a  considerable 
anomaly  in  the  idea  of  grants  being  made 
to  the  sanitary  districts  whilst  the  con- 
tributions were  levied  from  the  parislies. 
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The  onus  probandi  laj  on  the  right  hon. 
GentleraaD  to  show  that  that  was  correct. 
Where  there  was  a  district  which  was 
composed  of  several  parishes  the  poorer 
parishes  relieved  the  wealthier  parishes 
ID  the  same  sanitary  district  from  any 
contribution  towards  the  fund.  Where 
there  was  a  group  of  parishes  in  a  sani- 
tary district  there  were  in  that  group 
certain  parishes  that  would  otherwise 
contribute,  and  which  were  now  free, 
because  of  their  connection  with  the 
poorer  parishes,  from  any  contributions 
such  as  were  made  by  other  wealthier 
parishes.  That  was  the  case  in  Plum- 
stead,  Woolwich,  and  several  other  of 
these  aggregated  parishes.  He  thought 
they  ought  to  enact  that  contributions 
should  come  from  the  sanitary  district, 
and  the  grant  be  made  to  the  sanitary 
district,  and  the  rectification  of  any 
injustice  as  regarded  the  contribution  or 
the  grant  should  be  made  in  the  sub- 
sections relating  to  the  aggregated  dis- 
tricts. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  the  criticism  of 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  who  had  accu- 
rately described  the  intention  of  the  Bill. 
This  was  a  very  complicated  matter,  and 
not  at  all  easy  to  understand.  The  best 
way  to  understand  it  was  to  look  at  the 
Return  which  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  showiug  how  the  distribution  was 
made  among  the  parishes  which  formed 
the  sanitary  districts.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers e:Lamined  the  Return  they  would 
then  see  that  the  object  of  distributing 
the  money  among  the  parishes  that 
formed  the  sanitary  districts  was  to  carry 
out  the  principle  of  equalisation  as  far 
as  possible  within  the  sanitary  districts, 
so  that  the  poorer  parishes  should  benefit 
in  proportion  to  their  population. 
•Colonel  HUGHES  said,  difficulty 
and  unfairness  would  certainly  arise  if 
one  system  was  adopted  for  collection 
and  another  for  distribution — if  the 
money  were  contributed  by  the  parishes 
and  distributed  by  the  sanitary  districts. 
The  parishes  grouped  together  in  the 
sanitary  district  would  not  each  get  its 
fair  amount  of  relief  under  the  Bill  if  the 
mode  of  distributing  the  money  by  sani- 
tary distriots  was  aidhered  to.  For  in- 
stance, Plumstead  if  taken  separately 
would  have  a  rate  in  aid  of  over  7d., 
but  if  it  had  been  grouped  with  the  other 
purishes  in  the  old  sanitary  district  it 

Mr,  Gotcken 


would  only  have  had  4d.      Casea  of  tha^ 
kind  would  be  found  all  over  London. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  contended  on  the 
question  of  distribution  that  as  the  fund 
was  to  be  raised  for  purposes,  the  ex- 
penses of  which  fell  on  the  sanitary  dis- 
trict as  a  whole,  it  was  extremely  reason- 
able that  the  money  in  aid  should  be 
given  to  the  sanitary  district  as  a  whole. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  collectiony 
the  precept  of  the  County  Council  for 
the  collection  of  the  money  must  be 
issued  to  the  Guardians  of  the  parishes. 
There  was  no  precedent,  for  issuing  a 
precept  to  a  Sanitary  Authority,  and 
that  &ct  constituted  a  practical  objection 
to  the  Amendment. 

*Mr.  lough  said,  it  would  be  found 
on  examination  that  in  the  distribution 
of  the  money  to  the  sanitary  districts 
the  Bill  would  work  with  justice  towards 
each  separate  parish  grouped  in  everj 
sanitary  district. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  believed  that 
on  the  contrary  under  the  clause  as  it 
stood  the  principle  that  the  poorer 
parishes  should  be  assisted  by  the 
richer  parishes  in  sanitary  arrange- 
ments would  not  be  carried  out. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  effect  sani- 
tary improvements  throughout  the  Metro- 
polis. But  what  would  be  the  inevitable 
result  of  providing  that  when  the  valua- 
tion of  a  parish  reached  the  point  of 
£7  18s.  per  head  of  its  population  such  a 
parish  contributed  to,  and  did  not  receive 
any  assistance  from,  the  fund  ?  The 
result  would  be  that  the  Local  Authori- 
ties would  try  to  keep  their  valuation 
down  and  send  the  population  up.  As 
parishes  would  have  to  contribute  when 
their  population  went  down  and  their 
valuation  up,  and  as  such  a  state  of 
things  occuired  when  vigilance  was  ex- 
ercised by  Sanitary  Authorities,  when^ 
for  instance,  slums  were  removed,  he  was 
afraid  that  the  Bill  would  encourage 
relaxation  in  sanitary  matters^  He 
thought  that  was  a  criticism  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  He 
was  bound  to  say,  however,  that  he  could 
not  himself  suggest  a  principle  of  dis*- 
tribution  which  was  not  open  to  objec- 
tion. But  he  ventured  to  suggest  that 
if  the  object  of  the  Bill  was — as 
he  believed  it  was — that  the  poorer 
parishes  should  be  assisted  by  the 
richer  parishes  for  the  purpose  of 
improving  their  sanitary  arrangement^ 
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the  principle  of  dUtribtition  adopted  in 
the  Bill  would  make  ib  an  opposite 
directJOD, 

M.Mr.  GOSCHEN  urged  that  th©  right 
boo.  GeutleiDati  the  Predident  of  the 
Local  Goverittnetit  Board  shoukl  look 
fsarefolty  iato  the  worda  of  the  clause  and 
&ee  whether  they  could  not  be  made 
clearer  than  they  were.  The  hon*  Mem- 
ber for  Hoxtou  had  pointed  out  that  the 
County  Council  levied  the  rates  on  the 
parish  and  not  on  the  sanitary  district ; 
and  he  therefore,  very  naturally  and  per- 
fectly fairly,  objected  to  anything  which 
would  involve  the  levying;  of  the  rate  on 
the  sanitary  district.  But  there  was  no 
question  in  the  sub-sectiou  of  levying  a 
rate  at  all.  The  question  was  simply  to 
determine  what  area  should  contribute. 

Mb-  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  It  is  a  very 
complex  question. 

MR.GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  a  complex 
question;  and  therefore  he  thought  ho 
was  justiHed  in  urgiug  on  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  that  he  should  consider  before 
Report  whether  this  part  of  the  Bill 
could  not  be  put  into  a  clearer  shape.  It 
ooilld  be  provided,  he  thought,  that  the 
area  would  be  the  sanitary  district,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  that  the  contribution 
woald  be  made  by  each  separate  parish 
in  the  sanitary  district  in  the  shape  of  a 
rate. 

Mr*  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
question  had  given  rise  to  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  the  words  were  adopted  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  after  careful  con- 
sideration. He  would  undertake,  how- 
ever, to  again  reconsider  the  matter  before 
the  next  stage,  owing  to  the  very  able 
discussion  that  had  taken  place ;  but  he 
could  not  pledge  himself  that  hit}  de- 
010 ton  would  be  favourable  to  the 
Anaendment* 

Mr.  B ARTLEY  said,  after  that  state- 
tnont,  with  which  he  was  satisfied,  he 
ahould  not  presd  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WHITMOBE  moved,  on  behalf 
of  Mr.  BoufiFjELD,  to  leave  out  from 
*' fund,**  in  lino  12^  to  **by,"  in  line  H. 
This  Amendmeut  was  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  object  of  another  Amendment 
wliich  hb  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
lower  liown  on  the  Paper,  and  which 
would  subrititnte  a  new  principle  and  a 
new    nuichtuery   for   the    principle    and 


machinery    in   the   Bill.      That   further 
Amendment  was  ad  follows ; — 

Clauie  1,  page  1,  line  IT,  leave  out  from  the 
beginning  to  "  where,"  in  line  22,  and  insert— 

"The  grant  dae  from  that  oQe^hftlf  of  the 
fund  to  each  parish  shall  be  determined  by  three- 
arbitrators  to  be  appointed  hy  the  Ix)cal 
Government  Board,  wno  Khali  apportion  the 
amount  of  half  the  Equalisation  Fund  among 
the  sanitary  districta. 

In  making  such  apportionment  the  arbitratoi^ 
shall  have  regard  to  the  following  con^idern* 
tiona  :^- 

(a)  thft  population  of  each  district ; 

(b)  the  rate  in  the  t>ound  required  in  each 
district  in  order  to  provide  the  amount 
expended  in  each  district  for  the  pur* 
poses  hereinafter  mentioned ; 

(e)  such  other  matters  as  are  in  the  opiniofl, 
of  the  arbitrators  necessary  to  be  con- 
sjderod  in  otAqt  to  enable  them  to  carry 
out  the  object  of  this  Act* 
Where  a  sanitary  district  compriees  two  or 
more  jMirishea  the  arbitrators  shall  divide  the 
grant  due  among  those  parishes,  and  in  making, 
ftuti-h  diyision  shall   have   regard  to  the  flame 
c<insideratioiifl  as  are  mentioned  in   the  pre- 
ceding sub-section  with  reference  to  apportion- 
ment. 

Provided  nevertheless  that'* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "fund,** 
to  tbe  word  "by/*  in  line  14, — {Mr. 
Bousfield,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  worda 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Clause/' 

Me.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  aaid,  it  could 
hardly  have  been  supposed  that  the  Go* 
vernment  would  consent  to  such  an 
Amendment.  It  was  intended  to  provide 
that  the  apportionment  of  the  fund 
should  not  be  on  the  principle  of  popnta- 
tion,  but  should  be  decided  by  three 
arbitrators,  as  they  thought  best.  He  did 
not  think  that  In  the  whole  course  of 
legislation  euoh  a  question  had  been  left 
to  the  decision  of  arbitrators.  Those 
arbitrators,  who,  of  course,  would  have 
to  be  paid  enormous  salaries,  would  have 
to  decide  how  this  fund  of  £800,000, 
raised  by  a  rate  of  6d.  in  the  £{  on 
the  valuation  of  London,  should  l>e  distri- 
buted. They  might  adopt  any  principle 
tbey  thought  fit  iu  thediiitributionof  the 
fund  ;  they  would  not  be  responsible  to 
Parliament  or  to  public  opinion  in  any 
way,  and  there  would  be  no  opportunity, 
by  appeal,  for  revising  their  decisions. 
That  was  a  proposition  which  the  Go^ 
vernment  could  not  accept* 
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Mr.  60SCHEN  said,  Le  was  sarprised 
to  note  that  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
objected  to  three  arbitrators  being 
appointed  to  decide  those  very  important 
matters.  No  doubt  his  learned  Friend 
considered  that  he  was  paying  a  compli- 
ment to  the  initiative  and  example  of  the 
Goyernment  in  suggesting  three  arbitra- 
tors ;  but  as  he  was  not  enamoured  of 
three  arbitrators  in  the  Bill,  any  more 
than  in  the  other  Bill  of  the  Government, 
he  would  advise  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  the  Committee 
had  not  yet  arrived  at  the  very  Important 
part  of  the  Bill — namely,  the  mode  of  the 
distribution  of  the  fund — whether  it  was 
to  be  according  to  population,  or  by 
some  other  system.  They  were  all 
agreed  that  an  equalisation  of  the 
rates  was  wanted  ;  but  where  the 
two  sides  of  the  House  were  in 
disagreement  was  as  to  the  basis  of  dis- 
tribution. The  Amendment  suggested 
that  there  should  be  some  body  appointed 
to  settle  the  various  points  in  connection 
with  the  question,  but  he  thought  the 
proposal  of  arbitrators  was  clumsy,  and 
hoped  it  would  not  be  pressed.  He 
trusted,  liowever,  that  when  they  came 
to  consider  the  great  question  of  popula- 
tion, the  critics  of  the  Bill  would  have 
more  of  the  sympathy  of  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  14,  after  "shall,"  insert  "half- 
yearly  ."The  object  of  the  Amendmen  t  was 
to  provide  that  the  County  Council  should 
half-yearly  determine  the  contributions 
from  the  parishes  to  the  equalisation 
fund.  He  thought  that  was  the  intention 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  but  the  matter  would  not  be 
quite  clear  unless  "  half-yearly "  were 
inserted  where  he  suggested. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
1 4,  after  the  word  "  shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  half-yearly." — {Mr.  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  half-yearly '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
principle  was  already  established  in  the 
Bill  that  the  contribution  of  the  amount 
should  be  settled  half-yearly. 


Mb.  GOSCHEN  Mked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Gt>T«niment  Board  upon 
what  dates  the  contributions  would  be 
levied  and  distributed  ?  It  would  be  eon- 
venient  to  the  Local  Authorities  to  baye 
information  on  those  points. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBB  repUed  that 
Sub-seotion  2  of  Clause  8  of  the  Bill 
provided  that  the  Act  should  come  into 
operation  on  the  30th  of  September  this 
year,  and  that  the  rate  would  be  paid 
half-yearly  from  that  date.  It  was  pre- 
sumed, therefore,  that  the  calculation 
would  be  made  within  the  six  months. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  know  it  is  to  be 
done  in  the  six  months,  but  is  the  County 
Council  to  fix  particular  times  when  the 
rate  is  to  be  levied  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  I  will 
answer  that  on  Monday. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

BUILDING  SOCIETIES  (No.  2)  BILL. 
(No.  24S.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Further  Proceeding  on  ConsideratioD, 
as  amended  (by  the  Standing  Committee)* 

Captain  NAYLOR  -  LEYLAND 
(Colchester)  :  I  object. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  appealed  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  not  to  press  his  objection,  on  the 
ground  that  there  was  a  general  agree- 
ment on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  the 
Bill  should  become  law  as  soon  aa 
possible. 

Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley) 
also  appealed  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  not  to  press  his  ol^'ection. 

Captain  NAYLOR-LEYLAND  :  I 
object. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Bill 
was  not  contentious,  and  was  supported 
by  all  sides  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HOWELL  said,  it  was  a  Bill 
looked  forward  to  with  great  anxiety  by 
people  out  of  doors.  It  had  been  well 
considered  by  a  Committee  upstairs,  and 
had  now  reached  the  final  stage.  He 
hoped  that  in  the  interest  of  the  ppblio 
and  the  Building  Sooieties  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  be  considered. 
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Mb.  aOSCHEN  said,  thtit  if  tlie  case 
were  as  the  hoo.  Member  stated  it  would 
be  an  easy  thing  for  the  Goverameot  to 
find  a  quarter  of  an  hour  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  evening  for  making  progress 
with  the  measure. 

Captain  NAYLOR-LEYLAND  :  It 
may  shorten  the  discussion  if  I  say  that 
I  have  no  intention  whatever  of  witli- 
dm  wing  my  objection. 
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Sir  J,  T.  HIBBERT:  The  Amend- 
ment was  never  put  from  the  Chair. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  was  with- 
drawn before  it  was  put  from  the  Chair, 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

Clause  agreetl  to. 

Clauses  6  to  11  agreed  to. 

Clause  12. 


Further      Proceeding 
Monday  next. 


deferred     till 


OBOWN  LANDS  (te-ammUted)  BILL. 
(Ko.  40 

COMMtTTKE. 

Bill  eonsidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  Might  we  have  an  explanation  of 
this  Bill  f 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
It  has  been  before  the  House  several 
months.  It  has  been  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee^  and  has  now  come 
here  unopposed.  There  was  opposition 
in  the  early  stages,  but  the  points  raised 
have  all  been  agreed  to*  The  objection- 
able portion  of  Clause  5  has  been  with- 
drawn, and  hon«  Members  opposite  who 
are  interested  in  the  New  Forest  retjog- 
nise  tJiat  the  Bill  i^  satisfactory. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  there  was  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  Clause  o 
which  did  not  bear  out  the  right  hon. 
Gentleraan^s  statement.  The  clause 
seemed  to  be  contentious. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  Not  at  all.  It 
is  a  clause  carrying  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee  of  1890* 

Clanses  1  to  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5n 

•Sir  F.  S.  POVYELL  (Wigan)  moved 
to  report  Progress, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress ; 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Sir  F,  S, 
Pimell.) 

Sib  J.  T,  HIBBERT:  The  Amend- 
ment to  this  clause  has  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  It  was  moved,  and 
now  it  is  withdrawn.  That  is  not  as  it 
aboutd  have  been. 

VOL.  XXVIIL  [fourth  series,]     ^ 


Mr.  T,  M,  HEALY  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  make  a  statement  as  to 
this  clause.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man consider  whether  the  clause 
sufficient  to  deal  with  the  question 
the  sale  of  reversions  by  the  Crown  unde^ 
the  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act  ?  A 
release  has  been  made  in  one  instance  to 
ft  private  proprietor,  which  approaches 
the  proportions  of  a  regretable  incident. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  this  was 
au  improvement  in  the  present  law.  The 
propoiial  was  to  give  power  to  the  learned 
Judges  to  deal  with  quit-rents.  It  was 
in  the  interest  of  the  pnrchasers  of  pro- 
perty that  these  facilities  ahould  be 
given.  The  clause  had  been  fully  con- 
sidorfid 

Mr.'t.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  did 
raise  objection,  but  he  ventured  to  sa] 
that  the  interests  of  common  lauds  in 
Ireland  were  worse  looked  after  than  in 
any  part  of  the  Empire,  the  result  being 
that  tlie  landlords  got  all  the  benefit. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment 
(Queen's  Con^erU  signified) ;  read  the 
tliird  time,  and  passed. 

MERCHANT   SHIPPINQ  (re-^itmrnUUd) 
BILL,— (No.  321.) 

COMMITTEK. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  objected. 
They  had  been  sitting  since  3  o*clock  in 
close  attention  on  a  Bill,  and  it  was  time 
they  went  home  to  bed. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
his  objection,  as  the  Bill  was  only  a  con- 
solidation Bill,  and  that  it  was  very 
desirable  that  it  should  pass  without 
delay.  The  Bill  was  fonnded  on  a  well- 
settled   principle,   to    enable    important 
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reforms  to  be  made  in  the   Merchant 
Shipping  Law. 

Mr.  hartley  :  I  object. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  it  was  customary 
to  allow  Bills  of  this  kind  to  pass  without 
opposition.  They  were  always  taken 
after  midnight.  If  the  hon.  Member 
carried  his  mind  back  to  the  last  Par- 
liament, he  would  find  that  when  his 
friends  were  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  these  consolidation  Bills  were 
taken  after  12  o^clock. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  They  were  always 
objected  to. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  They  were  always 
supported  by  the  Opposition  and  allowed 
to  pass.  I  venture  to  appeal  particularly 
in  regard  to  this  Bill,  because  until  it 
passes  we  cannot  undertake  some  much- 
needed  reforms. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  rose  to  Order,  and 

asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Ui  was  entitled  to    make  a  speech    after 

objection  had  been  taken  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  he  understood 

*"  that    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    was 

merely     trying    to   persuade    the    hon. 

Member  to  withdraw  his  objection.     Of 

course,  if  the  hon.  Member  persisted  in 

his   objection,  nothing  further  could  be 

done. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  that  he  must 
maintain  his  objection. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

CI  HOUSING   OF   THE  WORKING  CLASSES 

(BORROWING  POWERS)  BILL. 
(No.  336.) 

SECOND  REAJDING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  wished  to 
know  when  this  Bill  would  be  circulated, 
and  whether  it  enacted  any  important 
alteration  in  the  law?  Bills  like  this 
should  not  be  allowed  to  stand  on  the 
Paper  for  some  time  without  giving  in- 
formation to  the  public  as  to  what  they 
meant. 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Sir  W. 
Foster,  Derby,  Ilkeston)  said,  the  Bill 
was  only  introduced  a  few  days  ago,  and 
had  not  yet  been  printed.  He  hoped  it 
would  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
by  Monday  morning. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday 
next. 

Mr»  Bryce 


'     BETIRBD  SOLDIBRS  AND  9A1LOR6* 
BHPLOYMBNT. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
•with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  broueht  up, 
and  read  [Inquiry  not  completedj. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  258.] 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  (VACATING  OP 
SEATS). 
Ordered,   That    Mr.    Blake    be    dis- 
charged from  the  Select  Committee  on 
House  of  Commons  (Vacating  of  Seats). 
Ordered,  That  Mr.  Mac  Neill  be  added 
to  the  Committee. — (^Captain  Donelan.) 

PRIZE  COURTS  BILL  [Zorrf*].— (No.  311.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
with  Amendments  ;  as  amended,  to   be 
considered  upon  Monday  next. 

PREVENTION    OF    CRUELTY    TO 
CHILDREN    BILL     [Zords].^(JS<}.  1141.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed,  for 
Monday  next. 

HERITABLE    SECURITIES    (SCOTLAKD) 
(re-eommitted)  BILL.— (No.  316.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported^ 
without  Amendment ;    to   be  read    the 
third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS,  &0. 

Report  from  the  Joint  Committee,  in 
respect  of  the  Statute  Law  Reyision  Bill 
[Lords],  brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  259.] 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Joint  Committee 
[wi^h  an  amended  Title]. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  260.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  for  Tuesday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  348.] 

LIGHT   RAILWAYS   (ENGLAND   AND 
WALES)   BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Major  Baach,  Bill  to  assimilate, 
the  Laws  of  England  to  those  of  Ireland  i^ 
reference  to  Light  Railways,  ordered   to  be' 
brought  in  by  Major  Eascb.  Colonel  Lockwogd, 
Mr.   Jasper   More,    Mr.    BM>okfield,    Captfln 
Naylor-Leyland,  and  Mr.  Bound. 
BiU  pieaented,  and  read  ftrst  tiiiie.  [BUI  847.] 

House  adjourned  at  twentj*ilT8  minntsi 
after  Twelve  o*clock  till  Monday  nesit. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday^  6ih  August  1894. 


STATUTE  LAW  BBVISION  BILL. 
(No.  161.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  id  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Amendments  proposed  bj  the 
Joint  Committee,  made;  Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herbchell)  :  My  Lords,  this  is  the 
ordinary  annual  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bill.  It  is  the  result  of  the  deliberations 
of  the  Committee,  and  it  is  important  it 
should  go  to  the  other  House  as  soon  as 
possible.  I  propose,  therefore,  that 
Standing  Order  39  be  considered  in  order 
to  its  being  dispensed  with. 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  con- 
sidered (according  to  Order)  and  dis- 
pensed with  ;  Amendments  reported  ; 
Bill  read  3%  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  1)  (CANALS  OF 
THE  GREAT  NORTHERN  AND  CERTAIN 
OTHER  RAILWAY  COMPANIES)  BILL. 
(No.  184.) 

CANAL  BATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHABGBS 
PBOVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2)  (BRIDG- 
WATER,  &C.  CANALS)  BILL.-.(No.  185.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHABGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.3)  (ABEBDABE, 
&C.  CANALS)  BILL.-(No.  186.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHABGES  PBOVI- 
SIONAL OBDEB  (No.  5)  (BEGENT'S 
CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  187.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHABGES  PBOVI- 
SIONAL OBDEB  (No.  7)  (BIVEB  AN- 
CHOLMB,  &0.)  BILL.— (No.  18^) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHABGES  PBOVL 
SIGNAL  OBDEB  (No.  8)  (BIVEB  CAM, 
&C.)  BILL.— (No.  189.) 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHABGES  PBO- 
VISIONAL OBDEB  (No.  10)  (CANALS 
OP  THE  CALEDONIAN  AND  NOBTH 
BRITISH  BAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL...*(No.  190.) 

VOL.  XXYIII.  [fourth  series.] 


CANAL  BATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHABGES 
PBOVISIONAL  OBDEB  (No.  12) 
(GBAND  CANAL,  &c.)  BILL.— (No.  191.) 

Moved,  That  the  Order  made  on  the 
19th  day  of  March  last — 

''That  no  Bill  broaght  from  the  House  of 
Ck>mmon8  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Taesdaj  the  26th  day  of  June  next," 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  be 
read  2» ;  agreed  to  :  Bills  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

UNIF0BM8    BILL.— (No.   175.) 
House    in    Committee   (according   to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing   Committee   negatived. 

EDUCATION  PBOVISIONAL  OBDEB  CON- 
FIBMATION  (LONDON)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

(No.  65.) 
Commons     Amendments     considered 

(according  to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

ELEMENTABY    EDUCATION    PBO- 
VISIONAL  OBDBBS   CONFIBMATION 
(BABBY,  &c.)  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.  54.) 
Commons     Amendments     considered 

(according  to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

NAUTICAL  ASSESSOBS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  193.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

PUBLIC   LIBBABIBS    (IBELAND)     ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.   194.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

CBOWN  LANDS  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1»  ; 
to   be   printed  ;   and  to  be   read    2^  on 
Monday    next    (The     Lord     President 
IE.  /2o*e6ery.].)— -(No.  199.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberlet)  moved  that  the  House  do 
meet  to-morrow  at  a  quarter  past  4 
instead  of  half-past  5,  as  he  was  in- 
formed there  would  be  no  Standing  Com- 
mittee sitting. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
Before  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  is 
put,  as  I  understand  there  is  no  business 
after  tonnorrow  until  Monday  next,  I 
would  suggest,  if  the  Government  does  not 
object,  that  we  should  not  sit  until  that 
daj. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
propose  that  the  House,  after  sitting  to- 
morrow, should  adjourn  until  Monday 
next,  and  that  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  should  be  taken  on 
(that  day. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
Oh,  yes  ;  to  that  we  are  quite  agreeable. 


House  adjourned  at  twenty  miautes  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday^  6th  August  1894. 


PRIVATE     B  USINE  S  S. 


TRAMWAYS   ORDERS   CONFIRMATION 

(No.  2)  BILL  ILords]  (by  Order). 

(No.  307.) 

CONSIDERATION.    [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [3 let 
•July]  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as 
amended. 

And  which  Amendment  was,  in  page 
22  of  the  Crojdon  Extension  Order,  to 
leave  out  paragraph  34a  : — 

*'  The  promoters  or  any  company  or  person 
working  or  using  the  tramways  shall  not  raise 
their  fares  on  any  Sunday  or  public  holiday."— 
(3/r.  JS,  HerbeH.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  said  Order.'' 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said, 
that  before  the  Debate  on  the  Amend- 
ment was  resumed  he  wished,  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough, to  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — 


Paragraph  16,  page  19,  line  81,  after  **  three- 
pence," insert  **  but  it  shall  not  be  lawful,  with- 
out consent  of  the  Local  Authority,  for  the  pro- 
moters or  any  company  or  person  working  or 
using  the  tramways  to  take  or  demand  on  San- 
day  or  on  any  bank  or  other  public  holiday 
any  higher  rates  or  charges  than  those  levied 
by  them  on  ordinary  week  days." 

""Mr.  speaker  :  That  Amendment 
cannot  be  moved  now.  It  is  not  in 
Order. 

Mr.  weir  :  Will  it  be  possible  to 
move  it  later  on  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  No,  we  have  passed 
that  portion  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) : 
But  if  the  Debate  is  postponed  can  it  be 
done  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  No,  as  we  have 
passed  that  portion  of  the  Bill ;  it  is  too 
late. 

Mr.  T.  M.   HEALY  :    Cannot   the 
error  be  rectified  at  all  ? 
*Mr.  speaker  :  The  BiU  might  be 
re-committed  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  that  part  of  it. 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  said,  he  understood  that  the  De- 
bate was  adjourned  on  the  last  oceasion 
in  order  that  the  views  of  the  Croydon 
Corporation  might  be  authoritatively  ex- 
pressed. He  believed,  however,  no 
message  had  been  received  from  that 
body. 

Mr.  barrow  (Southwark,  Rother- 
hithe)  :  Yes,  I  have  one. 

Mr.  SNAPE  said,  he  had-  heard 
nothing  of  it.  He  wished  to  support  the 
retention  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  in  the 
Bill,  and  he  did  so  all  the  more  strongly 
because  the  Amendment  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  and 
himself  had  given  notice  had  been  ruled 
out  of  Order.  He  gathered  that  the 
clause  was  to  bo  opposed,  and  that  the 
Tramway  Company  had  circulated  a 
paper  expressing  their  objection  to  it. 
He  waited  with  some  curiosity  to  hear 
the  grounds  upon  which  this  Company 
objected  to  a  clause  which  had  been 
accepted  by  similar  companies.  The 
Oxford  and  Aylesbury  Bills  both  con- 
tained a  similar  provision,  and  if  they  did 
not  object  to  it  surely  the  Croydon 
Company  might  be  expected  to  assent  to 
it.  He  wished  to  say  a  few  words  as  to 
the  action  of  the  Croydon  Corporation. 
He  thought  there  might  be  a  too  super- 
stitious reverence  for  the  opinions  of  Cor- 
porations, and  although  he  was  behind  no 
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the  Inst  occasiou  solely  tu  order  to 
ascertain  tlie  views  of  that  body,  and  as 
he  had  no  right  to  again  address  the 
Houjue  on  the  stibj<?ct,  he  would  cootoot 
himself  with  expressing  the  hope  that 
the  Honse  would  agree  to  his  Motion. 

Mr.  barrow  said,  that  when  the 
question  wais  put  to  the  Croydon  Cor- 
poration, of  which  he  was  a  member,  33 
voted  in  favour  of  the  omiHsion  of  the 
clause,  fciix  wore  against  it^and  nine  were 
absent.  Surely  this  was  a  matter  on 
which  the  view  of  the  Local  Authority 
ought  to  ^36  accepted. 

The  president  of  the  board 
DV  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
What  T\'HS  the  point  put  to  the  Corpora* 
tion  ?  Were  they  asked  to  approve  the 
clause  as  it  Mood  in  the  Bill  or  their 
opinion  of  the  Amendment  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  ? 

Mr.  BARKOW  said,  the  point  was 
whether  or  not  they  supported  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Croydon 
to  omit  the  clause.  He  thought  that 
after  so  emphatic  a  prououno.eraeut  on  the 
part  of  the  Corporation,  their  views 
should  be  allowed  to  prevail.  They 
ought  to  have  such  a  thing  us  Home 
Rule  iu  the  matter,  and  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough  should  interest  himself  so 
much  in  it, 

Mr.  SNAPE  :  On  a  point  of  Order, 
if  this  Motion  is  passed,  will  it  be  in  Order 
for  me  to  move  to  re-commit  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  On  the  Motion  for 
the  Third  Beading  it  will  be  possible  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  re-committed  in  order  to  insert  this  or 
any  other  clause. 


^ne   in  bis    respect   for   local   authority 
Ind    [Af»al  government,  he  did   not  from 
'6  think    that  such  authorities, 
J   I  iidcr  influences  honourable  enough 
in  themselves,  supported  measures  with 
I'hich  they  were  not  at  all  in  accord*  He 
remembereii  that   last  year  a  Bill  came 
'  efore  them  strongly  supported  by  the 
l*ivcrpoul  Corporation*    He  took  it  upon 
limself   tc   move   the    rejection    of    the 
neasure^  and  telegrams  came  even  from 
Naders    of    the    Liberal  Party  in    the 
jiverpool      Corporation      urging      hon. 
lembers    to    support    the   Bill.      For- 
inately,    the    House  disregarded    those 
jtelegrams  and  tbrew  out  the  Bill,  and  he 
ras  subsetjueuHy   congratulated    on  fbe 
effect  of  his  action  by  the  very  men  who 
liad  urged  Members  to  oppose  him.   And 
rhy  did  they  take  that  course  ?  Because 
(they    thought    they     were    honourably 
"bound  by  some  old  agreement  which  they 
Condemned,    but  which    they    felt    they 
mst  at  least  nominally  support.    In  like 
nauner  he  could  not  understand  why  the 
•roydon  Corporation  should   go   agaiust 
Ihe    evident    interests   of    the    working 
Masses    in    their    Municipality    by    en* 
leavouring  to  uphold  the  power  of  the 
Tramway    Company   to  raise    its   fares 
ftn  Sundays  arul  on  Bank  Holidays,     He 
elieved  the  only  objection  the  Company 
aid  raise  to  the  clause  was  that  whilst 
piey    were   paying   dividends    of   5    per 
It.  on   debentures  and  6  per  cent,  on 
breference  shareholders,  they  were  paying 
^tiling   on  their    ordinary    shares,   and 
^desired  the  power  to  charge  these 
sed   powers   for  the   lieuelit  of  the 
litmry  shareholders.     But  the  working 
|a«ses  were  tlie  chief  users  of  the  tram- 
Irs  on  Bank  Holidays  and  Sundays,  and 
iiy  should  they    be    penalised  for  the 
^neiit    of    the    ordinary     shareholder? 
bere  were  surely  other    means  of   in- 
king the  dividend.     Why  not  raise 
ITQ^  generally  ?     The  Underground 
Vny  which  permeated  the  Metropolis 
*iiot  raise  its  fares  on  these  days,  and 
was    no    reason    why    Tramway 
ftuies  should  be  allowed  a  monopoly 
It  direction,  atul  should  be  able  to 
the     hard-earned    wages     of     the 
ariug  clatnies. 

8.  HERBERT   (Croydon)  said, 

beeii   informed  that  the  Croydon 

oration,   by  a  large  majority,  were 

iiiit  the  olanse  being  inserted  in  the 

M*     AM  he  Debate  was  adjourned  on 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr,    CALDWELL  :    I  beg  to  move 

that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time. 

Mu.  SNAPE  :  Then  I  move  that  it 
be  re-committed. 

•Mr.  SPE.AKER  ;  Order,  order  I  The 
Third  Reading  cannot  be  taken  until  To'* 
morrow, 

Mr.  SNAPE  :  In  moving  the  Amendi! 
meut  which  stands  in  my  name,  I  wist 
only  to  say  that  I  have  a  letter  from  the 
promoters  accepting  it.  , 

Amendmeut  proposed,  in  Clause  20, 
page  30,  line  42,  after  **mile,**  iiisert — 

^*but  It  shall  aot  be  lawful  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Locftl  Authority  for  the  promoters 
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or  any  company  or  iierson  working  or  nsing  tbe 
tramways,  to  take  or  demand  on  Sunday  or  on 
any  bank  or  other  public  holulays  any  higher 
rates  or  charges  than  those  levied  by  them  on 
onlinary  week  dayH."  — (*Vr.  Snape.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  41,  to 
leave  out  Clause  25. — {Mr,  Snape.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill   to   be  read   the   third   time  To- 
morrow. 


PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

The  chancellor  op  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt, Derby): 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  now  we  have 
reached  towards  the  close  of  the  Session 
Public  Business  will  be  taken  at  a  quarter 
past  3,  instead  of  half-past,  in  the  future. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  ''BOARD  OF  TRADE  JOURNAL." 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  state  the 
total  cost  incurred  in  collecting  informa- 
tion for  the  Board  of  Trade  Journal^  the 
cost  of  editing,  preparing,  and  printing 
the  periodical ;  the  cost  of  postages,  dis- 
tinguishing the  cost  of  franked  letters; 
the  average  circulation,  distinguishing 
copies  sold  to  the  public  from  those  sold 
to  the  advertising  agent  or  distributed 
gratuitously ;  the  amount  of  revenue 
derived  from  sale ;  the  amount  of  revenue 
derived  from  advertisements  ;  and  the 
terms  of  the  contract  entered  into  with 
the  advertising  contractor  ;  and  does  the 
Agricultural  Department  intend  to  accept 
advertisements  for  its  new  monthly 
Journal  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE:  No,  Sir;  it  is  not 
possible  to  state  the  amount  of  the 
various  items  of  expense  incurred  in 
editing,  preparing,  and  issuing  the  Board 
of  Trade  Journal,  Many  of  the  services 
in  respect  thereof  occupy  small  portions 
only  of  the  time  of  Diplomatic,  Consular, 
Colonial,  and  other  officials,  and  most  of 
the  information  published  would  be  given 
to  the  public  in  some  other  form  if  not 
issued  in  the  Board  of  Trade  Journal, 
The  headings  in  the  Votes,  under  which 
certain  of  the  charges  are  entered,  were 


described  in  the  answer  given  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  the  hon.. 
Member  for  Sheffield's  question  of  20th. 
April.  As  regards  the  circulation  and 
revenue  of  the  journal,  it  would  be  nn* 
usual  and  obviously  inconvenient  to  the 
Public  Service  to  state  the  particulmrs^ 
requured  by  the  hon.  Member.  Theoon* 
tract  is  not  made  with  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  but  as  stated  in  the  answer 
referred  to,  it  would  be  shown  to  the 
hon.  Member  on  calling  at  the  Treasury* 
For  an  answer  to  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  hon.  Member's  question,  I  must  refer 
him  to  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture. 

The  president  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. H. Gardner, 
Essex,  Safiron  Walden) :  The  financiaL 
arrangements  sanctioned  in  the  case  of 
the  proposed  quarterly  journal  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  include  the  ac- 
ceptance of  a  certain  number  of  adver- 
tisements, but  the  Treasury  have  stipu- 
lated (1)  that  advertisements  shall  be 
charged  at  the  full  market  rate,  and  (2^ 
that  no  more  of  them  shall  be  accepted 
than  will  cover  the  cost  of  publication 
without  leaving  a  profit.  We  shall,  of 
course,  work  strictly  within  the  limita- 
tions thus  prescribed. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON ;  Can 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  say 
whether  the  Journal  is  carried  on  at  a 
profit,  and,  if  so,  how  much  profit  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  cannot. 

THB  MANUFACTURE  OP  COBDITB. 

Sir  W.  hart-dyke  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  how  soon  any  contracts 
for  cordite  will  be  given  to  any  private 
firms  who  tendered  for  them  about  five 
weeks  ago;  whether  the  Government 
intend  to  give  contracts  to  those  private 
gunpowder  manufacturers  who  have 
tendered,  and  who  for  many  years  have 
spent  large  sums  on  machinery,  and  put 
aside  other  work  to  execute  orders  re- 
quired by  the  Government ;  whether 
those  firms  who  have  had  much  experi- 
ence in  adapting  powders  to  conform  to 
the  required  proof  test  in  guns,  should 
have  contracts  given  to  them  in  prefer- 
ence to  firms  who  have  been  only  manu- 
facturers of  high  explosives  for  blasting- 
and  similar  purposes,  where  no  scientilie 
gun  proof  is  required  ;  whether  any  part 
of  the  blaek  powder  works  at  Waltham 
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Abbey  is  working  at  nigh^  and  whether 
•all  such  work  will  be  abftodoQed,  so  as  to 
^ive  work  to  private  firms  who  are  at 
present  mannfaetaring  gunpowder  for  the 
GoYemment  under  the  Waltham  Abbey 
cost  prices  ;  and  whether  he  will  con- 
sido*  the  importance  of  maintaining  the 
efficiency  and  general  staff  of  the  said 
private  firms  by  giving  them  orders,  so 
as  not  to  render  their  assistance  valueless 
in  case  of  war  ? 

Mb.  H anbury  (Preston)  :  I  should 
Uke  to  ask  further  if  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Amount  of  cordite  in  store  at  the  present 
moment  is  only  about  one  quarter  of  what 
is  considered  to  be  a  safe  quantity  to 
have  in  store  ?  Further,  in  regard  to  con- 
tracts with  private  firms,  is  any  limitation 
imposed  as  to  the  kind  of  machinery  with 
which  the  cordite  is  made  ?  Has  it  to 
be  made  with  machinery  the  patent  for 
which  was  taken  out  by  the  present 
Durector  Greneral  of  Ordnance  Factories  ? 

*Thb  financial  secretary 

rro  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  VVoodall, 
Hanley)  said,  that  the  interruption  of  the 
process  of  manufacture  at  Waltham 
Abbey  had  considerably  depleted  the 
stores,  but  with  the  co-operation  of  the 
Nobel  Company  the  War  Office  had  been 
able  to  produce  cordite  exactly  answering 
its  requirements.  As  to  the  particular 
conditions  upon  which  these  tenders 
were  invited,  it  might  be  in  substance 
stated  that  the  Government  required  the 
cordite  to  be  produced  by  the  same  pro- 
cesses, following  in  the  main  the  same 
methods  as  employed  at  Waltham  Abbey, 
though  not  necessarily  employing  the 
same  machinery,  giving,  however,  per- 
mission to  observe,  follow,  and  copy 
all  the  methods  and  processes  adopted 
at  Waltham.  In  answer  to  the 
question  on  the  Paper  the  hon.  Gen- 
deman  said  :  Nearly  the  whole  quantity 
of  cordite  tendered  for  is  for  the  Ad- 
miralty, who  have  not  yet  decided  as  to  the 
supply  required.  I  am  therefore  unable 
at  present  to  answer  paragraphs  1,  2,  and 
3  of  the  question.  With  regard  to 
paragraph  3,  however,  it  may  be  pointed 
oat  that  the  methods  of  manufacture  of 
cordite  and  gunpowder  are  quite  distinct. 
As  to  nightwork  at  Waltham  Abbey,  it 
IB  only  the  men  in  the  incorporating  mills 
who  work  a  night  shift  regularly.  If 
this  were  not  done  there  would  not  be 
««ffieient  material  for  the  day  work  of 
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the  rest  of  the  factory,  and  men  would 
have  to  be  discharged.  The  desirability 
of  maintaining  the  efficiency  of  private 
firms  is  never  overlooked  by  the  Depart- 
ment. As  evidence  of  this  I  may  state 
that  orders  have  been  placed  with  private 
firms  this  year  which  could  have  been 
executed  at  Waltham. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  With  how  many 
private  firms  have  contracts  been  put 
out  ? 

Mr.  wood  all  :  No  contracts  have 
actually  been  entered  into. 

Sir  W.  HART-DYKE  :  Am  I  to  un- 
derstaud  that  until  something  more 
definite  is  known  as  to  the  demand  for 
cordite  from  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Office  the  policy  vaguely  indicated  by 
the  hon.  Grentleman  will  be  that  private 
firms  will  have  a  fair  chance  as  regards 
the  acceptance  of  tenders,  and  that  they 
will  be  encouraged  to  put  up  machinery 
for  supplying  those  explosives  by  some 
indication  or  promise  of  support  ? 

Mr.  wood  all  said,  he  could  un- 
derstand the  importance  of  the  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  con- 
stituents  

Sir    W.    hart -DYKE:     It    has 

nothing  to  do  with  any  particular  con- 
stituency. It  is  a  public  question.  It 
is  a  fact  that  there  is  a  gunpowder  fac- 
tory in  my  constituency,  but  beyond  my 
being  able  to  get  information  there  the 
point  does  not  affect  the  question  which 
I  put — namely,  are  these  private  firms 
to  be  entirely  closed,  as  regards  the 
supply  of  Government  ammunition  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  said,  all  he  wished 
to  guard  against  was  anything  in  the 
nature  of  a  promise.  With  regard  to  the 
trade  generally,  the  policy  of  the 
Government  was  to  keep  alive  as  fully 
as  possible  the  sources  of  private  supply, 
and  with  that  view  they  had  determined 
that  a  very  considerable  proportion  of 
the  Government  requirements  would  be 
obtained  from  private  sources.  At  the 
same  time,  a  grave  responsibility  would 
rest  on  the  Department  if  it  encouraged 
numerous  undertakings  to  lay  down 
plant,  so  that,  wbile  the  Government 
accepted  the  general  principle,  they 
would  act  as  prudently  as  possible  and 
confine  themselves  to  two,  or  at  the  most 
perhaps  three,  firms. 
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LABOURERS'    COTTAGES    IN 
STRABANE  UNION. 

Mr,  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  steps, 
if  any,  the  Local  Government  Board 
Inspector  has  yet  taken  with  regard  to 
the  labourers'  cottages  in  the  electoral 
division  of  Feddyglass,  in  the  Union  of 
Strabane  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.Morlbt,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  Local  Government 
Board  inform  me  that  their  Inspector 
called  upon  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health 
to  supply  him  with  a  list  of  the  labourers 
in  this  electoral  division  who  had  applied 
for  cottages,  and  to  report  on  the  condi- 
tion of  the  existing  cottages  as  required 
by  law.  Should  he  report  that  they  are 
in  an  unsanitary  state,  the  Inspector  will 
at  once  proceed  to  the  locality  to  ascer- 
tain whether  other  houses  can  be  had  in 
the  district,  and  if  not,  he  will  consider 
whether  it  will  be  necessary  to  erect  new 
ones  to  replace  these  stated  to  be  unfit 
for  habitation.  The  Medical  Officer  of 
Health  has  been  called  upon  to  report  as 
soon  as  possible. 


THE  BIRR  MILITARY  SCANDAL. 

Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  officers'  quarters  in  Bin- 
Barracks  were  lately  entered  by  a  masked 
party,  and  the  door  leading  to  the  room 
occupied  by  the  servants  Kathleen 
0*Donovan  and  Annie  Desmond  broken 
open  ;  that  these  girls  identified  some  of 
the  assailants  as  officers  of  a  Militia 
regiment ;  that  no  charge  has  been 
brought  against  these  girls  ;  and  that, 
nevertheless,  they  have  been  dismissed 
their  situation,  whilst  no  inquiry,  beyond 
an  abortive  magisterial  one,  has  as  yet 
been  instituted  into  the  occurrence  ;  and 
is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
direct  further  proceedings  ?  I  wish, 
further,  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  these  girls  who 
have  been  dismissed  are  orphans,  whose 
character  is  testified  to  be  beyond  re- 
proach, and  is  it  also  a  fact,  as  stated  in 
The  Midland  Tribune^  that  one  of  the 
accused  officers  is  nearly  related  to  a  high 
official  largely  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  ? 


{COMMONS}  0'CaUaghaniJ.P.         1?B 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  thia  case  th^ 
Crown  have  ingtruoted  the  Sessional 
Solicitor  to  send  up  a  l»ll  at  the  next 
October  Quarter  Sessions  against  the 
four  officers  as  to  whom  the  Magistrates 
were  evenly  divided  at  the  late  inveati- 
gation.  The  bill  will  contain  charges 
for  indecent  and  common  assault,  and 
copies  of  the  bill  and  depositions  will 
forthwith  be  served  on  the  parties  con- 
cerned. That  being  so,  I  can  say  no 
more  on  the  merits  of  the  case.  As  for 
the  action  taken  in  respect  of  the  two 
girls,  I  have  no  official  knowledge  of 
anything  done  in  consequence  of  the 
direction  of  the  Military  Authorities.  It 
does  not  come  within  my  Department. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  WUl  these 
officers  be  on  bail  in  the  meantime,  or  are 
they  free  to  go  where  they  like  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  They  will  be 
treated  like  any  other  persons  against 
whom  proceedings  are  taken. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  there  any- 
thing to  prevent  their  leaving  the 
country  ? 

Mr.  DODD  :  Will  anything  be  done 
to  compensate  these  girls,  who  seem  to 
have  done  nothing  ? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY:  I  must  repeat 
that  the  action  was  not  taken  by  mj 
Department. 

Mr.  WEBB  :  As  to  the  statement  in 
The  Midland  Tribune  :  Is  one  of  the 
accused  officers  a  relative  of  a  high 
official  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation as  to  that,  and  if  I  had  all  the  in- 
formation in  the  world,  it  would  make 
no  kind  of  difference.  These  persons 
will  be  treated  exactly  the  same  as  any- 
body else. 


COLONEL  O'CALLAGHAN,  J.E. 
Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it 
has  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Police  Anthorities  in  Clare  that  Colonel 
O'Callaghan,  J.P.,  of  Maryfort,  Tulla, 
when  recently  applied  to  for  a  tem- 
porary licence  to  sell  excisable  drinks 
at  a  fair  in  the  county  by  a  man  named 
Meehan,  a  publican  of  Tulla,  used 
threateuing  language  to  Meehan,  and 
fired  several  revolver  shots  at  him  from  a 
window  of  his  residence  as  Meehan  was 
leaving  his  lawn  ;  did  the  police  guard 
who  were  then  at  the  house,  or  their 
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Buperior  officers,  take  any,  and,  if  so, 
what,  action  in  the  matter,  or  is  it  pro- 
posed to  take  any  action ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  explain  why  ;  has  the  attention 
of- the  Lord  Chancellor  been  called  to  this 
condact  on  the  part  of  a  Magistrate 
when  called  upon  to  discharge  his  duty  ; 
and  what  course  does  he  propose  to 
follow  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  am  informed 
that  late  on  the  night  of  May  12  last 
Mr.  Meehan  went  to  the  residence  of 
Colonel  O^Callaghan  for  the  purpose 
stated  in  the  question,  but  that  the  latter 
refused  to  see  him  at  this  late  hour. 
Owing  to  the  conflicting  statements  of 
Colonel  O^Callaghan^s  servant,  who 
appears  in  the  first  place  to  have  told 
him  that  the  District  Inspector  of  Police 
wanted  to  see  him,  and,  after  contra- 
dicting this,  that  Mr.  Meehan  wished  to 
see  him,  Colonel  O'Callaghan  seems  to 
have  thought  that  there  was  something 
amiss,  and  he  went  to  a  back  window 
and  discharged  his  revolver  in  order  to 
summon  his  protection  party.  Meehan, 
who  at  this  point  was  walking  away 
from  the  house,  was  detained  by  the 
police  until  the  matter  was  cleared  up. 
The  shots  were  fired  from  Colonel 
O'Callaghan *s  bedroom  window  at  the 
back  of  the  house  as  Meehan  was  going 
in  the  opposite  direction,  so  that  there  is 
no  foundation  for  the  statement  that 
the  shots  were  fired  at  him.  I  am  also 
informed  that  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
Colonel  O'Callaghan  used  threatening 
language  towards  Meehao,  whom,  in- 
deed, he  did  not  see  on  the  night  of  the 
occurrence.  It  is  not  proposed,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  take  any  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Might  I  ask  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  view  of  the 
effect  likely  to  arise  in  the  locality  from 
the  fact  that  this  Magistrate  ^red  a 
revolver  out  of  his  bedroom  window  in 
the  middle  of  the  night,  whether  he  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  the  matter  with  a  view  to  preventing 
Colonel  O'Callaghan  behaving  in  this 
disgraceful  manner  in  the  future  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  sure  that 
Colonel  O'Callaghan's  conduct  deserves 
BO  strong  an  epithet  as  that  used  by  the 
hon.  Member.  It  appears  he,  being  under 
personal  police  protection,  thought  there 
was  something  more  in  the  visit  than  a 
person  wishing  to  see  him,  and  he  fired 


his  revolver— as  be  says,  a  very  natural 
thing  to  do— in  order  to  call  the  attention 
of  his  protecting  party.  .( » 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Am  I  to  under^- 
stand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  approves 
of  the  conduct  of  Colonel  O'Callaghan  in 
firing  a  revolver  at  that  hour  of  the 
night  in  the  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think  I 
am  called  upon  to  express  moral  ap- 
proval or  disapproval,  but  I  do  think  it 
is  very  likely  I  should  have  done  the 
same  thing  myself  in  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Am  I  to  gather 
from  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  that  if  I  go  to  Clare  and  consider 
there  is  anything  amiss  I  am  to  be  at 
liberty  to  fire  a  revolver  ?    [Laughter.'] 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  am  glad  to 
know  that  the  hon.  Member  is  not  under 
police  protection.     \ Laughter, 1 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the  answer, 
I  will  take  the  first  opportunity  of  calling 
attention  to  the  dissatisfaction  which  is 
caused  in  the  neighbourhood  by  conduct 
of  this  kind  on  the  part  of  Colonel 
O'Callaghan — blackguardly  conduct,  I 
call  it. 

LIVERPOOL  LAIRAGES. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  whether  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board  have  been 
appointed  by  the  Privy  Council,  or  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  to  act  as  the  Local 
Authority  for  the  Port  of  Liverpool  for 
the  purpose  of  enforcing  the  provisions 
of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Acts,  and  whether  they  profess  to  exe- 
cute the  provisions  of  said  Acts  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  absence  of 
proper  reception  lairs  entails  great 
suffering  upon  the  animals  after  they  are 
landed  from  the  vessels  ;  whether  he  has 
been  acquainted  with  the  fact  that,  on 
27th  July,  675  cattle,  ex '  ss.  Parkmorey 
were  landed  in  the  space  allotted  to 
580  ;  and  whether  he  has  learned  that 
legal  proceedings  will  probably  be.  in- 
stituted in  consequence  of  the  damage 
done  to  the  cattle  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  The  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board  have  not 
been  appointed  as  the  Local  Authority 
for  the  Port  of  Liverpool  under  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts, 
but  they  are  the  owners  of  the  foreign 
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animals  wharves  there,  and  are  respon- 
sible for  the  due  observance  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Board  relating  to  such 
wharves.  As  I  stated  in  reply  to  a 
previous  question  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
we  have  no  complaint  to  make  as  to  the 
character  of  the  existing  arrangements 
at  Liverpool  for  the  reception  of  foreign 
animals  ;  and  so  long  as  animals  are  not 
landed  at  the  wharves  in  numbers  ex- 
ceeding the  extent  of  the  accommodation 
provided,  I  am  satisfied  that  no  avoid- 
able suffering  would  be  entailed  by 
reason  of  those  arrangements.  My  an- 
swer to  the  two  concluding  questions  of 
my  hon.  Friend  is  in  the  affirmative,  but 
I  have  no  authority  to  intervene  between 
the  Docks  Board  and  the  owner  of  the 
animals  in  the  matter,  especially  in  view 
of  its  possible  reference  to  the  Law 
Courts. 

THE  LIVBRPOOL  CATTLE  TRADE. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  recently  ap- 
pointed General  Manager  of  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board  has  endea- 
voured to  have  the  cattle  landed,  utterly 
regardless  of  the  interests  and  require- 
ments of  the  trade  at  Birkenhead  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  one  lot  of  400  were 
taken  possession  of  by  the  Dock  Board 
and  stored  in  seven  different  places,  a 
proceeding  which  harassed  the  owner, 
the  cattle,  and  the  buyers,  and  that  the 
ss.  Numidian  was  put  into  dock  on  the 
Liverpool  side  with  her  cattle  on  board 
in  order  to  have  her  cargo  discharged  ; 
whether  this  is  against  the  Orders  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  ;  and  whether  a 
sworn  local  inquiry  will  be  instituted  in 
this  matter  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  am  aware  of 
and  much  regret  the  friction  which  exists 
between  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board  and  the  importers  of  cattle  at 
Liverpool,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  do 
anything  in  my  power  to  remove  the 
difficulties  which  have  arisen,  but  I  cannot, 
of  course,  assent  to  the  proposition  con- 
tained in  the  first  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
questions.  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose, 
from  the  inquiries  I  have  made  respect- 
ing the  various  matters  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  brought  under  notice,  that  any 
breach  of  the  Orders  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  has  occurred  on  the  part  of 
the  Docks  Board.     I  have  no  power  to 
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institute  a  sworn  local  inquiry  as  sag- 
gested,  but  I  instructed  one  of  mj 
Inspectors  to  visit  Liverpool,  and  to 
place  himself  in  communication  with  the 
trade  and  the  Docks  Board,  and  I  am 
hopeful  that  it  will  not  be  long  before 
harmonious  relations  between  the  various 
parties  concerned  are  restored. 

WEXFORD  GRAND  JURY. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  a 
person  can  legally  act  in  a  Presentment 
Sessions  Court  unless  he  is  a  cesspayer 
in  the  county  ;  whether  it  was  legal  for 
the  Wexford  Grand  Jury,  of  which  Mr. 
J.  J.  Percival,  junior,  was  a  member,  to 
nil  and  reject  presentments  made  by  the 
Presentment  Sessions,  composed  wholly 
of  cesspayers  ;  whether  this  Grand  Jury 
iS  responsible  for  the  tax  of  £800  upon 
the  county  for  extra  police  ;  and  whe- 
ther  he  is  prepared  to  order  an  inquiry 
into  this  grievance  affecting  the  people 
of  Wexford  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1.)  Section  4  of 
the  Grand  Jury  Act  empowers,  and 
indeed  requires,  every  Justice  of  the 
county,  except  a  Resident  Magistrate,  to 
attend  at  Presentment  Sessions  and  act 
with  the  associated  taxpayers.  The 
Justice  need  not  l>e  a  cesspayer ;  all 
others  must.  (2.)  The  Grand  Jury  io 
their  discretion  may  reject  a  presentment, 
even  though  approved  of  at  Sessions, 
and  they  are  under  no  obligation  to 
assign  reasons  for  or  explain  the  rejec- 
tion. (3.)  There  are  15  men  of  the 
extra  police  force  at  present  serving 
in  the  County  of  Wexford.  A  re- 
duction of  this  number  is  under  con- 
sideration ;  but  so  long  as  the  extra  meo 
remain,  the  Grand  Jury  has  no  option 
but  to  present  the  amount  claimed  on  the 
certificates  certified  by  the  Under  Secre- 
tary under  Section  37  of  6  &  7  WilL 
IV.  c.  13.  (4.)  The  Executive  has  no 
powers  over  the  Grand  Jury,  nor  is  it 
responsible  to  the  Executive  for  the 
manner  in  which  it  performs  its  fiscal 
business. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  this  gentle- 
man is  only  in  lodgings  as  a  lodger,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  see  if  the  pro- 
vision of  the  law  that  a  Grand  Juror 
shall  possess  personalty  to  the  value  of 
£50  is  carried  out  in  his  case  ? 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  inquire  into 
the  matter. 

Mb.  THOMAS  HEALY  (Wexford, 
N.)  :  Are  there  not  scores  of  Nationalists 
highly  rated  who  are  never  summoned  on 
the  Grand  Jury  ?  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  take  steps  to  secure  the  ap- 
pointment of  High  Sheriffs  and  Justices 
who  will  represent  in  some  way  the  vast 
majority  of  the  cesspayers  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  (IRELAND) 
BOARD. 

Mr.  CREAN  (Queen's  Co.,  Ossory)  : 
On  behalf  of  the  hoD.  Member  for  North 
Leitrim,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  of  the  meetings  of  the 
Congested  Districts  (Ireland)  Board  and 
of  the  members  who  attended  them  since 
the  beginning  of  the  present  year  ;  how 
many  members  form  a  quorum,  and  how 
many  signatures  are  required  to  cheques 
issued  by  the  Board  ;  and  are  the  ac- 
counts of  the  Board  duly  audited,  and 
does  the  auditor  surcharge  in  case  of 
misapplication  of  funds  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
any  useful  public  purpose  would  be 
served  by  laying  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  of  the  nature  indicated 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  questiou. 
At  Board  meetings  the  attendance  of 
three  members,  and  at  committee  meet- 
ings of  two  members,  is  necessary. 
Payments  are  not  made  by  means  of 
cheques,  but  by  the  usual  payable  orders. 
The  signatures  of  members  are  not  re- 
quired to  such  orders.  The  accounts  of 
the  Board  are  audited  by  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General,  who  possesses  very 
ample  powers  in  the  case  of  any  irre- 
gularity. 

IRISH  INDUSTRIES  FOR  LEITRIM. 

Mr.  CREAN  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Leitrim,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu^ 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  George  L.  Tottenham,  D.L., 
J.P.,  Glenade,  County  Leitrim,  has 
offered  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  a  building 
equipped  with  engine-power  and  shafting 
for  the  purpose  of  starting  a  woollen 
factory   or  other  industry  ;  is  he  aware 


that  this  practical  and  definite  offer  of  Mr. 
Tottenham's  was  made  with  a  view  to 
give  employment  in  the  congested 
division  of  Aghamlish,  where  wool  is  one 

'  of  the  principal  products  ;  and  that  up 
to   the  present   the  Congested  Districts 

'  Board  have  ignored  the  offer  ;  is  it  a  fact 
that  up  to  the  present  no  money  has  been 
spent  on  industries  by  the  Board  in  the 
congested  districts  of  Leitrim  ;  and  will 
he  have  inquiry  made  as  to  the  feasibility 
of  the  scheme  suggested  by  Mr.  Totten- 
ham ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Congested 
Districts  Board  have  received  from  Mr. 
G.  L.  Tottenham  a  letter  in  which  he 
offers  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Board  a  building,  recently  used  as  a 
creamery,  for  starting  a  woollen  or  other 
industry.  The  offer  has  not  been  ignored, 
as  alleged,  but,  on  the  contrary,  careful 
inquiry  has  been  made  into  the  matter, 
and  it  will  come  before  the  Board  at  their 
next  meeting.  No  money  has  yet  been 
expended  by  the  Board  on  such  industries 
in  the  County  Leitrim. 

THROUGH  RATES  FOR  CATTLE 
TRAFFIC. 

Mb.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  North  Eastern  Rail- 
way Company  have  informed  the  Mid- 
land Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland 
Company,  that  it  was  an  error  to  state 
that  they  had  expressed  their  willingness 
to  receive  applications  for  through  book- 
ings of  live  stock  from  the  interior  of  Ire- 
lan«l,  and  that  the  North  Eastern  Com- 
pany have  only  agreed  to  through 
bookings  fi-om  certain  Irish  ports  to 
York ;  and  whether,  as  the  Irish  Com- 
panies are  willing  and  anxious  to 
facilitate  through  bookings,  he  will  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  compel  the  North 
Eastern  Company  to  comply  with  the  law. 

Mr.  BBYCE:  No,  Sir.  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  North  Eastern  Railway 
Company  have  taken  the  action  attributed 
to  them.  I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member 
to  my  reply  to  his  question  of  June  26th, 
and  also  to  the  Railway  Company^s 
letter  of  the  12th  of  the  same  month,  a 
copy  of  which  was  forwarded  to  him  two 
days  later.  It  does  not  so  far  appear 
that  the  North  Eastern  Railway  Com- 
pany are  breaking  the  law.  I  believe 
they  are  awaiting  the  communication 
from  the  hon.   Member    which    he   has 
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beeu  asked  to  supply.  In  that  letter  the 
Compauj  promiBed  carefully  to  consider 
any  statement  of  the  practical  inconveni- 
ence which  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
remove. 

Mr.  FIISLD:  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  received  the  letter  which  I 
sent  to  him — a  letter  .from  one  of  the 
principal  Railway  Companies  in  Ireland, 
pointing  out  that  the  North  Eastern 
Railway  Company  have  definitely  refused 
to  take  through  bookings  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  understand  that  they 
have  not  refused.  They  have  said  in  a 
letter  forwarded  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
they  would  be  glad  to  hear  from  him  the 
practical  inconveniences  which  he  suffers, 
and  that  they  will  then  endeavour  to 
meet  him.  I  believe  that  they  are  still 
awaiting  his  reply. 

Mr.  field  :  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
did  I  not  send  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  letter  from  the  Midland  and  Great 
Western  Company  of  Ireland  pointing  out 
these  inconveniences  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  do  not  think  that  that 
is  inconsistent  with  the  answer  I  have 
given.  I  said  the  North  Eastern  were 
still  waiting  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

Mr.  FIELD :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  statement  by  a  great  Railway 
Company  of  the  refusal  of  the  North 
Eastern  to  give  facilities  for  through 
bookings  is  not  sufficient  to  satisfy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  something 
ought  to  be  done  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  answer  I  gave  is 
not  inconsistent  with  the  view  contained 
in  the  letter.  I  can  only  repeat  the  ex- 
pression of  my  hope  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  put  himself  into  communication 
with  the  Company.  I  have  no  right  to 
interfere  otherwise  than  for  purposes  of 
conciliation.  There  is  no  evidence  that 
the  law  has  been  broken. 

Mr.  FIELD:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  grant  au  inquiry  into  the  facts 
in  his  room  with  a  view  to  conciliation  ? 
I  understand  it  is  for  the  Company  to 
furnish  facilities. 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

"  CONTRACTING  OUT  "  ON  RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  bin 
attention  has  been  repeatedly  directed  to 
the  consignment  rates  now  in  use  on 
various  Irish  railways,  containing  illegal 
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conditions  contracting  tbQ  oanrying  Oor^ 
porations  out  of  any  liability  whatever  ; 
and  whether  he  will  oommmucate.  with 
the  Companies  and  request  them  to  diar 
continue  this  practice  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  My  attention  has  been 
directed  to  this  matter,  an4  I  concur  in 
the  reply  given  by  my  predecessor  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  a  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  Idth  of  April  Ust. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said — 

"Whether  the  conditions  of  the  notes  are 
reasonable  or  not,  involves  1^1  consideiations 
of  great  nicety,  but  the  existing  law  is  amply 
sufficient  to  deal  with  such  cases,  and  the  per^ 
sons  a^^rgrieved  have  the  remedy  in  their  own 
hands." 

I  may  point  out  that  if  the  conditions 
referred  to  in  the  question  are  illegal,  as 
the  question  states,  interference  on  my 
part  is  unnecessary,  because  the  trader 
may  disregard  them.  The  proper  course 
for  them  will  be  to  test  their  legality 
before  the  Courts. 

Mr.  FIELD:  Am  I  to  gather 
from  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  these  traders  have  no  resouree 
except  to  go  to  law  with  a  great  carrying 
Corporation,  and  that  the  Railway  De* 
partment  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  incom- 
petent to  help  them  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

THE  EVICTED  TENANTS  BILL. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  :  On  behalf 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  University,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether,  in  the 
event  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  be- 
coming law,  the  sum  advanced  under  the 
Land  Improvement  Acts  (amounting  in 
all  to  £20,000)  to  tenants  who  have  been 
evicted  since  IstMay,  1879,  will  become 
charges  upon  the  new  interests  of  such 
tenants  as  mav  be  reinstated  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
There  seems  to  be  no  doubt  that  the 
tenants  when  reinstated  will  continue 
liable  to  pay  the  charges  in  respect  ol  the 
loans  referred  to.  The  course  to  be 
taken  with  regard  to  the  instalments 
which  became  due  during  the  time  that 
the  tenants  were  not  in  oocupation  will 
have  to  be  considered  when  their  reiiH 
statement  takes  place. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tell  me  by  what  section  that  is 
enacted  ? 
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Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  It  does  not 
require  any  enactment.  These  loans 
follow  the  land  in  all  cases. 

GOBT  HUULINO  CLUB  BAND. 

Mb.  W.  ABBAHAM  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.): 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Gralway,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretarj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  action  of  the  police  in  Gort, 
on  Sunday  the  29th  ultimo,  who  pre- 
vented the  band  of  the  Gort  Hurling 
Club  playing,  and  seiaed  some  of  the 
band  instruments  ;  is  he  aware  that  the 
police  used  their  batons,  and  was  any 
person  injured  more  or  less ;  and  will 
the  Head  Constable,  under  whose  orders 
the  police  appear  to  have  acted,  be 
directed  to  restore  the  band  instruments, 
and  not  interfere  with  the  playing  of 
bands  on  the  occasion  of  some  hurling 
matches  about  to  take  place  in  Gort  ? 

Mr.  J,  MOBLEY  :  There  is  one  in- 
accuracy in  the  question.  The  police 
did  not  use  their  batons,  and  therefore 
nobody  was  struck.  I  have  given  direc- 
tions for  the  instruments  taken  from  the 
band  to  be  restored  to  them,  and  as  I  am 
not  satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  the 
officer  on  this  occasion,  I  have  directed 
that  further  and  full  inquiry  shall  be 
made. 

THE  LABOUBBRg'  ACT  LOAN  TO 
LISTOWEL. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state 
why  the  first  instalment  of  the  loan  to 
the  Lis  towel  Board  of  Guardians,  autho- 
rised by  the  Provisional  Order  of  No- 
vember 1893,  is  still  unpaid,  although 
several  applications  for  payment  of  it 
have  been  made  by  the  Board  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  (who  replied) 
said :  I  understand  that  the  Board  of 
Guardians  were  informed  on  21st  ultimo, 
in  reply  to  their  application  for  the  issue 
of  an  instalment  of  loan  under  the 
Labourers*  Act,  that  the  Mortgage  deeds 
could  not  be  completed  until  the  amount 
of  preliminary  expenses  (£16  lis.)  had 
been  received.  On  the  3rd  instant  that 
amount  was  paid  in,  and  the  deeds  will 
be  forwarded  for  execution  by  the  Guar- 
dians at  their  next  meeting.  The  first 
instalment  will  be  issued  when  the  deeds 
are  returned  executed. 


STRADONB  (CAVAN>  MEDICAL 
OFFICER. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College 
Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ef  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  for  the  past  60 
years  the  medical  officer  of  the  Stradone 
Dispensary  District,  Cavan  Union,  has 
alivays  resided  in  the  town  of  Cavan, 
which  is  adjacent  to  borders  of  district ; 
and  that  the  present  medical  officer  of 
said  district  of  Stradone,  Dr.  James 
Mathews,  has  resided,  since  appointment 
23  years  ago,  in  Cavan,  as  his  prede- 
cessors did  ;  whether  recently  Dr. 
Mathews  has,  on  the  Report  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Inspector,  Dr. 
Clibboru,  been  directed  to  take  up  his 
residence  within  the  Stradone  district; 
whether  any  neglect  of  duty  on  the  part 
of  Dr.  Mathews  was  alleged  by  either  the 
Inspector  or  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  as  the  cause  of  the  change ;  whe- 
ther any  serious  charge  of  neglect  has 
ever  been  made  against  Dr.  Mathews ; 
whether  it  is  alleg^  that  his  residence  in 
Cavan  has  caused  any  practical  incon- 
venience to  the  poor  of  Stradone  district 
requiring  his  services ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  there  is  within  the  Stradone 
district  no  suitable  residence  for  the 
doctor  with  his  family  ;  whether  the 
Guardians  of  the  Cavan  Union  and  also 
the  members  of  the  Stradone  Dispensary 
Committee  have,  on  several  occasions, 
remonstrated  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  against  the  order  of  that 
bo<ly  in  reference  to  Dr.  Mathews ;  and 
whether,  if  the  facts  are  substantially  as 
stated  in  the  questiou,  he  will  request  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  reconsider 
their  order  with  reference  to  Dr. 
Mathews  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  statements 
iu  tbe  first  and  second  paragraphs  appear 
to  be  substantially  correct.  There  being, 
however,  no  suitable  residence  for  Dr. 
Mathews  in  his  district  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  assented  to  his  residing 
in  Cavan  until  such  time  as  he  could 
take  up  his  residence  iu  the  district. 
This  he  agreed  to  do.  No  complaints  of 
neglect  of  duty  on  the  part  of  Dr. 
Mathews  have  been  brought  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Board.  It  is  obviously 
inconvenient  for  the  sick  poor  requiring 
the  attendance  of  the  doctor  to  have  to 
travel  to  Cavan,  which  is  five  miles  from 
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Stradoae  Dispensary  and  seven  miles 
from  the  furthest  portion  of  the  district. 
The  Guardians  and  Dispensary  Com- 
mittee have  expressed  themselves  satisfied 
that  the  doctor  should  reside  in  Cavan, 
and  he  continues  to  reside  there  in  pur- 
suance of  the  arrangement  to  which  I 
have  referred,  and  to  which  he  has  agreed 
— namely,  that  he  would  take  up  his 
residence  in  the  district  as  soon  as  he 
could  procure  a  suitable  residence  therein. 

LICENSING   REGULATIONS  IN  DUBLIN. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  has  yet  arrived  at 
any  conclusion  in  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  directing  the  Police  Authorities 
in  Dublin  not  to  oppose  the  granting  to 
licensed  houses,  limited  in  number,  well 
selected  as  to  locality,  &c.,  and  with 
proper  restrictions  and  precautions,  per- 
mission to  supply  supper  and  other  re- 
freshments after  closing  hours,  on  which 
subject  a  question  was  recently  addressed 
to  him  which  he  promised  to  consider  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  caused 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  matter,  and 
am  informed  that  there  is  no  licensed 
restaurant  accommodation  in  Dublin  after 
1 1  o^clock  at  night.  On  the  other  hand, 
however,  there  is  no  provision  in  the 
Licensing  Acts  authorising  the  granting 
of  such  facilities,  and  the  police,  there- 
fore, would  have  no  power  to  act  in  the 
manner  suggested.  There  is  power 
under  the  1 1th  section  of  the  Licensing 
Act,  1874,  to  grant  exemption  orders  for 
the  accommodation  of  persons  attending 
the  markets  or  employed  loading  or  un- 
loading ships.  The  number  of  such 
exempted  licensed  houses  is  33,  but  all 
are  in  the  vicinity  of  the  markets  and 
along  the  quays,  and  none  are  privileged 
to  open  earlier  than  4  a.m.,  and  all  must 
close  at  1 1  p.m. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  Is  it  not  the  case  that 
in  London,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
theatres  and  the  great  newspaper  offices, 
facilities  are  granted  for  getting  supper 
up  to  1  a.m. ;  has  not  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin  expressed  the  opinion  that  similar 
facilities  ought  also  to  be  granted  in 
Dublin  ;  and  is  it  not  merely  owing  to 
the  opposition  of  the  police  that  the 
facilities  are  not  afforded  to  the  residents 
of  Dublin  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Has  anybody — the  Recorder  or  anyone 
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else — ^the  power  to  grant  licences  outside 
the  statutory  conditions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  has  indicated  the 
real  answer  to  the  question.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  what  the  police  do,  or  do  not, 
wish.  There  is  no  power  to  grant 
licences  outside  the  statutory  authority. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
hour) :  Is  the  Chief  Secretary  aware 
that  a  theatre  itself  possesses  a  licence 
later  than  the  hour  named  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  That  is  by 
special  enactment. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  make  further  inquiry  into 
this  matter. 

LABOURER'S    COTTAGE   FOR   BALLINA. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  regard 
to  the  proposed  site  for  the  labourer's 
cottage  in  the  Ballina  division  of  the 
Nenagh  Union,  particulars  of  which  have 
been  communicated  to  him,  whether  he 
can  now  see  his  way  to  recommend  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  sanction  the 
action  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  in 
providing  a  cottage  for  the  labourer 
Haskett  in  question,  who  they  consider 
to  be  in  urgent  need  of  a  home  for  him* 
self  and  his  family  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  have  inquired 
into  this  matter.  An  order  will  be  sent 
down  at  once. 

ABSTRACTOR  CLERKS. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  how  many  writers  have 
been  promoted  to  be  assistant  clerks 
(abstractor  class)  since  August,  1889, 
how  many  are  nominated  for  such 
appointments,  how  many  writers  are  now 
upon  the  Register,  and  what  number  of 
them  are  upwards  of  60  years  of  age  ? 

SiuJ.T.  HIBBERT  :  Upto  August^, 
1894,  461  copyists  had  been  appointed 
to  the  class  of  abstractor  or  assistant 
clerks,  22  more  have  been  certificated  as 
such,  and  33  have  been  nominated,  but 
have  not  yet  passed  the  required  exami- 
nation. The  number  of  copyists  now  on 
the  ordinary  Register,  including  the  55 
just  mentioned,  is  296.  Of  the  balmnoe 
of  241,  those  above  60  years  of  age 
number  35. 
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LYTHAM  SCHOOL  CHARITY. 
Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Parlmmentary  Ctiarity  Commisgiooer 
whether  the  Lyth&m  School  Charity  is 
one  open  to  all  deuomtnatioDB,  the 
Trustees  of  which  were  until  recent 
years  chosen  from  both  Protestants  anj 
Boman  CathoHcs  ;  whether  the  Trasteeg 
are  now  all  Protestants,  and  the  school  a 
Protestant  school  ;  whether  grants  from 
the  charity  have  for  some  years  been 
made  to  another  Protestant  school  and 
refused  to  a  Catholic  school  educating 
the  ^ame  class  of  children  ;  whether,  in 
reply  to  applications  for  a  grant,  the 
letters  were  simply  acknowledged,  and 
no  grant  allowed  ;  whether  the  Trusteea 
have  themselves  petitioned  the  Commis- 
sioners to  be  allowed  to  make  grants  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  and  Nonconformist 
schools  ;  what  the  Commissioners  intend 
to  do  in  the  matter  ;  and  whether,  in 
TJow  of  the  delay  in  passing  a  new 
gcheme«  they  will  at  once  make  arrange- 
menu  for  giving  effect  meanwhile  to  the 
object  of  the  charity  as  one  for  all  de- 
nomi  nations  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (5tr. 
F,  8.  Stevenson,  Suffolk,  Eye)  : 
The  Commissioners  have  for  some  years 
past  had  this  important  charity  under 
consideration.  They  have  drafted  two 
Schemes  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Acts,  one  of  which  has  been  published  ; 
but  in  view  mainly  of  the  difficulty  of 
reconciling  the  wishes  of  Lytham  with 
those  of  Kirkham,  both  of  which  are 
interested,  they  have  not  as  yet  seen 
their  way  to  proceed  further  with  a 
Scheme.  The  foundation  is  undenomi- 
nationaL  The  Commissioners  have  no 
precise  information  whether  Trustees  at 
one  time  included  Roman  Catholics^  The 
ecJioola  of  the  foundation  are  public  ele- 
loe-utary  schools  in  connection  with  the 
Church  of  England.  Beyond  this  there 
18  no  direct  information  as  to  the  creed 
of  the  Trustees.  Grants  have  been  made 
to  another  Protestant  school.  No  grants 
Lave  as  yet  been  authorised  to  Roman 
Catholic  schools  by  the  Commissioners, 
hut  they  have  not  been  refused.  At  an 
inquiry  held  at  Lytham  by  an  Assistant 
Commissioner  to  discuss  the  terms  of  a 
Scheme  the  Trustees  stated  that  they 
were  prepared  to  make  grants  to  the 
Jtoman     Catholic     and    Nonconformist 
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As  there  is  no  immediate  pro- 
spect of  the  establishment  of  a  Scheme 
the  Coraraissionerjs  will  suggest  to  the 
Trustees  that,  pending  and  subject  to  the 
terms  of  any  Scheme,  annual  grants 
should  be  made  by  the  Trustees  to  all  the 
pubiir.  elementary  schools  in  Lytham  not 
hitherto  supported  out  of  the  trust. 

Mu.  HANBURY  :  Will  that  recom- 
mendation be  made  at  once  ? 

Mr.  F,  S.  STEVENSON  :  Certainly, 
Sir ;  at  once. 

DANIEL'S  CHAHITY,  SWANSCOMBE- 

Mr.  HOWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Parliamentary  Charity  Commissioner 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation with  respect  to  the  alleged 
breach  of  charity  trust  in  the  village  of 
Swanscombe,  in  Kent,  quoted  in  the 
newspapers  as  the  Meriairs,  or  Bauiers^ 
Charitable  Bequest ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  reut^charge  upon  certain  property 
has  not  been  paid  for  many  years  ;  whe* 
ther  the  tenant  occupier  or  owner  who 
neglected  to  pay  such  rent-charge  was  a 
Trustee  of  such  charity  ;  whether  the 
Statute  of  Limitations  applies  iu  such  a 
case  ;  and  whether  the  Charity  Com- 
mission are  taking  steps  for  the  recovery 
of  such  charges  uuder  The  Charity  Trtists 
Recovery  Act,  1891  ? 

Mr.  F.  S.STEVENSON  t  The  rent- 
charge  upon  the  property  in  question  ha&j 
not  been  paid  for  upwards  of  40  yean 
It  has  recently  been  alleged  that  the 
person  who  neglected  to  pay  the  rent- 
charge  Avas  a  Trustee  of  the  chnrity,  and 
that,  consequently^  the  Statute  of  Limi- 
tations does  not  apply  to  such  a  casdj 
The  Commissioners  have,  within  the  li 
few  days,  invited  evidence  in  support  of 
the  two  foregoing  allegations,  with  a 
view  of  considering  Avhether  or  not  they 
should  take  steps  for  the  recovery 
of  the  charge  under  The  Charitable  Trusts 
Recovery  Act,  1891. 

Mr.  HOWELL  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  have 
during  40  years  never  investigated  this 
charity  ? 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  I  under- 
stand that  this  is  one  of  those  cases  not 
brought  to  the  notice  of  tiie  Charity  Com* 
missioners. 

LONDOK  PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES. 
Mr.   HOWELL  :    I   beg  to  ask   the 
ParliaraentHry      Charity     Commissions 
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whether  the  Charity  ComrnissioDers  will 
i&Y  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  a  Return 
giving  the  total  income  from  all  sources, 
under  the  London  Parochial  Charities 
Act,  1883,  together  with  the  details  of  the 
expenditure  and  the  ap(K>rtionment  of  the 
funds,  or  whether  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners will  publish  a  detailed  statement 
of  such  income,  expenditure,  and  appor- 
tionment in  their  next  annual  Report  ? 

Mr.  F.  «.  STEVENSON  :  The 
Charity  Commissioners  will  oflfer  no 
objection  to  a  Motion  for  a  Return  of 
the  accounts,  receipts,  and  expenditure 
rendered  to  the  Commissioners  by  the 
Trustees  of  the  City  of  London  Parochial 
Charities  since  the  creation  of  that  body. 
The  Charity  Conimissioners  do  not  pro- 
pose to  publish  such  a  statement  in  their 
next  Annual  Report,  but  they  do  propose 
to  include  in  that  Report  a  complete 
account  of  the  capital  stock  and  cash 
which  have  been  transferred  and  paid  to 
the  official  Trustees  of  charitable  funds 
in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the 
central  scheme  by  which  the  Trustees  of 
the  City  of  Loudon  Parochial  Charities 
are  constituted,  and  of  the  application 
and  appropriation  of  those  funds  to  the 
purposes  prescribed  by  The  City  of 
London  Parochial  Charities  Act,  1883. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  CHARITABLE 
BEQUESTS   IN  IRELAND. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
laud  whether  he  can  state  what  are  the 
functions  and  duties  of  Conimissioners 
of  charitable  donations  and  bequests  in 
Ireland  ;  and  whether  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  relating  to  such  Commis- 
sioners that  persons  having  interests  in 
or  the  direction  of  public  charities,  ex 
officio  or  otherwise,  should  l)e  Commis- 
sioners of  charitable  donations  and  be- 
quests ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  functions 
and  duties  of  the  Commissioners  of 
charitable  donations  and  bequests  are 
regulated  by  the  Statutes  7  &  8  Vic. 
c.  97  ;  30  &  31  Vic.  c.  54  ;  and 
34  &  35  Vic.  c.  102.  The  Commissioners 
have  no  powers  except  such  as  are  con- 
ferred by  these  Statutes.  With  regard 
to  the  second  paragraph,  I  am  informed 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  Commissioners  disqualifying^per- 
Fons  having  interests  in  or  the  direcfion 
of  public  charitied  from  acting  as  Com- 
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missioners  of  charitable  donations  and 
bequests.  Moreover,  Section  23  of  30 
&  31  Vie.  c.  54  provides  that  a  Judge 
shall  not  be  disabled  by  reason  of  his 
being  a  Commissioner  from  hearing  any 
case  which  may  arise  under  the  Charitable 
Donations  and  Bequests  Act. 

Dr.  KENNY :  Is  it  in  accordance 
with  the  intention  and  policy  of  the  Act 
that  persons  interested  in  public  charities 
should  become  members  of  this  body  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  or  atiyone  else  find  out 
what  the  policy  of  the  Act  is  ? 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Is  not  the  hon. 
Member  quite  capable  of  answering  his 
own  question  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  he  is  fully 
as  capable  as  I  am. 

THE  CHINO-JAPANESE  WAR. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland):  On 
behalf  of  my  colleague  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  Sunderland,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  seeing  that  war  has 
been  declared  between  China  and  Japan, 
neutral  vessels  will  be  interrupted  in 
their  trade  between  those  two  conntriea ; 
if  so,  what  time  will  be  granted  for  sail- 
ing to  and  from  belligerent  ports  ;  within 
what  distance  from  British  Indian  and 
other  colonial  coasts  and  harbours  cap> 
ture  and  seizure  by  either  of  the  belli- 
gerent Powers  will  be  considered  legal ; 
and  if  it  is  intended  to  define,  for  the 
guidance  of  British  merchants  and  ship- 
owners, what  description  of  merchandise 
is  to  be  considered  contraband  of  war, 
thus  avoiding,  as  far  as  possible,  com- 
plications similar  to  those  which  arose 
during  the  American  Civil  War ;  and 
whether  coal  conveyed  to  non-blockaded 
ports  will  be  legal  traffic  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  The  Japanese  Government  have 
promised  that  no  warlike  operations  will 
be  undertaken  against  Shanghai  and  its 
approaches,  and  upon  this  condition  the 
Chinese  Government  will  not  obstniot 
the  approaches  of  Shanghai.  The  con- 
tending Powers  will  have,  speaking 
generally,  no  right  to  interfere  with 
neutral  vessels,  except  in.  the  event  ol  a;n 
effective  blockade  with  due  notifioation; 
or  in  a  case  of  contraband  of  wfir.  It 
would  be  a  dangerous  and  unusual  comi^ 
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for  Her  Mjijesty's  Goverumeai  to  uuder*  I 
take  lo  detiiie  hj  a  geuenil  statomenl 
what  is  ttnd  wbat  is  not  coDtratmtid  of 
War  ;  for  instance,  coal  liaa  beou  keld  tiot 
to  be  coDtrabanU  of  war  as  a  general  nile, 
but  it  is  possible  that  it  might  in  certain 
c&de$  become  so.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, of  course, adhere  to  the  doctrine 
which  they  have  herottifore  nmiotained, 
ih&t  it  id  not  for  the  belligerent  to  decide 
what  18  and  what  is  not  contraband  of 
war,  regardless  of  the  well  establisjhed 
rights  of  neutrals. 

BOABD  OF  AGRICULTURE  TRAVELLING 
INSPECTORS. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  whether  the  Boanl  of 
Agricultnre,  in  order  to  trace  to  its 
primary  source  certain  contagions  diseases 
among  animals,  have  for  this  purpose 
appointed  31  Travelling  Inspectors,  one, 
the  chief,  with  a  salary  of  £900  per 
annum,  and  30  others  at  £250  a  year ; 
whether  these  gentlemen  possess  the 
ficieutific  knowledge  rendering  them 
capable  of  satisfactorily  j»erforming  such 
duties  ;  and  whether  the  Travelling 
Inspector  has  supplanted  the  Veterinary 
Inspector,  the  person  who  should  be 
called  upon  to  perform  such  services  ? 

Mr.  H,  GARDNER:  The  duties 
assigned  to  the  Priucipal  of  the  Animals 
Division  of  my  Department  and  to  the 
temporary  Assistant  Inspectors  appointed 
for  swine  fever  business*  who  are  the 
officers  to  whom  I  understand  the  lion. 
Baronet  to  refer,  do  not  require  for  their 
performance  the  possession  of  veterinary 
or  scientific  knowledge.  On  the  retire- 
ment, at  the  end  of  last  year,  of  the 
former  Director  of  tlie  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment, a  re*  arrange  meet  of  duties  was 
sanctioned*  and  my  veterinary  officers 
arc  now  exclusively  engaged  on  work  of 
a  profoHsioual  character,  but  no  work 
requiring  the  possession  of  veterinary 
kaow ledge  has  been  transferred  to  an 
officer  not  possessing  such  knowledge. 

COMPANIES  AND  THE  STAMP  ACT.  18(JL 
Mr.FISHEH  (Fulhata)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
all  Companies  authorised  by  Parliament 
lo  raise  either  original  or  additional  gliare 
capital  since  the  year  1890  have  com- 
plied witli  the  provisions  of  Section  LI 3 


of  The  Stamp  Act,  1891  ;  and  whether 
he  would  have  any  objection  to  granting 
a  Rc^turn  giving  the  names  of  all  such 
Companies  and  the  amount  due  and  paid 
under  the  conditions  of  The  Stamp  Act, 
1891  ? 

8iu  W.  HARCOURT  said,  there  had 
been  a  few  cases  of  Companies  being 
unable  to  niise  the  ciipital  authorised  in 
which  the  Inlaini  Revenue  had  been 
unable  to  obtain  payment  of  the  doty, 
there  being  no  assets.  He  saw  no  objec- 
tioit  to  granting  the  Return. 

OPPOSED  BUSINESS  AFTER  MIDNIGHT. 
Dr.  MACGREGOR(Tuveruess-shire): 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer if  he  wuJl  consider  the  expediency 
next  Session  of  having  the  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure so  revised  as  to  render  it  impos- 
sible for  a  single  Member  to  object  to  the 
conduct  of  Public  Business  after  12 
o'clock  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  This  is  a 
matter  I  have  not  considered,  and  I 
am  not  prepared  to  offer  any  opinion 
upon  it. 
I  Dii.  MACGREGOR  i  May  I  ask  the 
right  hou,  GcutlemaD,  considering  that 
Public  Business  cannot  be  transactedf 
whether  he  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  adopting  the  principle  of  devolution — 
of  applying  the  good  old  cry  of  Home 
Rule  all  round  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  This  is  a 
rather  large  question. 

WEST  HIGHLAND  KAILWAY  -MALLAIO 
RAILWAY. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  ;  I  beg  to  ask 
the  ChaTiceilor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
considering  that  the  West  Highland 
Railway  (Maliaig  Extension)  Bill  has 
now  received  the  Royal  Assent,  and  that 
all  the  conditions  imposed  upon  the  pro- 
moters by  the  Treasury  have  been  ful* 
filled-*  he  is  now  prepared  to  introduce  a 
Bill  empowering  the  Treasury  to  give 
the  guarantee  in  regard  to  the  capital  to 
which  they  are  pledged,  and  upon  which 
the  construction  of  the  line  depends  ? 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  afraid! 
it   would   be    impossible   to    introduce  a 
Bill  for  this  purpose  during  this  Sessiou, 
but  I  will   take  care  that  the  matter 
^  duly  considered  before  next  Session. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR:  Has  the  right 
hoti.  ^Gauttemao    recoiyed  a    Memorial 
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from  the  CotnmiBsioners  of  Fort  Wiillain 

on  thid  Bubject  ? 

8iR  W,  HARCOUBT:  Ye«,  Sin 

Dr,  MACGREGOR  :  May  I  ask 
wbetlier,  in  view  of  the  failure  of  the 
fishing  on  the  West  Coast^  and  the  pro- 
bable destitution  which  will  follow 
during  the  winter  and  epring,  the  right 
hoD.  GeDtlemau  will  consider  the  matter 
in  order  to  enable  the  Railway  Company 
to  go  on  with  their  operations^  and  tbu8 
provide  work  for  the  people  ? 

Mr.  G08CHEN  (St.  George'a,  Han- 
over Square)  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Government  will  take  the  u«iual 
cour&e  of  carrying  otit  the  undertaking 
of  the  lute  Government  ;  whether  it  is 
merely  a  matter  of  time  which  deter- 
mineil  the  question  of  not  introilucing  the 
Bill  ;  and  whether  the  Hou80  were  to 
gather  that,  if  an  uudereitauding  h 
arri  veil  at  that  the  Bill  will  not  beoppoaed^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  undertake 
to  bring  it  in  thid  Session  ? 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  Of  course, 
we  shall  carry  out  the  undertaking  given 
by  our  predecessors  in  the  matter, 

THE  ERASMUS  SMITH  CHARITY. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that  the  Chairman 
of  ihe  Erasmus  Smith  Board,  on  the  1 1th 
of  March,  1886,  stated,  in  reply  to  the 
late  Lord  Chancellor  ^Jaush  and  Lord 
Justice  FitzGibl>on,  that  the  gross  rental 
of  the  Erasmus  Smith  Schools  estates 
was  £10,014,  and  the  net  income  mort! 
than  £8,000  ;  If  so,  can  he  eat  plain  how 
the  income  has  fallen  since  1886  to 
£7,000  ;  has  his  attention  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  the  High  School,  Harcourt 
Street,  Dublin,  attended  by  300  pupils, 
is  one  of  the  Erasmus  Smith  Schools, 
though  it  is  more  than  20  miles  from  the 
nearest  of  the  Erasmus  Smith  estates, 
and  more  than  100  miles  from  the  chief 
parts  of  those  estates  in  Limerick  and 
Tipperary,  where  the  grosi^t  rental  of  the 
Erasmus  Smith  School  estates  is  £6,000  ; 
how  many  of  the  pupil  sis  attending  the 
grammar  schools  at  Tipperary,  Gal  way, 
Drogheda,  and  Harcourt  Street  are  chil- 
dren of  the  Erasmus  Smith  teuants,  or 
can  be  described  as  "  other  poor  chifdren  '* 
who  resided  within  two  miles  of  Tippe- 
rary, Galway,  or  Drogheda ;  is  he  aware 
that  Erasmus  Smith  was  compelled  by  the 
laws  of  bis  day  to  appoint  exclusively  Pro- 
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testaut  Tnietees  and  Protestant  school- 
masters, and  to  provide  that  the  pupils  of 
his  schools  should  be  sent  to  Trinity  Col- 
lege, which  admitted  only  Protestants ;  and 
that  these  provisions  are  relied  u|>on  by 
the  members  of  the  Education  Commis- 
sion, who  wish  to  exclude  Catholics  from 
the  benefits  of  the  endowments  x  is  ^o 
aware  that  Lord  Justice  FitzGibbon  ha« 
refused  to  sign  the  Draft  Scheme  signed 
by  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  and  two  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners,  on  the  ground 
that  whatever  Erasmus  Smith  was  com- 
pelled to  do  by  the  laws  of  his  day  is,  iu 
his  opinion,  not  evidence  of  his  inten* 
tions ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  more 
than  95  per  cent,  of  the  children  for 
whose  free  education  Erasmus  Smith  left 
the  endowment  are  Catholics,  he  can  take 
any  steps  to  secure  the  adoption  of  a 
scheme  which  will  admit  Catholics  totha 
benefits  of  these  endowments  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Era»mu« 
Smith  Board  stated,  on  March  11,  1>*86, 
that  the  net  income  of  the  schools  eatateft 
was  more  than  £8,000,  The  net  income 
of  that  Board  for  the  year  ended  May, 
1891,  was  returned  to  the  Commissioner* 
as  £6„583.  They  inform  me  they  have 
no  information  as  to  the  causes  of  the  re- 
duction referred  to.  The  circumstances 
under  which  the  school  in  Harcouri 
Street  was  founded  are  stated  at  page 
108  of  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
for  the  year  188.5*6,  In  replying  to  a 
question  put  by  iny  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  on  Monday  hist,  I  gave  the  num- 
ber of  pupils  attending  the  schools  at 
Galway,  Drogheda,  and  Tipperary.  These 
figures  were  courteously  supplied  by  the 
Governors  who,  however,  stated  they 
were  unable  to  give  any  further  informa- 
tion. The  Commissioners  have  no  inform 
matiou  iu  the  matter.  The  functions  of 
the  Commissioners  are  of  a  judicial 
character.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
public  sitting  held  to  eousider  the  objec- 
tions to  the  Draft  Scheme  for  the 
Erasmus  Smith  Endowments  the  Judicial 
Commissioners  stated  that  they  would 
appoint  another  occasion  on  which  they 
would  publicly  state  the  conclusions  at 
which  they  had  arrived,  with  such 
reasons  as  they  might  think  it  right  to 
give.  The  only  document  issued  by  the 
Commission  was  a  Draft  Scheme  the 
objections  to  which  were  discussed  at  the 
public    sitting    referred     to^     and     the 
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Judicial  Commitsiooers  have  not  been 
able  to  concur  in  signing  anj  scheme  to 
be  i3nbmitted  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant. 
They  have  fixed  a  day  in  October  at 
which  to  announce  their  decision,  and  to 
«tate  the  grounds  of  their  opinions.  This 
flitting  could  not  have  been  appointed  for 
an  earlier  date. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  it  a  fact  that 
the  effect  of  the  action  of  the  Protestant 
members  of  the  Board,  in  refusing 
Catholics  fair  play,  will  be  that  the 
entire  endowment  will  revert  to  the  Pro> 
tefltants  for  all  time  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  informed 
upon  that  point,  but  I  hope  it  is  not  so. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

Rioted  tenants  (ibbland)  arbi- 
tration BILL— (No.  346.) 

CONSIDERATION* 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  rose,  in 
pursuance  of  an  understanding  to  which 
he  was  a  party  on  Thursday  last,  to 
move  a  clause  dealing  with  a  voluntary 
agreement.  The  object  of  it  was  that 
where  there  was  a  voluntary  agreement 
arrived  at  between  the  landlord  and  an 
evicted  tenant  the  Arbitrators  should 
have  power  to  deal  with  the  matter  as  if 
there  had  not  been  an  agreement  and  as 
if  proceedings  had  taken  place  in  the 
manner  set  out  in  the  first  clause  of  the 
Bill.  He  thought  that  the  House  would 
see  that  the  effect  of  the  new  clause 
would  be — certainly  the  design  was — to 
encourage  and  facilitate  voluntary  agree- 
ments. If  they  should  be  fortunate 
enough  to  find  landlords  and  tenants  in 
the  mood  towards  one  another  which  it 
was  hoped  would  prevail,  and  which  was 
indispensable  if  the  Bill  was  to  have  the 
effect  it  was  desired  to  have,  they  would 
agree  that  this  provision  would  tend  to 
faeilitate  settlements. 

New  Clause — 

(Voluntary  agreement.) 

"  If  within  one  year  after  the  commencement 
of  this  Act  a  petition  with  respect  to  any  holding 
in  which  a  former  tenant  can  be  reinstated  by 
an  Older  ol  the  Arbitrators  under  this  Act  is  {^re- 
sented to  the  Arbitrators  jointly  by  the  land- 
loxd  and  the  former  tenant,  and  also,  if  there  is 
*  new  tekiaAt,  by  such  new  tenant,  stating  that 
ft  voluitai^  agreement  between  the  parties  fckr 
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the  reinstatement  in  the  holding  of  .the  former 
tenant  has  been  entered  into,  and  the  Arbitra- 
tors are  satisfied  that  such  agreement  is  to  the 
like  effect  as  an  ordfer  which  they  could  make 
under  this  Act,  and  has  been  entered  into  bond 
Jide,  they  may  in  their  discretion  make  an  order 
for  carryiqg  into  effect  such  agreement,  subject 
to  such  conditions  or  variations  as  they  think 
fit,  and  thereupon  the  provisions  of  tliis  Act 
shall  apply  in  like  manner  as  in  the  case  of  any 
other  Older  of  the  Arbitrators  for  reinstatement 
under  this  Act."— (.Vr.  J,  JforUy.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.'' 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  wished  to  know 
if  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
view  that  under  this  clause  or  anj 
portion  of  the  Bill,  assuming  that  an 
order  should  have  been  made  against 
the  tenant  on  any  ground,  the  tenant 
would  be  able  to  apply  a  second  or 
a  third  time  in  case  there  might  be  a 
change  of  view  on  the  part  of  the  new 
tenant  or  landlord  ?  He  did  not  know  if 
that  was  contemplated.  It  might  well  be 
that  the  landlord  or  the  tenant  might 
change  his  mind,  and  it  might  be  possible 
not  to  regard  an  order  if  once  made  as  of 
such  a  general  character  as  to  debar  or 
stop  further  proceedings  in  case  of  change 
of  view. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  tbe  point  was  met  by 
provisions  as  they  originally  stood. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  if  the 
Arbitrator  refused  to  make  an  order  in 
the  case  of  the  landlord  being  in  occupa- 
tion, or  the  new  tenant  being  in  occupation, 
the  decision  would  be  binding  between 
the  parties  so  far  as  any  compulsory  or 
judicial  proceedings  were  concerned.  But 
even  \u  that  case  if  both  parties  sub- 
sequently saw  fit  to  change  their  vicw» 
repenting  of  the  course  they  had  taken, 
and  desired  to  arrive  at  a  settlement,  the 
clause  now  before  the  House  would 
enable  them  to  act  as  though  no  order 
had  been  made. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  should  have 
thought  that  whatever  might  be  done  in 
a  case  where  the  landlord  showed  cause, 
and  where  on  his  showing  cause  the 
petition  was  dismissed,  that  at  any  rate  in 
the  case  of  the  new  tenant  where  he. only 
objeoted  and  the  merits  of  the  case  were 
not  gone  Into,  tliat  subsequently  the 
merits  might  be  considered.      Where  the 
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landlord  objected  it  might  be  a  hardship 
that  the  matter  was  at  an  end  ;  but  if  the 
objection  was  hj  the  tenant  and  the 
landlord  did  not  intervene,  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  should  suppose  that  it  would  be 
open  for  the  former  tenant  at  a  future 
date  to  embark  in  a  new  petition. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  his  view  was 
that  if  objection  was  withdrawn  there 
was  no  necessity  to  bar  proceedings. 
But  as  long  as  objection  was  raised  it 
must  stay  proceedings. 

Mr.  sexton  :  On  withdrawal  of 
objection  the  proceeding  would  go  on  in 
the  ordinary  way  ? 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  :  Yes. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  the  clause  was 
discussed  in  Committee,  and  the  danger 
pointed  out  was  that  it  might  perhaps  be 
used  by  collusive  agreement  between  the 
parties  to  secure  the  benefit  of  the  funds 
provided  under  the  Act.  He  should  be 
glad  to  hear  that  the  section  was  limited 
to  holdings  either  in  the  occupation  of  the 
landlord  on  the  1 9th  April,  1894— the 
date  of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill — or 
of  a  new  tenant  other  than  the  tenant 
who  had  been  evicted.  If  the  intention 
of  the  clause  was  clearly  set  forth 
collusion  need  not  be  feared. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  only  the 
cases  of  those  tenants  who  would  be  re- 
instated under  Section  1  were  in  con- 
templation. 

Motion  agreed  tc 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  now  desired 
to  move  the  Migration  Clause,  and  in 
doing  80  it  was  not  necessary  to  say 
many  words  on  the  subject.  The  sug* 
gestion  was  first  thrown  out  in  Debate 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Carson),  and  it  was  subsequently 
embodied  in  an  Amendment  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell).  The  wording  of 
that  Amendment  he  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  had 
not-found  quite  satisfactory  ;  but  even  in 
the  form  in  which  he  was  now  submitting 
it,  so  far  as  he  himself  was  concerned,  he 
did  not  expect  great  results  from  the  pro- 
posal. The  Congested  Districts  Board 
during  the  two  years  he  had  had  an 
intimate  knowledge  of  their  proceedings 
had  found   it  difficult  to  get  land   for 
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migration  purposes.  Very  little  land,  for 
reasons  which  were  obvious,  was  aeeet- 
sible ;  therefore,  he  frankly  oonfessed 
that  he  did  not  expect  that  any  great 
good  would  flow  from  the  clause.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  quite  worth 
while  to  leave  the  door  open  for  such 
proceedings.  If  the  Arbitrators  were 
lucky  enough  to  find  adjacent  to  the 
holdings  of  evicted  tenants  a  little  crop 
of  vacant  farms,  it  would  be  desirable 
that  they  should  have  power  to  pat  the 
tenants  on  to  them.  Anxious  to  make 
the  Act  as  flexible  as  possible,  and  to 
give  as  many  opportunities  for  reinstate- 
ment in  any  shape  or  form  compatible 
with  justice,  he  begged  to  move  the 
new  clause.  He  might  say  that  the 
added  portion  was  due  to  certain  technical 
points  raised  and  the  limitation  of  the 
amount  which  the  Commissioners  had  at 
their  disposal  by  the  Act  of  1891. 

New  Clause — 

(Migration.) 
"  (1)  In  onler  to  provide  for  cases  in  which 
new  tenants  object  to  an  order  for  reinstate- 
ment of  former  tenants,  the  Arbitraton  may 
recommend  ito  the  Land  Commission  the 
purchase  of  land  for  the  pnrpoee  of  pro- 
Tiding  holdings  for  snch  former  tenants,  and 
thereupon  the  Land  Commission  may  pur- 
chase any  land  for  such  purpose,  and  may 
issue  guaranteed  land  stock  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  purchase  money,  and  may  re-sdl  the 
said  land  to  the  former  tenants  in  such  portk)ins 
and  subject  to  such  conditions  as  they  may 
think  expeilient,  and  for  these  purposes  may 
exercise  all  the  powers  conferred  on  them  by 
the  Land  Purchase  Acts,  as  defined  hy-The 
Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Act,  1891,  and  upon 
any  such  former  tenant  agreeing  to  purchase, 
the  said  Acts  shall  apply  as  if  such  former 
tenant  had  been  the  occupying  tenant  of 
the  lands  which  he  agrees  to  purchase.  (8) 
Rules  may  be  made  by  the  Trenury  for 
adapting  to  the  purposes  of  this  section 
the  enactments  of  the  said  Land  Porchase 
Acts  respecting  the  purchase  of  estates  by 
the  Land  Commission,  and  respecting  advances 
by  means  of  guaranteed  land  stock,  and  oUier^ 
wise  for  carrying  into  effect  this  section.  TS) 
But  nothing  in  this  section  or  the  said  rules 
shall  authorise  the  creation  of  guaranteed  land 
stock  in  excess  of  the  amount  authorised  by 
The  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1881."— 
(^Mr,  J,  Morley:) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  T.M.  HEALY  said,  that  jf  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  had  put  in   the 
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^,  tmxaiQ  condition  lus  was  i^ouUiued  ui  Cluuse  ' 
l2  as  to  the  guaruuiee  deposit  of  oue^tiflh 

■'  the  Vk^w  i^iiUou  could  )»e  got  to  work. 
There  wus  tt  talk  as   to  the  difficulty  of 

I .  ohtniuirig  laud^  but  he  faucled  there  was 

Va  ^ufficieucy  of  vacaut  laud  lu  the 
Landed  E^^^tates  Court  which  the  laud* 
lords  would  be  glad  to  sell  if  it  were 
uot    foa'  this   restiictiou  as   to   one-dfth 

I  aud  other  restrietioos  iu  the  Laud  Pur- 

|i  chase  Aet  pf  1891. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ^^atd,  that  m  the 
hon»  and  learnetl  Member  was  aware,  the 
Cougested  Distriets  Board  liad  power  to 
acquire  laud^  and  there  was  a  Bill  before 
the  House  to  enable  the  Board  to  acquire 
land   w^itbout  makiug  the  guarautee  de- 
posits.    There  was  a  provieiou  that  in 
case  til  ere  was  a  default,  the  Laud  Com- 
missjouerfi    could    corae    dowu    on    the 
annual  income  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  to  make  it  gooih     Iu  the  present 
case    he  did   not    »ee    w*ho    they    could 
[enable  the  Laud  Commissioners  to  come 
(down   on.      They   felt  the  necessity  of 
this  in  the  case  of  the  selling    laQ<llord, 
hnut  he  saw  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
[  ih©  insertion  of  such  a  provision   iu  the 
[present  case. 

Mk,  sexton  said,  there  would  be 
great  disparity  Inatweeu  the  case  of  pur- 
cbaee  by  teuauts  of  old  holdings  uuder  the 
Act  and  the  purchase  of  new  holdings,  and 
the  obligation  of  the  landlords  to  leave  a 
ftf  tb  of  the  purchase  money  as  a  guamutee 
deposit  Would  render  operations  tmtier  the 
clause  very  difticult.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  had  pointed  out  with  perfettt 
accunicy  that  w^hen  the  full  purchase- 
mauey  waa  paid  over  to  the  landlord 
under  the  ordinary  operations  of  the  Bill 
the  Land  Commissiou  could  come  dow^u 
on  the  Church  Temporalities  Fund  in  case 

I  of  default.  But  he  would  point  out  that 
anler  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891, 
iu  tlie  last  resort,  defaults  could  be  made 
good  by  a  levy  aipon  the  local  rates,  and 

^U  was  worth  cousidering  at  this  late 
je  of  the  Bill  whether,  if  there  were  a 
_  eral  consent,  it  might  uot  be  as  well 
to  facilitate  the  working  of  this  clause 
by  providing  that  any  default — which 
possibly  would  be  intiuitesimal  and  pro- 
bably non*existent — might  iu  the  same 
way  be  made  good  by  a  levy  on  the 
rates.  It  would  be  a  great  pity  if  a  pro- 
Tisiou  so  vital  as  that  contained  in  this 
clause  were  rendered  inoperative  by  the 


unwillingness  of  the  landlord  to  sell  iu 
oonaequence  of  having  to  put  down  oue- 
fifth  of  the  raouey  a*?  a  guarantee  deposit* 
He  desired  to  allude  to  a  very  important 
defect  iu  the  clause,  which  would  go  far 
to  render  it  inadei^uat«  for  its  purpose. 
The  clause  as  it  stood  only  provided  lor 
cases  iu  which  the  new  tenaut  objected 
to  ati  order  for  reinstatement.  These 
were  the  minority  of  the  cases. 
The  largest  calculation  he  had  seen 
of  the  number  of  now  tenants  put 
them  down  as  1,500,  and  there  were 
4,(X>0  farms  concerned  iu  the  sphere  of 
operations  of  the  Bill.  In  the  case  of 
l,oO()  farms,  if  the  new  tenants  objectetl 
to  retire  in  favour  of  the  old  tenants,  then 
the  latter  could  be  move*!  to  nuoccnpied 
lands  to  \>Q  purchase<l  by  the  Latid  Com- 
mission, and  upon  which  they  would  be 
provided  with  new  farms.  But  there 
were  2,500  other  tenants  who  might  be 
ousted,  uot  by  the  objection  of  the  new 
tenants,  but  where  the  landlord  success* 
fully  showed  cause  against  their  rein- 
statemeut,  and  where  the  reasons  which 
might  be  judged  to  have  enabled  him  to  so 
succeed  might  have  no  bearing  on  the 
hardship  dune  to  the  tenant  by  eviction  or 
on  the  equity  of  restoring  him.  He 
submitted,  therefore,  that  a  tenaut  In  the 
c*vse  where  the  farm  was  vacant,  and  the 
landlord  opposed  him  successfully,  had  in 
equity  as  good  a  right  to  be  provided 
with  lands  as  that  tenant  had  in  the 
case  where  a  new  tenant  objected.  The 
hardship  was  the  same  in  both  cases,  and 
the  Arbitrators,  at  any  rate,  ought  not  to 
lie  prevented — -as  they  would  be  by  the 
clause  as  it  stood— from  dealing  with 
suchcasesy  but  should  have  the  option  of 
providing  land  when  a  tenant  was.  kept 
out  by  the  opposition  of  the  laudlonl, 
just  as  well  as  by  the  opposition  of  the 
new  tenant*  To  make  the  Bill  equitable 
iu  its  working  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  ho  would  consent  to 
this  Amendment  :  After  the  wf  rds  **  re- 
instatement of  former  tenants,^*  iu  the 
second  line  of  the  clause,  to  insert  the 
words 

"or  in  which  the  Arbitraton<,  after  hearing  the 
paitics  tinder  Section  1  of  this  Act,  dismisft  tJio 
I  petition  for  reinAtateoieut." 

*Mtt.    SPEAKER  :     Does    the    hou. 

Member  desire  to  move  an  Amendment  ? 

Mr.   SEXTON  :    No.      I    only    ask 

tf  the  Government  would  assent  to  this 

suggestion* 

H  2 


155  Evicted  Temnts  {COMMONS}   (Ireland)  ArhitralUm  Bill.  156 

would  find  tbemselves  in  a  difficnltj. 
The  merits  of  the  landlord  would  be  ex- 
ceptional— he  would  have  improved  the 
land  since  the  eviction — and  the  Arbitra- 
tors would  be  nnwilling  to  dispossess  the 
landlord,  who  would  be  practicallj  a  new 
tenant.  But  these  would  be  extreme 
cases.  He  did  not  think  that  half-a- 
dosen  of  them  would  be  likely  to  arise. 
The  Amendment  he  wished  to  move  was, 
after  the  word  "  Arbitrator"  in  the  second 
line,  to  insert — 

*<  shall  ascertain  the  value  of  the  tenant  rig^ht  of 
the  former  tenant  at  the  date  of  his  eviction  and 
award  him  such  compensation  as,in  their  opinion, 
he  is  entitled  to,  having  regard  to  arrears  of  rent 
for  which  he  was  dispossessed ;  and  they  shall 
determine  in  what  proportion  such  compensa- 
tion is  to  be  paid  resneccively  by  the  new  tenant, 
the  landlord,  and  the  Arbitrators  themselves, 
out  of  the  moneys  at  their  disposal  for  tLe  pur- 
poses of  this  Act." 

This  would  give  the  Arbitrators  power 
to  confer  on  the  old  tenant  pecuniary 
compensation  as  an  alternative  to  finding 
land  for  him. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (interrupting)  said, 
the  Amendment  did  not  arise  on  the 
clause  under  discussion . 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  it  was 
an  alternative  to  the  method  of  compen- 
sation proposed  in  the  clanse.  The  tenant 
right  of  a  holding  might  have  been  fixed 
at  £500.  The  tenant  might  have  been 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  £50— one 
year*s  rent — indeed,  under  certain  cir^ 
cumstances,  he  might  have  been  cleared 
out  for  half  a  year's  rent.  He  would 
have  been  deprived  of  his  holding,  and 
what  he  (Mr.  Harrington)  now  proposed 
was  that  the  landlord  and  the  new  tenant 
who  had  got  the  benefit  of  the  evicted 
tenant's  tenant-riglit  beyond  th6  sum  of 
£50  should  compensate  the  man  in  re- 
spect of  it. 

Mr.  speaker  (interrupting)  :  This 
is  an  alternative  to  the  scheme  of  migra- 
tion, and  would  more  properly  come  in  as 
a  distinct  Amendment.  It  would  be  ad- 
visable not  to  mix  up  new  matter  with 
the  migration  scheme  before  the  House. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  would  meet  the 
hon.  Member's  view  to  propose  his 
alternative  plan  at  the  end  of  Clanse  4. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  he  bowed 
to  Mr.  Speaker's  ruling,  but  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Chief  Secretary  did  not  com- 
pensate in  the  same  way  as  the  plan  he 
proposed.  His  reason  for  moving  it  here 
was    that    he  desired   to  empower  the 


Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  contem- 
plated Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would,  of  course,  effect  a  considerable 
alteration  in  the  Bill.  The  position  was 
this  :  In  the  case  where  the  landlord 
was  now  in  occupation  the  Arbitrators 
had  power  to  Investigate  the  merits  and, 
if  they  thought  fit,  they  might  apply  the 
compulsory  powers,  and  compel  the  land- 
lord, whether  he  pleased  or  not,  to 
dispossess  himself  and  reinstate  the 
former  tenant.  In  the  case  where  the 
new  tenant  entered  an  objection,  his  ob- 
jection was  final  and  conclusive,  and 
therefore  it  might  well  be — and  indeed 
was  much  more  likely — that  in  the  second 
class  of  cases  instances  of  hardship  would 
exist  rather  than  in  the  first  class.  In 
the  first  class  there  was  the  compulsory 
element  for  dealing  with  their  cases  ;  in 
the  case  of  the  second  class  there  was  an 
entire  absence  of  compulsory  power.  If 
they  were  to  say  that,  notwithstanding 
the  existence  of  compulsory  powers,  the 
Arbitrators  might  be  free  to  use  these 
migratory  powers  in  cases  where  the 
landlord  was  in  occupation  it  would  tend 
rather  to  dispose  the  Arbitrators  to  use 
the  second  instead  of  the  first  remedy. 
If  they  had  this  alternative  course,  to 
which  the  Land  Commissioners  could 
have  recourse,  it  might  make  it  less 
probable  that  the  former  tenants  would 
be  reinstated  in  their  holdings.  The  pro- 
vision had  not  been  successful  in  the 
Land  Purchase  Act,  and  under  the  cir- 
cumstances he  thought  it  better  to  con- 
fine the  migratory  power  to  those  cases 
in  which  there  were  no  compulsory 
powers  already  existing.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  he  desired 
to  move  an  Amendment  widening  the 
scope  of  the  clause.  He  agreed  with  the 
Solicitor  General  that  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry.  After  the 
merits  of  the  cases  of  the  evicted  tenants 
had  been  submitted  to  the  Arbitrators 
and  decided  it  would  be  dangerous  to 
allow  them  to  be  re-opened.  There  was 
just  one  case  where  probably  a  grievance 
would  arise  in  the  case  of  the  tenant 
evicted  by  the  small  landlord  who 
entered  on  the  land  himself  and  improved 
it.  In  a  case  of  that  kind  the  Arbitrators 
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Arbitrators  to  give  compeneatioD  frbm 
three  soarces — ^from  the  landlord,  if  he 
had  benefited  from  the  tenant  right ; 
from  the  new  tenant  if  he  had  also  bene- 
fited ;  and  from  the  funds  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Arbitrators  themselves. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  the  Amend- 
ment should  come  in  at  the  place  indi- 
cated. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
move  to  add  words  at  the  end  of  the 
clause  in  the  sense  he  had  indicated  on 
the  Second  Reading.  He  proposed  to 
add — 

"  Sub-section  (b)  of  Section  2  of  this  Act 
shall  apply  to  sales  under  this  section." 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  thought 
better  words  would  be  to  add,  after  "  pur- 
chase,** the  words 

**  and  the  provisioi\s  of  this  Act  as  to  guaran- 
tee deposit  shall  apply.*' 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus  Fund  still  continued  a 
considerable  sum,  and  if  the  words  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  give 
a  charge  on  the  fund  similar  to  that  of 
Section  2,  he  should  be  satisfied.  Still,  he 
thought  his  were  against  words  to  cap- 
ture the  Fund. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  of  the  effect  of  the  words  he  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  being 
the  case,  he  would  not  move  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Clause,  to  add  the  words  "and  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  as  to  guarantee 
deposit  shall  apply."— (5'ir  R.  T.  Reid.) 

Amendment  agreeil  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  had  the 
following  New  Clause  on  the  Paper  : — 
(Purchase  of  goodwill  of  former  tenants.) 
"  Where  the  new  tenant  or  the  landlord  objects 
to  an  order  for  reinstatement,  or  the  former  tenant 
agrees  to  accept  a  sum  in  lieu  of  reinstatement, 
the  Arbitrators  may  take  evidence  of  the  value 
of  the  goodwill  of  the  former  tenant,  and,  upon 
all  claims  on  the  holding  being  renounced  by 
the  former  tenant,  may  award  him  such  sum  as 
they  deem  reasonable,  regard  being  had  to  the 
amount  which  otherwise  would  have  been  paid 
to  Uie  landlord  the  new  tenant  and  the  former 
tenant  under  Section  4,  Sub-section  2,  of  this 
Act,  if  an  order  for  reinstatement  had  been 
made." 


The  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  accepted  the  Amendment 
in  substance,  and  had  put  down  words  to 
the  same  effect.  There  was  just  this 
difference:  that  his  (Mr.  Healy^s) 
proposal  would  give  the  former  tenant 
the  alternative  of  either  letting  the  hold- 
ing remain  in  the  hands  of  the  new 
tenant,  or  of  getting  a  sum  of  money  in 
lieu.  He  would  discuss-  that  when  they 
came  to  the  Amendment  of  the  Chief 
Secretary. 

Mr.  J.  MORLE  Y  said,  he  would  move 
to  insert  in  Clause  1  (application  by 
tenant  to  Arbitrators  and  procedure 
thereon,  where  landlord  remains  in  occu- 
pation), words  limiting  the  application  of 
the  clause  to  holdings  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Arbitrators,  are  agricul- 
tural or  pastoral  in  their  character,  or 
partly  agricultural  and  partly  pastoral. 
The  Amendment,  he  explained,  was 
designed  to  meet  an  objection  urged  in 
Debate  on  the  Second  Reading,  that  even 
a  house  in  a  town  might,  under  the  Defi- 
nition Clause  of  the  Act  of  1881,  come 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  The 
Amendment  made  it  quite  plain  that  the 
Act  was  only  intended  to  apply  to  agri- 
cultural and  pastoral  holdings. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  5, 
after  the  word  "  Ireland,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

'in  the  opinion  of  the  Arbitrators  under  this 
Act,  agricultural  or  pastoral  in  its  character,  or 
partly  agricultural  and  partly  pastoral." — (Mr, 
J.  Morley,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  understood 
that  the  effect  of  the  words,  having  re- 
gard to  the  opinion  of  the  Arbitrators 
under  the  Act,  would  be  that  the  action 
of  the  Arbitrators  would  be  final,  and  not 
liable  to  be  questioned  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
Any  question  as  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  right  of  the  tenant  to  a  fair  rent 
could  only  arise  after  reinstatement. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  Amend- 
ment met  the  objection  they  took  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  Solicitor  General  the 
other  day.  But  it  did  not  deal  with  the 
question  of  sub-letting.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  under  the  word  "  holding,"  as 
it  was  proposed  to  be  inserted  in  the  Act, 
an  evicted  tenant  who  had  sub-let  would 
not  come  under  the  Statute,  because 
^^  holding  "  would  have  the  same  meaning 
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as  under  the  Act  of  1881.  A  tenant 
under  the  Act  of  1881,  in  order  to  be 
entitled  to  its  benefits,  had  to  be  in 
possessicMi  of  his  holding,  and  the  whole 
holding.  He  did  not  saj  that  the  Arbi- 
trators would  be  bound  bj  a  technical 
view  of  that  Act ;  bnt  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied that,  under  a  compulsory  system, 
they  would  be  restrained  by  injunction  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  if  they 
proceeded  to  deal  with  subject-matter 
in  regard  to  which  they  had  not 
jurisdiction.  He  thought,  therefore,  some 
provision  was  necessary  to  deal  with  the 
ironclad  views  which  had  been  taken  by 
the  Courts  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
word  "  holding  " — to  deal  with  the  case 
of  a  holding  which  was  partly  sub-let, 
either  at  the  time  of  the  eviction  or  since. 
In  case  the  Bill  should  fortunately  be 
read  a  second  time  in  another  place,  he 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  consider 
whether  "  holding  "  was  a  sufficiently 
elastic  term.  He  had  not  seen  the 
Amendments  on  the  Notice  Paper  until 
this  morning,  and,  therefore,  had  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  putting  down  Amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  was  not 
competent  to  say  what  would  happen  in 
other  places,  but  he  would  consider  the 
point. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
25,  after  the  word  "  parties,"  to  insert 
the  words  "in  open  Court  or,  if  the 
parties  so  desire,  in  private." — (^Mr.  J. 
Morley,) 

Question  propored,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  a  point  which 
was  not  met  by  the  Amendment.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  thought  that  the 
proceedings  before  the  Arbitrators  should 
in  general  be  in  public.  He  recognised, 
however,  that  cases  might  come  before 
the  Arbitrators  where  the  parties  agreed 
that  it  would  be  well  to  have  the  matter 
dealt  with  in  private.  Both  those  states 
of  affairs  were  dealt  with  in  the  Amend- 
ment. He  would  suggest,  as  a  third 
course,  that  where  the  parties  could  not 
agree  as  to  whether  the  proceedings 
should  be  in  open  Court  or  in  private,  the 
Arbitrators  should  have  a  power  to  make 
an  order  on  the  question. 

Jfr.  T.  M.  Jlealy 


Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  could  not  acoept 
the  suggestion,  as  it  might  be  invidiom* 
to  the  Arbitrators. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  proposed  to  amend 
Sub-section  5  of  Clause  1,  whioh  provides 
that  the  landlord  or  tenant  may  apply  to 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed  in  the  case  of 
tenancies  determined  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1881,  by  extending  its 
provisions  to  leasehold  tenancies  deter- 
mined before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1887. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
19,  after  the  words  *^  term,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

'-  Or  being  held  under  a  lease  was  determined 
before  the  passing  of  The  Land-  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887."— OVr.  J,  MarleyO 

Question  proposed,  ''That  thoae 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  efibct  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  leaseholders  evicted 
between  1879  and  1887  would  be  entitled 
to  have  fair  rents  fixed.  He  'would 
invite  attention  to  another  point.  Not 
only  were  there  men  who  were  present 
tenants  before  eviction,  but  there  were 
also  persons  who  would  have  become 
present  tenants.  He  thought  the  righta 
of  these  men  under  the  Bill  should  be  the 
same  as  if  they  had  continued  in  posses- 
sion ;  and  he  would  propose,  after  the 
word  "  apply,"  that  these  words  should 
l>e  added — "  as  if  the  former  tenant  had 
remained  in  possession."  This  Amend- 
ment could  be  dealt  with  after  that  of 
the  Chief  Secretary. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  thou^t  the 
words  proposed  by  the  Government  were 
right.  They  had  been  carefully  con- 
sidered. The  Act  of  1887  dealt  only 
with  leaseholders  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Act,  and  the  question  now  was,  how 
were  they  to  deal  with  leaseholders  whose 
tenancies  expired  through  being  deter- 
mined before  the  passing  of  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  such 
leaseholders  by  the  21st  section  of  the 
Act  of  1881  were  to  be  deemed  present 
tenants  notwithstanding  the  expiration  of 
the  lease. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  there 
were  two  classes  of  tenants.  The  21st 
section  of  the  Act  of  1881  gave  all  the 
advantages  of  that  Act  to  leaseholders 
who  expired  down  to  1887,  but  the  Aet 
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of  1887  de«lt  with  a  differeot  class  of 
leiisoi!  altogether — leases  in  differeot 
tow  as — so  that  they  were  lensea  which 
would  not  be  covered. 

Qaostioo  put,  aad  iigroed  to. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  was  doubtful 
about  the  matter  which  the  Attorney 
General  had  referred  to.  The  Amend- 
ment had  reference  not  to  the  Arbitrators, 
but  to  the  Land  Courts.  If  the  proposal 
had  referred  to  the  Arbitrators,  who  were 
not  subject  to  strict  rules  of  law,  and 
could  act  00  their  discretion,  he  should 
bo  satisfied  that  the  intentiou  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  carried  into  effect. 
He  did  not  think  the  studies  of  the 
Attorney  General  had  given  him  com- 
plete familiarity  with  the  subtleties  and 
refinements  of  the  Laud  Courts  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man knew  as  much  as  the  Irish  Members 
did  about  the  extraordinary  tangle  into 
which  the  Land  Acts  had  been  brought 
by  Irish  Judges  of  various  capacities  and 
degrees^  he  would  hesitate  before  com- 
mitting himself  to  the  assurance  he  had 
given — that  the  words  proposed  could  be 
relied  upon  to  bring  about  any  predet€r- 
mined  result.  He  had  no  doubt  that  a 
tenant  evicted  between  1879  and  1881, 
and  a  leAseholder  evicted  between  1879 
«nd  1887,  would  be  able  to  get  back  to 
their  farms  under  this  Bill,  but  there  the 
difficulty  would  begin.  They  would 
apply  to  have  fair  rents  fixed,  and  then 
the  question  would  arise  whether  the 
words  of  the  Government  would  not  be 
fatal  to  the  claims  of  some  of  them.  It 
was  necessary  to  press  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  to  bear  in  mind  what  Chinese 
erobtlety  of  intellect  was  applied  to  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland^ 
and  to  give  the  House  ground  to  enter- 
tain a  national  hope  that  the  intentions 
expressed  by  the  Government  would  be  | 
carried  out.  He  moved,  after  the  word 
•*  apply,"  in  line  19^  to  insert,  **aa  if  the 
tenant  had  remained  in  possession.'* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  19,  after  the  word  "apply,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  **  as  if  the  tenant  had  re- 
mained in  possession.^*^ — (^/r*  Sextoji,) 

Que8tian  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted," 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  thought 
that  as  the  clause  now  stood  no  lease- 
holder except  one  whose  lease   expired 


before  the  paasing  of  the  Act  ol  1 8S7 
could  have  a  right  to  make  the  applictt* 
tion  referred  to  in  ft.  IIo  did  not 
think  that  the  Amendment  which  had 
just  been  inserted  had  bettered 
the  danse.  He  asked  the  Goverument 
whether,  in  case  the  Bill  escaped  fatality 
at  a  particular  fence  in  another  ptaoe^ 
they  could  not  simplify  the  clause  no  a^ 
to  carry  out  their  undoubted  intentions  ? 

Siu  R.  T.  R£ID  said,  he  agreed  with 
hou.  Members  opposite  that,  judging 
from  what  he  had  learnt  during  the 
last  two  or  three  months,  ingenuity  be- 
yond words  had  been  applied  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  Irish  Land  Acts.  Ho 
took  it  that  the  purpose  at  which  both 
the  Government  and  the  Irish  Members 
were  aiming  was  that  people  who  could 
not  get  a  fair  rent  fixed  because  they 
were  evicted  before  1881  should  be 
enabled  to  come  in  under  this  Bill  and 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  and  that  lease- 
holders who  were  evicted  before  th^ 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1887  should  also 
be  enabled  to  come  in  and  have  a  fair 
rent  fixed.  After  1S87  the  leaseholders 
became  present  tenants 

Mr.  T.  M,  HEALY:  Not  in  all 
cases. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  at  all 
events  the  case  put  to  the  Government 
was  that  of  the  leaseholder  who  was 
evicted  prior  to  the  Act  of  1887.  With 
considerable  trouble  and  labour  the  Go- 
vernment had  arrived  at  the  words  now 
proposed,  which  he  thoroughly  agreed 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  would  etiect  their  pur- 
pose. At  the  same  time,  he  iwlmitted 
that  it  might  be  necessary  to  have  the 
provision  emphasised,  and  he  thought 
that  if  the  word  '*  now  '*  were  inserted  in 
line  22  it  would  clinch  the  matter.  The 
words  would  then  read — 

*'  In  so  far  as  the  said  Acte  uowr  permit  of  a 
fair  rent  being  fixed  in  respect  of  a  tenancy  of 
the  same  kind  a£  the  tenancy  deter  mi  ne<i/' 

Mr,  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.) 
thought,  if  he  might  say  so  with  all 
humility,  that  the  interpretation  put 
upon  the  provision  by  the  Attorney 
General  (Sir  J.  Rigby)  was  accurate, 
and  that  the  difficnlty  possibly,  perhaps 
proliably,  would  not  arise,  but  he  would 
suggest  that  all  doubt  might  be  put  an 
end  to  by  the  addition  of  the  words 
*' assuming  that  such  tenancy  had  con- 
tinued up  to  the  date  of  the  order/*     He 
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thoagkt  that  do    trouble  could  arise  if 
this  suggestion  were  adc^ted. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  resources  of 
human  ingenuity  would  be  exhausted  in 
distorting  the  meaning  of  the  words  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  for  the  pur- 
pose of  keeping  the  tenants  out  of  their 
rights. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  already  spoken,  in 
moving  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in  page 
2,  line  22,  after  the  word  "  Acts,"  to  in- 
sert the  word  "  now."— (6'ir  /?.  T.  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  the  word 
<  now '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  had  given 
this  matter  some  consideration,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  clause,  as  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  make  it  read,  was  at  all 
satisfactory.  The  question  of  the  status 
of  the  tenants  when  the  order  for  their 
reinstatement  was  made  was,  he  pre- 
sumed, intended  to  be  settled  in  every 
case  by  the  sub-section.  What,  how- 
ever, would  be  the  status  of  a  tenant 
who  was  evicted  between  the  22nd  of 
August,  1881,  when  the  Act  passed,  and 
the  1st  of  January,  1883,  when  the  Act 
came  into  operation  ?  He  was  not  a 
^'  present  tenant,"  and  would  be  unable 
to  get  the  benefit  of  the  section.  If  he 
were  a  tenant  who  was  evicted  after  the 
gale  days  in  March  or  May,  1881,  his 
six  months  for  redemption  did  not  expire 
until  after  the  passage  of  the  Act  of 
1881.  The  case  of  such  a  tenant  was 
left  entirely  unprovided  for,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  there  must  be  large 
classes  of  tenants  under  disabilities  of 
this  kind.  The  Government  said  that 
leaseholders  whose  leases  were  deter- 
mined before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1887  were  to  be  reinstated.  But  how 
did  the  section  affect  leaseholders  whose 
leases  expired  subsequently  to  the  Act 
of  1887  ?  He  could  not  see  that  it 
affected  them  at  all.  It  seemed  to  him, 
therefore,  that  the  leaseholder  who  was 
evicted  subsequently  to  the  Act  of  1887 
was  in  a  worse  position  than  the  lease- 
holder who  was  evicted  before  the  passing 
of  that  Act.  There  was  no  way  out  of 
the  awful  l>og  into  which  the  Committee 
had  got  with  reference  to  this  section 
except  by  saying  that  the  order  of  the 
Arbitrators  should  specify  the  status  into 
Mr.  Bodkin 


which  the  tenant  should  be  reinstated^ 
having  regard  to  the  status  at  the  time 
of  the  eviction  as  to  the  Acts  which  bad 
subsequently  been  passed.  He  quite 
agreed  that  the  question  presented  the 
most  enormous  difficulties,  and  thmt  he 
did  not  see  how  it  could  be  dealt  with  in 
any  short  or  pithy  phrase.  The  whole 
case  required  to  be  examined  with 
microscopic  minuteness,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  be  able 
to  give  such  an  examination  to  it. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
hour)  said,  it  ought  to  be  made  clear 
beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt  that  every 
tenant  reinstated  should  have  the  right 
to  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
introduction  of  the  word  "  now,"  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Solicitor  General,  would 
have  no  operative  effect  at  all.  Again 
and  again  he  and  his  colleagues  had 
pointed  out  that  the  tenancy  determined 
was  not  a  present  tenancy,  either  in  the 
case  of  tenants  from  year  to  year  before 
the  Act  of  1881  or  in  the  case  of  lease- 
holders before  the  Act  of  1887,  and 
unless  words  were  sinserted  explicitly 
declaring  that  a  man  should  on  reinstate- 
ment have  the  same  right  to  the  fixing 
of  a  fair  rent  that  he  would  have  had  if 
he  had  continued  in  his  'farm  until  a  pre- 
sent tenancy  was  acquired  doubts  and 
difficulties  would  be  raised.  No  harm 
could  be  done  by  adopting  the  course  he. 
had  suggested.  The  fair  rent  would  be 
the  fair  rent,  and  the  man  would  be  in 
the  same  legal  position  as  if  he  had  not 
been  evicted. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  there  were  two 
classes  of  tenants  only  they  had  to  deal 
with  in  this  matter — those  whose  tenan- 
cies were  determined  before  the  Act  of 
1881  and  those  leaseholders  whose  leases 
were  determined  before  the  Act  of 
1887.  Those  tenants  were  expressly 
mentioned  in  the  clause,  and,  whatever 
the  subtlety  of  the  Land  Commission 
might  be,  they  would  be  bound  to  recog- 
nise that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature  that  those  tenants  should 
have  the  benefit  of  application  for  fair 
rent.  Assuming,  however,  that  the 
language  adopted  by  the  Government 
was  not  the  most  apt,  it  would  be  beyond 
his  powers,  in  the  midst  of  such  a  dis- 
cussion, with  suggestions  being  made  all 
round,  to  draft  on  the  spur  of  the  moment 
a  new   clause  which  should  be  satis&e** 


165 


EmdedTenaniM 


torj.  Bat  there  woald  be  opportunities 
of  dealing  with  the  point  in  another 
place,  and  before  that  time  arrived  the 
Grovemment  would  reconsider  the  matter. 
He  presumed  that  the  intention  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  and  of  the  Grovemment 
was  exactly  the  same-— namely,  to  give 
the  beet  possible  form  to  the  clause.  He 
must  deprecate  any  attempt  to  redraft 
the  clause  now,  and  he  hop^  after  what 
he  had  said,  no  further  Amendments  to 
it  would  be  moved. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  thought  that 
in  the  ou-cumstances  it  would  be  better 
not  to  insert  the  word** now,"  and  he 
would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morlet,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to: — 

Clause  1,  page  2,  line  23,  leave  out 
**  such  a  tenancy,*'  and  insert  **  a  tenancy 
of  the  same  kind  as  the  tenancy  deter- 
mined.'* 

Clause  4,  page  4,  line  20,  after  '*  hold- 
ing," insert  **or  the  inability  of  the 
petitioner  to  acquire  seed.'* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
24,  after  the  word  **  Act,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  Where  the  new  tenant  objects  to  an  order 
for  reinstatement  the  Arbitrators  may,  upon  all 
■  claims  on  the  holding  being  renounced  by  the 
former  tenant,  award  to  him,  out  of  the  moneys 
at  their  disposal  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act, 
snch  sums  as  they  deem  reasonable,  not  exceed- 
ing the  sums  which  in  their  opinion  might  have 
been  payable  out  of  the  said  funds  in  respect  of 
the  said  holding  if  the  order  for  reinstatement 
had  been  made."— (JIfr.  J.  Morley,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  moved  to  amend 
the  Amendment  by  inserting,  after  the 
word  **reinstatement  **  in  the  first  line,  the 
words  **or  the  former  tenant  agrees  to 
accept  a  sum  in  lieu  of  reinstatement.** 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
restore  ^social  peace  in  Ireland.  There 
were  not  many  cases  of  the  kind  be 
sought  to  meet  by  his  Amendment,  but 
there  mi^t  be  a  few,  in  which  the  former 
tenant  might  have  set  up  in  business  at  a 
considerable  distance  from  the  holding, 
have  formed  new  relations,  and  might  he 
willing  to  give  up  the  goodwill  of  the 
holding    on    receiving    a    certain   sum. 
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Something  ought  to  be  given  to  a  former 
tenant  for  his  goodwill  even  if  he  was 
not  anxious  to  return  to  his  old  holding. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  1,  after  the  word 
'*  reinstatement,"  to  insert  the  words  ^  or 
the  former  tenant  agrees  to  accept  a  sum 
in  lieu  of  reinstatement.** — {Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy.) 

Question'proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment.** 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  thought  the 
new  clause  brought  forward  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  fell  far  short  of  the  case  which 
had  been  made  out  in  Coounittee  when 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  was 
withdrawn.  In  the  clause  as  it  stood  the 
old  tenant  would  not  be  entitled  to  any 
compensation  unless  he  presented  a  peti- 
tion. Did  the  Government  intend  to 
drive  the  old  tenant  into  presenting  a 
petition  where  there  was  a  new  tenant 
on  the  farm  ?  Why  should  not  the  old 
tenant  have  his  grant  just  as  well  where 
the  landlord  was  in  occupation  as  where 
there  was  a  new  tenant  in  occupation  ? 
His  improvements  and  tenant-right  ex- 
isted in  the  one  case  just  as  much  as  in 
the  other,  and  he  had  as  good  a  claim  in 
the  one  case  as  in  the  other.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  tenant  should  be  com- 
pensated where  there  was  no  new  tenant 


in  occupation,  and  where  the  landlord 
himself  objected,  just  as  much  as  if  a 
new  tenant  was  actually  in  occupation. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  he  must 
confess  that  he  could  not  see  his  way  to 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learnt  Member,  because  he  believed 
it  would  be  productive  of  much  mischief. 
The  sum  which  was  to  be  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Arbitrators  was  limited  in 
amount.  The  suggestion  now  was  that 
collusion  should  take  place  between  the 
new  tenant  or  the  man  who  had  grabbed 
the  farm  and  the  former  tenant  who  did 
not  wish  to  return  to  his  farm,  and  that 
they  should  make  a  bargain  to  draw  a 
certain  amount  from  public  funds.  The 
money  should  be  husbanded  as  much  as 
possible  in  or.ler  that  pressing  cases 
might  be  dealt  with  satisfactorily.  The 
cases  of  former  tenants  who  had  practi- 
cally relinquished  their  claims  to  their 
old  farms,  who  failed  to  present  petitions, 
and  who  had  started  in  business  in  new 
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locnUtiofi,  could  oot  be  very  pressing. 
He  must  oppose  tbe  Amend m en t. 

biA  H,  T.  REID  was  nnderstood  to 

say  that  the  Ameudraeat  of  the  Govern- 
meut  was  ioteuded  to  benefit  former 
tenants  who  were  auxious  to  be  rein* 
stated  but  wbo&e  wbheB  were  frustrated 
hj  die  opposition  of  the  tenants  io 
possesgiou*  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry  asked  why  the  same  benefit  was 
not  to  be  given  to  a  former  tenant  of  a 
holding  of  which  the  landlord  remained 
in  occupation*  The  reason  was  that 
where  the  landlord  was  in  ocfcupation  the 
Arbiirators  might  in  their  discretion 
oompel  him  to  surrender  the  farm. 
In  such  cases^  therefore,  there  was  no 
raasoQ  for  giving  the  tenant  anything 
in  tlie  nature  of  a  compassionate  allow- 
ance. 

Mk*  sexton  :  Does  it  not  seem 
rather  hard  that  in  some  easei^  where  the 
landlord  is  in  occupation  of  the  farm  the 
former  tenant  can  neither  get  back  nor 
get  compensation  ? 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  Haid,  it  must  be 
rememV>ered  that  the  Arbitrators  would 
exercise  digcretion.  In  all  deserving 
cases  he  trusted  that  they  would  make 
orders  for  reinstatement.  The  Amend* 
meut  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  extend  the  benefit  of  bis  right  hon. 
Friend *8  Amendment  to  former  tenants 
who  did  not  think  proper  to  take  any 
pfeliminary  steps  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  whether  tbe  occupying 
tenants  were  willing  to  go  out  or  not. 
The  p«r|K>8e  of  this  Bill,  however,  was 
not  to  provide  compensation  for  people 
who  (^uld  go  back  to  their  holdings  but 
refrained  from  doitig  so,  or  who  were  not 
prepared  to  appear  before  the  Arbitmtors. 
Dhder  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
a  tenant  who  had  been  evicted  10  years 
ago  who  had  got  over  hifi  misfortunes, 
and  was  engaged  in  other  business,  might 
cM)me  back  and  put  in  a  claim  for  com- 
pensation. The  fund  avaifable  under 
the  Kill  was  a  limited  one,  and  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  expend  it  with 
»ome  regard  to  economy.  If  the  Go- 
vemment  were  to  accept  an  Amendment 
of  this  character  it  would  drain  resources 
which  might  be  most  precious  for  the 
purpose  of  restoring  tenants  who  were 
really  anxious  to  get  back  to  their  hold- 
rage.  If  tbe  resources  had  been  unlimited 
they  might  then  have  been  able  to  be 
lavish  and  generous  all  round,     Althowgh 
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the  sum  was  supposed  to  be  snfllcleot,  ^ 
was  still  limited   in  amount,  and   it 
aU  the  more  necessary,  therefore,  tbi 
they   should    be   careful    how   they  ei 
pended  it.     Hon.   Members   for   Irelail 
had  put  suggestions  on  the  Paper  whic 
had  resulted  in  the  new  clauses  of  tl 
Government   being  put    down,    and 
felt  the  Government  had  gone  as  far 
they  possibly  could  in  the  direction  ifl 
dicated  by  those  suggestions. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.    sexton   said,    he  desired 
move  another  Amendment  to  the  el&ua 
It  was  after  the  word  *^  reinstatement 

to  insert  the  w^ords 

"  or  where  the  Arbitrators,  nfter  bearing  tl| 
liarties  under  Section    I  of  this  Act*  disc 
a  l>edtion  far  reiastntemcat*" 

He  could  not  for  a  moment  admit  ihi 
the  evicted  tenant  had  a  worse  claim  fq 
compensation  or  was  less  in  need  of 
where  there  was  no  new  tenant  in  pos- 
session than  where  there  was  a  new*  tenant. 
The  evicted  tenant  had  suffere<i  tbe  same 
hardship  and  lost  the  same  propert] 
ill  each  case.  The  tenant  owned  til 
buildings  and  other  improvements  on  tb 
farm  ;  he  owned  the  tenant-right  an 
he  had  lost  his  improvements  and 
tenant-right  by  the  fact  of  his  evictic 
This  tenant  was  equally  j^enniless  will 
the  tenant  who  was  replaced  by  a  i)e% 
tenant.  The  position  of  the  two  wa« 
no  respect  dissimilar,  and  both 
equally  in  need  of  help.  He  could  no 
therefore,  admit  that  the  circumstance 
that  where  there  was  a  new  tenant 
the  farm  should  be  decisive  againi| 
hira.  They  had  already  provided  thi 
where  there  was  a  new  tenant  who  dj 
elinetl  to  let  the  old  tenant  get  back  til 
old  tenant  might  get  a  farm  in  son 
other  locality,  but  they  had  declined 
make  any  provision  for  the  tenant  wbem^ 
tbe  farm  was  in  possession  of  the  land-^ 
lord,  Ther  were  now  determined 
give  him  no  compensation  whateve 
when  they  decided  that  the  landlord 
to  hold  the  farm.  The  Solicitor  Gene 
had  ignored  the  suggestion  that  ill 
Arbitrators  might  refuse  to  reinstate  tl 
tenant  for  some  cause  not  rejecting  * 
the  tenant  in  the  least  degree*  Tl 
landlord  might  say  he  had  mmlo  impro"* 
meats  t  that  he  was  not  willing  to  §m 
render  the  farm  ;  that  he  had  convert 
it  into  a  home  farm,  and  aoy  one  of  the 


169  Evicied  Tenants  {6Aut>iftT  l»94}  ( Ireland )  A rbUtatian  Bill,  170 

rea«ans  might  operftte  to  imliice  tko 
Arbitrators  u»  r<?f»jse  die  order  of  reiti- 
ststemeijti  Could  it  l>d  f)ugge«ted  in  such 
a  ease  that  the  Arbitrators  ought  not  to 
have  power  to  luiike  sotn^  compensnttou 
xn  oaaof*  where  they  would  not  make  an 
order  for  reinst^itement  for  reasons 
personal  to  the  landlord  and  not  personal 
to  the  tenant  ?  In  such  a  case  the  tenant 
would  neither  have  a  chance  of  getting  a 
single  acre  of  land  elsewhere  or  a  single 
farthing  of  conipen station*  Ho  would 
urge  the  Government  not  to  ignore  sueh 
Cftses^  but  to  make  provision  that  a  tenant 
in  such  tiireumstances  might  receive 
some  compenf?atlon*  He  begged  to  move 
the  Amoudment. 

Amendment  proporjed  to  the  projiosed 
Amendment,  iti  line  1,  after  the  word 
"  reinstatement/*  to  insert  the  words — 

M'  Arbitmtors,  after  ln^i-ing  th** 
;  ectioii  I  of  this  Act,  dismiss  a 

Question  proposed,  **Thut  those  words 
be  there  i  user  tod  in  the  proposed  Am  end- 
meat.^' 

Mk,  bodkin  desired  to  suggest  one 
answer  to  the  diflRctilty  which  had  been 
pointed  out  by  the  Holrcitor  General, 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
i$aid  that  in  one  cas<^  there  vvas  compul- 
stoo*  and  in  the  other  there  was  none ; 
thut  in  one  case  the  tribunal  was  power- 
less to  let  a  man  go  baek  into  his  holding, 
aod  in  the  other  case,  that  though  it  wa?* 
in  their  power  to  admit  him,  they  decide<l 
not  to  do  30,  and  that  in  making  sueh  a 
decision,  the  Arbitrators  had  in  effect 
decided  it  wa?  not  a  meritorious  case. 
The  hon*  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Sex- 
toti)  had  met  that  point,  and  had  shown 
that  there  were  mauy  8uch  meritorioTis 
<Mifles,  They  were  not  asking  that  there 
aliould  be  any  compulsion  put  upon  tlie 
tribunal  to  give  compensation,  but  the 
^ame  tribunal  had  had  all  the  ea^es  before 
tt,  it  ha<l  knowledge  of  all  the  ciroum- 
^tanees,  and  knew  whether  the  tenant*?* 
niaim  w^as  meritorious  or  not,  and  it 
would  be  only  where  the  tribunal  decided 
that  the  tenant'^  claim  was  in  itself  meri- 
t  1     Itat  it  would  be  likely  to  put  this 

,        ntiou  eiaune  iu  force. 

Sir  K.  T.  REID  naid,  it  wa?  distaste- 
ful to  iiim  iti  a  Bill  which  reiatetl  to 
Ire  (and  and  to  Irish  affairs  not  to  be  able 
to  nr*cept  the  Amendment  suggested  by 
f  he  Irish  Member?;*       He  knew  perfectly 


weU  Ihey  were  more  conversant  with' 
Irish  affairs  than  he  him«elf  or  hk 
friends  who  ^at  beside  him,  but  he 
would  ask  hon.  Memliers  to  lie  good 
enough  to  remember  that  the  Govern* 
ment  was  limited  by  considerations  ol 
economy  ;  they  coiild  not  make  the  money 
go  any  farther  than  it  would  go,  and 
what  they  had  got  to  do  wa&  to  deal 
with  the  £250,000  to  the  beflt  advantage. 
He  thought  they  had  endeavoured  to  da 
8o  within  the  Hill  as  originally  laid 
down.  In  this  particular  Amendment 
they  had  gone  jsomewhat  beyood  the 
original  scope  of  the  Bill  for  the  pur^ 
pose  of  complying  as  far  aa  possible 
with  the  valuable  suggestions  of  hon. 
Members.  And  now  the  question  arose 
whether,  having  gone  one  step,  they 
should  not  go  anotlier  step.  He  thought 
if  the  Amendment  were  adopted  it 
would  not  apply  to  one  case  in  a 
hnndreih 

Mk,  sexton  :  Very  well ;  if  there 
was  only  one  ease  out  of  a  hundred  it 
would  not  cost  so  much  money. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  naid,  he  thought  that 
the  provisions  which  the  Government 
proposed  would  be  found  to  deal  sati«- 
faetorilv  with  the  quest  ton. 

Mb.  T,  M,  HEALY  thought  it  would 
be  poiitiible  to  overcome  the  Solicitor 
Gonerars  argument  as  to  economy  Inaing^ 
necessary  by  the  use  of  the  words — 

"  Such  cases  to  be  dealt  with  if  there  ahould 
l)e  any  surplus  moneys/* 

Let  economy  be  practised,  and  then  *if 
any  raonny  was  left  it  could  be  used  as 
proposed  in  the  Amendment  of  the  hop* 
Meml>ev  for  North  Kerry,  Undoubtedly 
there  would  be  cases  to  he  met  such  as 
thiit  put  forward  by  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr.  Car* 
son),  who  had  iuBtanced  the  cai?c  of  a 
landlady  who  had  spent  a  considerable 
sum  of  money  on  an  evicted  holding,  and 
asked  in  auch  a  ease  would  the  Arbi* 
trators  make  an  order  for  the  reinstate- 
ment of  the  old  tenant  ?  Probably  thoj 
would  not;  but  would  that  be  any  reason 
why  an  evicted  tenant  who  had  been 
evicted  for  a  year's  rent  should  get 
nothing  nt  all  ?  The  ?*tate  of  the  laiif 
was  wholly  inequitable.  It  was  English 
law,  a^J  English  law  wholly^  that  a  man 
shoul  Itr^se  his  whole  possessions  because 
of  oe  yeNr's  arrear  of  reut.  The  tenant 
htt^*a  m'^uch  larger  property  in  the 
K^^ng  tha  u  a  year's  rent*     It  might  be 
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that  he  had  £1,000  worth  of  property 
in  his  farm  aad  the  yearns  rent  might  be 
only  £100.  He  might  not  be  able  to  pay 
that ;  and  under  the  conditioDs  of  English 
law,  if  he  was  not  able  to  pay  that  at  the 
proper  time,  he  lost  the  whole  of  the 
£1,000  he  had  inTested  in  the  holding. 
It  was  very  like  the  English  view  of 
Limited  Liability  Company  law,  and 
they  were  introducing  that  view  to  cases 
of  land  tenure  where  it  was  not  appli- 
cable. In  the  old  Land  League  days 
men  were  evicted  for  half  a  year's  rent. 
Was  the  tenant  who  was  evicted  in  such 
circumstances  to  get  no  compensation 
at  all  because  the  landlord  had  speut  a 
sum  of  money  on  the  holding  which 
prevented  the  Arbitrators  from  making  a 
reinstatement  order  ?  It  seemed  to  him 
that  such  a  tenant  ought  to  get  com- 
pensation, and  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment should  accept  the  Amendment. 

Sir  J.  RIG  BY  said,  the  clause  now 
being  introduced  by  the  Government  had 
been  drafted  in  order  to  meet  the  cases 
where  it  was  thought  possible  there 
might  be  some  hardship.  They  had  \ 
tried  to  make  the  conditions  as  liberal  as 
the  circumstances  would  allow.  They 
had  met  the  case  as  far  as  the  limited 
means  at  their  disposal  would  permit  ; 
them,  and  he  would,  therefore,  suggest 
that  the  Amendment  should  be  with- 
drawn. 

Question  put. 

•The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  ' 
53;  Noes  97.— (Division  List,  No.' 
210.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Amendment   of  the   Chief 
Secretary,  at  the  end  of  Clause  4,  to  sub- 
stitute, after  the  words  "  such  sums  as  ; 
they     deem     reasonable,''     the     words  . 
"  having   regard    to,"    instead    of   "  not  \ 
exceeding."     He   said,  though   a   small  ' 
alteration,  it  was  important  for  the  proper 
working  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  4,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  not  exceeding,"  and  insert  the 
words  "  having  regard  to." — (J/r.  T,  M, 
Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  thq  words 
*  not  exceeding '  stand  part  of  the.  pro- 
posed Amendment."  \ 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  Amendto  ^nt 
could  not  be  accepted  as  proposed  bpoge 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  \ 


hon.  Member,  as  it  would  leave  the  Bum 
to  be  awarded  to  the  old  tenant  without 
limit.  That  would  undoubtedly  be  the 
interpretation  put  upon  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  did  not  like  to 
press  the  matter  again,  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  interpreted  the 
Amendment  in  a  sense  which  he  had  no 
wish  to  put  upon  it.  He  wished  to  give 
a  certain  elasticity  to  the  words  and  a 
discretion  to  the  Arbitrators.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  not  tie  them  ' 
down  to  a  hard-and-fast  sum. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  repeated  that  the 
Amendment  could  not  be  accepted. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  sexton  moved  a  further 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  by  omitting  the  words 
*'  out  of  the  said  fund."  The  Bill  pro- 
vided for  payment  of  a  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding two  years'  rent.  If  payment  was 
to  be  made  out  of  the  fund  he  was  afraid 
that  under  the  Chief  Secretary's  Amend- 
ment as  it  stood  the  old  tenant  might 
get  nothing.  It  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Arbitrators  to  award  two  jears'  rent,  and 
the  tenant  would  only  have  to  pay  one» 
so  that  if  the  award  was  £100  the  fund 
would  only  pay  £50.  The  new  tenant 
and  the  landlord  would  have  to  get  twice 
as  much  as  the  old  tenant  would  get. 
The  sum  total  would  not  be  very  large  in 
these  cases,  but  something  should  be 
done  where  the  old  tenant  was  kept  out 
by  the  refusal  of  the  new  tenant  to  let 
him  in,  and  certainly  as  much  should  be 
paid  to  the  old  tenant  as  they  would  pay 
to  the  new  tenant  and  landlord.  Several 
Amendments  to  this  effect  had  been 
already  proposed,  and  as  this  was  the 
last  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  regard  it  with  more  consideration* 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  5,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "out  of  the  said  funds." — {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  objection  to 
the  Amendment  was  that  if  it  were 
accepted  the  fund,  in  case  of  the  new 
tenant  objecting  to  an  order  for  rein- 
statement, might  have  to  bear  a  greater 
burden  than  if  the  old  tenant  were  rein- 
stated.     That  would  be  the  effect  if  he 
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rightly  understood  the  AraeudmeDt.  The 
Arbitrators  might  award  Ruch  sum  as 
they  thought  fit  not  exceeding  the  sum 
which  ibey  considered  might  have  been 
payable  in  respect  of  the  whole  interest, 
and  the  fund  under  this  new  section  would 
have  to  hear  a  larger  burdeiu  That 
was  what  it  came  to.  It  was  not 
ea»y  to  make  such  an  alteration 
without  destroying  the  object  of  the 
chinse.  Probably  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  press  his  Amendment,  as  he 
would  no  doubt  see  that  the  clause 
would  meet  his  views. 

Mil.  HARRINGTON  said,  that  the  j 
compensation  payable  to  the  old  tenant ! 
ought  to  be  contributed  to  Vjoth  by  the 
landlord  aud  by  the  new  t^tiaut  who  wa«t 
in  possession  of  the  old  tenant^'s  holding, 
And  not  only  out  of  the  fund  to  be  provided 
under  this  BUI.  As  to  that,  there  could 
be  no  dispute  either  in  the  case  of  the 
new  tenant  who  was,  even  to  some 
extent,  in  possession  of  the  holding,  or  in 
the  case  of  the  landlord,  who,  by  in- 
creased rent  or  otherwise,  would  gain  an 
advautAge*  He  would  point  out  to  the 
right  hon*  Gentleman  that  if  he  was  only 
going  to  offer  tu  the  former  tenant  the 
very  inadequate  provision  In  the  shape  of 
compensation  given  by  this  Bill,  he  would 
lea%e  the  question  unsettled  as  fur  as  the 
man  himself  was  concerned,  and  also  in 
the  public  opinion  of  the  district*  It 
would  be  thought  that  he  had  not  received 
compenstUioD  for  his  interest  in  the  hold- 
ing. His  hon.  Friend  had  eudeuvoured 
to  introduce  an  Amendment  with  the 
conseut  of  the  Governraeut  that  the 
Arbitrators  should  consider  tlie  whole 
equity  of  the  ease,  and  decide  what  sum 
should  be  contributed  by  the  new  tenant 
in  jKJssession  of  the  former  tenant-right, 
and  what  contnbutfon  should  be  made  by 
the  landlord.  That  was  a  matter  where 
considerations  of  economy  would  not 
come  in,  A  wide  discretion  was  left  to  the 
Arbitrators,  aud  it  was  only  fair  aud 
reasonable  that  the  new  tenant  aud  the 
landlord  should  themselves  make  some 
contribution,  and  by  so  doing  have  the 
means  of  comiug  to  a  friendly  settlement 
with  the  old  tenant,  by  giviiig  him  com- 
pensation for  what  he  had  lost*  It  was 
only  by  such  means  that  a  settlement 
couM  be  arrived  at. 

Ma.  BODKIN  said,  the  question  to 
l»o  considered  was   whether  the  evicted 


tenant  was  not  entitled  under  the  morali- 
ties and  necessities  of  the  case  to  get  as 
much  money  as  it  was  proposed  to 
allot  to  the  new  tenant  and  to  the  laud- 
lord.  All  they  a^ked  was  that  the  old 
tenants  should  be  treated  in  the  same 
spirit,  and  that  the  money  awiirdetl  to 
them  under  the  Bill  should  be  really 
assured.  It  was  for  that  reason  that  this 
proposal  was  made  for  securing  the  com- 
pensation, for  it  would   be  a  matter   of 

S  compensation    in   a    great   many   cases. 

i  Their  case  in  common  was  that  no  com- 
pensation which  could  be  given  from  the 

!  general  fund  would  be  of  much  value  to 

I  the  tenant.  He  asked  the  Government 
to  make  this  small  concession  on  the 
ground  that  the  old  tenants  should  have 
the  same  consideration  as  the  new 
tenants* 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  point  had 
been  already  discussed  on  previous  pro* 
posals,  and  the  Amendment  could  not  \m 
accepted. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

•Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.) 
moved  to  amend  the  Chief  8ecretary*8 
Amendment  by  adding  at  the  end  the 
wonls — 

"  And  such  further  sums  payable  hy  the  lii mi- 
lord and  the  new  tenant  as  tliea  tind  the  ditfur' 
eaoe  between  the  former  sums  and  the  market 
value  of  the  holding."' 

He  thought  the  Government  would  not 
object  to  this,  as  the  money  was  proposed 
to  be  paid  not  out  of  the  sura  voted  by 
Parliament,  but  out  of  the  money  found 
by  the  landlord  aud  new  tenant.  He 
would  give  an  instance  of  what  was  in- 
tended. In  1885  the  tenant  was  evicted 
for  a  single  year's  rent,  and  had  been 
eight  years  out  of  his  holding.  His 
land  had  been  grabl3ed  within  the  last 
year,  yet  if  the  new  tenant  refused  his 
consent,  uoder  the  Bill  the  man  would 
lose  all  right  in  the  holding  in  which  iie 
had  a  considerable  property,  and  the 
grabber  have  to  pay  nothing  tV»r 
the  valuable  interest  he  acquired.  In 
those  circumstances  it  was  only  fsiir 
that  against  both  the  new  tenant  himself 
and  his  landlord,  who  had  derived  very 
substantial  beneHt,  eompeusatrou  should 
be  awarded  not  exceeding  the  market 
value  of  the  holding.  If  this  Ameiid- 
ment  were  not  inserted  a  very  serious 
difficulty  might  turn  out  in  working  the 
Act* 
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Ameiidmeut  proposed  to  the  proposed 
A  me  lid  me  tit,  at  tike  end  thereof|  to  add 
the  words— 

**  Ami  auch  further  sums  fwiyable  by  the  land- 
lord and  new  teuant  &n  thev  would  find  to  \te 
the  difference  between  nnch  former  sums  and 
the  market  rnlue  of  the  holding  previous  to  the 
c V ictions/ ' —  ( Mr,  Jlatjtlvn,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  irordrt 
be  added  to  the  proposed  Ameodment/* 

Mr,  HARRINGTON  said,  this  wa^ 
practically  the  ^^^ame  AiueDdiueat  a^  thai 
iipou  which  he  addressed  the  House,  aud 
received  a  promise  at  aia  earlier  tilage 
that  it  Tvould  have  favuurahie  Oiiusidera- 
tion.  The  great  ditfieulty  which  the 
House  had  to  deal  with  lay  lu  the  fact  thai 
there  was  uo  adet^tiate  compeoaatiou 
provided  in  caseij  where  new  tenants  were 
in  posseBsion.  He  asked  the  Englbh 
Members  of  the  House  to  cousider  the 
peculiarities  of  the  land  system  in  Ire* 
lanil,  where  it  was  not  strictly  the  case  of 
landlord  and  tenant  as  in  this  country,  but 
was  jvractically  the  ca:je  of  two  men  in 
purtnership,  eacli  having  an  undivided 
moiety  of  the  holding,  A  tenant,  the 
value  of  whose  holding  hiul  l>een  tixe^l 
by  the  Land  Commission  at  £500,  might 
have  been  evicted  for  one  year "^s  judicially 
tixed  rent  of  £50,  How,  in  such  circum- 
sUmces,  were  the  Government  to  uphold 
a  policy  of  this  kind,  and  how  were  they 
to  devise  an  ef|ui table  scheme  if  they 
wotUd  uot  compel  the  landlord  and  the 
new  tenant  iu  possession  to  contribute 
compensation  for  the  man's  tenant  right  ? 
The  Government  were  not  going  to  give 
him  a  penny  of  eompeusation  us  far  as 
tlie  new  teuaut  was  concerned.  The 
present  proposal  would  not  impose  aoy 
new  burden  on  the  State^  and  did  not 
introduce  any  new  principle  which  was 
not  already  to  be  found  iu  all  the  Irish 
Land  Acts — namely,  the  right  to  go  to 
the  Court  and  obtain  compensation.  If 
the  former  tenant  iiad  a  valuable  interest 
in  the  holding,  it  was  a  grievous  hard- 
ship to  allow  the  new  tenant,  who  was 
now  iu  possession,  to  enjoy  the  benetit  of 
that  interest  for  nothing  at  all,  without 
making  him  contribute  one  penny,  and 
only  to  award  to  the  former  fcenaut  the 
very  iuaileciuate  competisatioQ  afforded 
bj  the  Bilh 

Sir  R.  T.  R£ID  Baid,  he  \?a8  rery 
sorry  the  Government  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment.  He  would  ask  any 
hou.  Member  whether  it  would  be  posaibie 


for  the  Government  fairly,  or,  he  miglit  ^ 

almost  say,  equitably,  towards  tlie  Hoii^e 
of  Commons,  to  accept  an  Amendment  uf 
this  character.  It  was  perfectly  true  i 
that  the  spirit  of  the  Irish  Land  AcU  wa^^ 
that  although  the  tenant  might  be  dii- 
possessed  for  a  particular  reason  he  was 
to  l>e  recouped  tlie  value  of  hi«  bofdiog 
in  one  way  or  auother,  That  principle  j 
had  been  adopted  ijj  the  more  recent 
Irish  laud  legi**lation.  Tho  Bill  pro- 
posed reiustutement,  and  the  hou.  Gen* 
tUman  proposed  that,  where  the  Bill 
itself  admitted  to  the  old  tenant  the 
option  of  not  Ijeing  reinstated,  a  pecuniary 
penalty  shonfd  be  awarded  to  him.  This 
would  be  im^iosing  on  the  new  tcnaut 
compulsion,  by  ordering  the  paymeni  by 
him  of  a  sum  of  money.  He  was  certaiu 
that  this  would  be  admitted  to  be  entirely 
contrary  to  the  principle  upon  which  the 
Bill  had  been  argueil  throughout  from 
the  Government  Benches. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  that  every 
oue  on  the  Irish  Benches  was  under  the 
impression  that  the  present  Amendment 
was,  in  substauce,  accepted  hy  the  Go- 
vernment  on  a  former  occasion. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  that  waii  not^tn 
fact,  the  case. 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  (Watcrfonl) 
desired  to  add  to  what  his  hon.  Friend 
hail  stated,  that  an  Amendment  proposed 
in  Committee  had  b#3en  withdrawn  on 
the  understanding  that  something  of  the 
kind  would  be  considered  on  Report — 
that  the  Government  would  consider 
whether  it  was  uot  possible  for  thetn  to 
bring  forward  a  clause  embodying  this 
proposal. 

Sir  R.T.REID  said,  that  he  was  able 
to  correct  the  hon.  Gentleman's  recollec- 
tion, as  he  was  present  the  whole  time. 

Mr.  J-  REDMOND  :  So  was  L 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said,  he  certaidy 
never  understood  his  right  hon.  Friend 
to  say  that  he  would  adopt  that  prbi- 
ciple. 

Mic.  J.  REDMOND  said,  the  ri^bt] 
hon.  Gentleman  certainly  said  he  would 
consider  it. 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  thought  the  boo, 
Memlier  would  see  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  felt,  after  consideration,  that 
it  would  uot  be  right  in  aecordauce  with 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  to  accept  the 
Amendmeut.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  ai^sured  him  that  ho  had 
expressly  refused  to  give  any  pledge  oti 
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file  fiubJQcl,  HoQ.  Geutlemeu  won  Id,  he 
thought,  see  that  it  would  not  be  ric^ht 
to  &ee>ept  the  Ameudmeat  before  the 
Hoiiee* 

Dr.  KENNY  (Dtibliu,  College 
Green)  said,  that  his  recoltectioti  tallied 
with  that  of  hi8  hotl.  and  ioArned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Waterford*  If  the  Go- 
rernment  ivccepted  the  Ameudraeut  they 
would  he  going  a  long  way  towartle  the 
eompleriou  of  their  own  work,  by 
aefluaging  the  bitterness  of  feeling  which 
thresfaned  law  and  order  in  Ireland  as 
long  as  these  men  remained  evicted  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  their  former  boldinga. 
By  giving  the  evicted  tenant,  who  re- 
Tuatued  near  hi»  farm,  no  means  of 
migrating  they  bound  him  to  the 
phtce  whero^  according  to  the  theory 
of  the  GoYernment^  his  presence  was 
mo8t  oVijectioiiable  and  a 
menace  to  the  peace 
country.  But  by  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment the  Government  would  a^^auage  a 
great  deal  of  the  bitterness  which  would 
he  aroused  in  regard  to  the  new  tenant 
who  would  not  give  up  the  farm,  by 
enabling  the  old  tenant  to  go  out  of  the 
district.  He^  therefore,  appealed  to  the 
Government,  in  the  interest  of  tbe  success 
of  their  policy  with  regard  to  the  evicted 
tenants,  to  acuept  the  Amendment. 

Mr*  HAYDEN  said,  ho  moved  a 
similur  Amendment  in  Committee  on 
Thursday,  but    withdrew  it  on  a  promise 


standing  ,  ^4/^,./^^^^ 
of        the  ^  -' 


t(On  with  regard  to  the  transfer  of  that 
property  than  they  were  at  the  pres^ent 
moment.  Recognising  the  equity  of 
the  Amendment — though,  perhaps,  It 
was  not  in  the  best  form^ — if  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  went  to  u  Division  ho 
would  feel  bound  to  support  hira. 

Question  put. 

The  Hou.se  divided  : — Ayes  .52  ;  Noes 
9-4.— (Division  List,  No.  21 1,) 

WonU  inserted. 

On   Motion  of  Mr.  J.    Morlev,  the 

following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  ; — 
Page  5,  lino  2.x  leavft  out  ''sli.ilL"  and 
insert  **  may.** 

Amendment  proposed*  in  page  .j.  Hue 
25,  after  the  word  "employ,"  to  insert 
the    wonls    **8uch    of    the," — (iVr.   «/. 


QuoBtioD  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  iniserted**' 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  Chief 
Secretary  hud  promised  to  insert  words 
which  would  cover  the  value  'of  the 
County  Court?!,  as  well  ai*  the  vahiers  of 
the  Laud  Commission. 

Mr.  J.  MO  RLE  Y  said,  there  were  no 
County  Court  valuers  as  such.  All  the 
valuers  wore  valuers  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  valuers  em- 
ployed    by    the    County    Courts    were 


from  the  Chief  Secretary  that  it  w*ould  I  «elected  from  a  list  supplied  by  the  Land 


be  favourably  considered  before  Report 
Mr,  J,  MO R LEY  said,  he  stated  ex- 
plicitly OQ  that  occasion  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr-  sexton  said,  the  Nationalist 
Members  could  not,  by  any  action  of 
theirs,  sulfer  it  to  be  supposed  that  they 
consented  to  the  transfer  of  the  property 
of  the  evicted  tenants  either  to  the  land- 
lords or  the  new  tenants.  Tbe  evicted 
tenants  owed,  on  the  average,  two  or  three 


Commission.  The  Land  Commission  had 
no  more  to  do  with  those  valuers  than  to 
put  them  on  the  list.  They  were  selectM 
by  the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts  ; 
and  it  was  extremely  doubtful  that  the 
words  would  cover  the  case  of  those 
County  Court  valuers* 

Mh.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  question  tbat  they  were 
not  valuers  of  the  County  Courts,  but 
valueri^  of  the  Laod  Commission  ;  and 
the   wortis   lie   proposed   were   the   be§t 


years'  rent.     By  reason  of  their  eviction  |  words  he  could  devise  to  carry  out  his 


they  lost^  and  eitlier  the  landlords  or  the 
new  tenants  had  appropriated,  property 
valued  from  10  or  J  2  to  20  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  laud.  That  property  once 
legally  belonged  to  the  evicted  tenant  ; 
it  still  in  equity  belonged  to  bim  ;  and 
the  Nationalist  Members  could  not  allow 
it  to  be  supposed  that  by  any  arrange* 
ment  under  the  law  the  landlord  or  new 
tenant  should  be  placed  in  a  better  po6i- 


imdert^king    to    his   hon.   and    letirned 
Friend. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  :^ 
Page  o,  line  25,  after  ♦*  Commission/' 
insert  **  as  they  think  fit." 

Mb,  T^  M«  HEALY  proposed  an 
Amendment  in  Clause  8,.providiugtlmta 
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holdiog  sub-let  or  sub-divided  at  the  time 
the  tenancy  was  determined  shall  not  be 
excluded  under  the  Act.  The  Govern- 
ment had  provided  in  the  Bill  that  the 
words  holding  and  tenancy  and  fair  rent 
should  have  the  same  meaning  as  in  the 
Act  of  1881.  This  Amendment  simply 
provided  that  sub-letting  should  not  be  a 
bar  to  reinstatement,  and  he  could  see  no 
reason  why  the  Grovernment  should  not 
accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6, 
line  15,  after  "1881,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

**  Provided  that  the  fact  that  a  holding  was 
sub-let  or  sab-divided  at  the  time  the  tenancy 
was  determined,  shall  not  be  held  to  be  an 
objection  to  a  petition  or  an  order  under  this 
Act."— (JlTr.  T,  Jf,  Bealy,-) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  K.  T.  REID  thought  the  Amend- 
ment wholly  unnecessary.  The  point  was 
whether  sub-tenancies  existing  upon  a 
holding  at  the  time  the  tenancy  was 
determined  would  prevent  the  holding 
from  being  one  to  which  the  Act  would 
be  applicable.  He  thought  the  opening 
words  of  the  Act,  which  provided  that 
the  Act  should  apply  to  any  holding 
whether  agricultural  or  pastoral,  or  partly 
agricultural  and  partly  pastoral,  were 
amply  sufRcient  to  cover  the  point  raised, 
and  he  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  no  doubt  the  pro- 
vision sought  to  be  introduced  by  the 
Amendment  was  already  in  the  Bill,  but 
the  insertion  of  the  Amendment  would 
make  it  clearer  and  the  administration  of 
the  Act  on  the  point  more  certain.  The 
difficulty  would  not  arise  as  to  whether  a 
holding' was  pastoral  or  otherwise  ;  but 
when  the  question  of  the  fixing  of 
a  fair  rent  came  to  be  considered, 
of  course,  as  it  was  not  proposed 
now  to  alter  the  law  with  regard  to 
the  right  of  a  tenant  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed,  the  tenant  could  not  get  a  fair  rent 
unless  he  was  entitled  ;  but  lest  any 
doubt  might  arise  as  to  the  admissibility 
of  a  holding  because  sub-letting  existed, 
he  thought  it  would  be  well  if  the 
Amendment  were  inserted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  Solicitor  General's  view 
on  this  point.  He  was  familiar  with  the 
law  in  relation  to  this  matter,  and  he 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


was  of  opinion  that  if  the  Amendment 
were  not  inserted  there  would  be  b  blot 
in  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Schedule. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  pointed  out  the 
Schedule  did  not  incorporate  Section  59 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  he  moved  to  in* 
sort  this  section. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  Bill  to  be 
read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 


EQUALISATION  OF  RATES  (LOKI 
BILL.— (No.  124.) 

COMMITTEE.     [PtogreHy  8rd  AuffusiJ] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
14,  after  the  word  *'  shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  **  half-yearly."— (Jtfr.  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
*  half-yearly '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  or  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  accepted  this  Amend- 
ment, which  would,  he  thought,  make 
the  clause  somewhat  clearer. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr:  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  at  all  neces- 
sary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BOUSFIE'LD  said,  he  had  the 
following  Amendment  on  the  Paper : — 

Page  I,  line  17,  leave  oat  from  the  beginning 
to  "*  that,"  in  line  21,  and  insert— 

*'Tbe  grant  due  from  that  one-half  of  the 
fund  to  each  parish  shall  be  determined  by 
three  Arbitrators  to  be  appointed  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  shall  apportion  the 
amount  of  half  the  Equalisation  Fund  among 
the  sanitary  districts. 

In  making  such  apportionment  the  Arbitra- 
tors shall  luive  regard  to  the  following  con- 
siderations : — 

(a)  the  population  of  each  district ; 
(b")  the  rate  in  the  pound  required  in  each 
district  in  order  to  provide  the  amount 
expended  in  each  district  for  the  purposes 
hereinafter  mentioned ; 
(c)  such  other  matters  as  are  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Arbitrators  neoessaiv  to  be  con- 
sidered in  order  to  enable  them  to  carry 
out  the  object  of  this  Act. 
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WiiOTe  s  BuniUry  district  coiiipn«ei  two  or 
more  (ATisheif  the  Arbitraror&  shall  divide  the 
grant  due  among  thoc^  pari:ihe8,  and  in  niakitj|§^ 
such  division  shall  have  reganl  to  the  same  con* 
sidentlon.*!  as  are  mentioned  in  the  p recced  iug 
•tib-section  vdth  rgferenoe  to  apportionment. 

Provided  nevertheless  that/* 
He  was  aware  that  this  Ameodmeut  was 
no  loDger  in  Order,  the  Committee 
having  decided  that  the  London  County 
Council  should  determine  the  grant  due 
ID  some  form  or  another.  As  the  Bill 
stood,  the  proportion  of  the  distribution 
was  a  mere  matter  of  arithmetic,  as  the 
authorities  were  directed  to  apportion 
the  food  ou  the  basis  of  population. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  t^ 
provide  that  the  grant  should  be  deter- 
mine<I  not  in  proportion  to  population^ 
but  in  such  proportion  as  might  be  fixed 
hj  three  Arbitrators  to  l>e  appointed  bj 
the  Local  Government  Board,  No  doubt 
the  population  plan  was  a  rough-and- 
ready  method,  which  mighty  iu  the 
ma^ritj  of  cases^  be  found  to  work  out 
with  more  or  less  fairness.  But  there  were 
a  few  parishes  in  which  it  was  certain,  at 
any  rate,  that  under  this  plan  in  just  ice 
would  be  done.  He  submitted  that  as  it 
could  be  shown  that  in  one  case,  at  least, 
the  theory  failed  to  secure  justice,  that 
Wfts  primd  facie  evidence  that  the  theory 
itself  was  faulty,  and  should  not,  there- 
fore, be  adopted  by  the  Government  as 
the  basis  on  which  the  fund  was  to  be 
distributed.  In  support  of  this  argument, 
be  would  remind  the  Committee  that  for 
many  years  the  corpuscular  theory  of 
light  was  accepted,  but  tt  was  subse- 
quently discovered  that  one  fact  would 
not  fit  in  with  the  others,  so  that  the 
whole  theory  was  discarded  as  unsound. 
In  the  same  way  in  regard  to  equalisation, 
if  it  broke  down  iu  one  parish,  or  inflicted 
injustice,  it  showed  that  after  all  they 
had  not  got  hold  of  the  right  theory. 
One  important  factor  in  dealing  with 
equalisation  had  been  left  untouched  by 
Cbe  Government.  In  the  distribution  of 
the  fund  no  regard  whatever  was  paid  to 
the  different  needs  and  requirements  of 
the  parishes  that  were  to  receive  it.  That 
lay  at  the  root  of  the  whole  thing.  If 
the  population  proportion  worked  out 
without  doing  injustice  it  would  not 
much  matter,  even  if  it  were  not 
absolutely  correct ;  but  if  it  was  not 
correct,  they  must  find  out  the 
^ftttse.  If  they  were  going  to  equalise  the 

YOL*  XXVUl.  [rotJRTH  sbrias.] 


rates,  they  must  take  into  account  wbat 
the  existing  rates  were  iu  any  parish  or 
district,  for  they  would  be  distinctly  thfl 
measure  of  its  requirements.  They  must 
take  the  various  factors  into  considera- 
tion and  work  out  a  formula  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  introducing  them.  No 
one  on  the  other  side  had  suggested  such 
a  formula.  They  did  not  intend  to  do  so. 
Then  he  ventured  to  suggest  that  the 
only  way  of  distributing  the  money  so  as 
to  bring  about  an  equalisation  of  rates  itt^ 
the  several  districts  was  to  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  Arbitrators  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board.  That  was  the  suggestion  he  put 
before  the  Committee  to-night.  Anyone 
who  read  the  Amendment  as  it  orlginall} 
stood  would  see  that  one  of  the  factors  he 
proposed  the  Arbitrators  should  consider 
was  population.  The  next  factor  was  one 
which  obviously  should  be  brought  in — 
namely,  the  rate  in  the  £1  required  in 
each  district  iu  order  to  provide  the 
amount  expended  in  each  district  for  th^ 
purposes  of  the  Act.  Then,  if  justice  wail 
to  be  done,  they  must  bring  into  account' 
other  factors  which  could  not  be 
enumerated  in  the  Bill  without  leading 
to  great  complexity,  but  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Arbitrators,  it  might 
necessary  to  consider,  and  which  ever 
sensible  man  who  made  such  an  appor 
tiooment  would  consider.  One  was  thd 
question  of  compounding,  which  mad^ 
the  rates  appear  iu  some  parishes  Is.  ia'^ 
the  £1  higher  than  they  actually  were. 
If  they  were  going  to  equalise,  they  must 
start  not  with  the  nominal  rate  as  it 
appeared  in  each  parish,  but  with  the 
actual  amount.  As  he  had  said  over  and 
over  again,  to  decide  the  question  of 
distribution  on  the  mere  basis  of  popula- 
tion could  not  possibly  meet  the  justice  ofJ 
the  case.  It  had  been  shown,  and'^ 
practically  admitted,  that,  taking  the 
basis  of  population  in  the  case  oif  Ken- 
sington and  Islington,  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  broke  down.  But  tbere  were  far 
worse  cases  than  that.  St.  George's-in* 
the-East  and  Bermondsey  were  both  poor 
districts.  The  rates  in  the  former  parish 
were  5s.  5d.  in  the  £1,  and  in  the  latter 
7s.  4d,,  a  difference  of  Is.  lid.  What 
would  happen  under  the  Bill  ?  The 
district  which  had  the  lowest  rate  would 
get  a  reduction  of  5  3-lOd.  in  the  £1, 
whilst  Bermoudsev  would  ?et  a  reduction 
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of  only  3  3-1 OU,  Obviougly,  therefore*  *  die  proportions  of  popuUtloo  remained 
the  priDciple  broke  down,  and  iuetead  of  the  aame  between  Census  aiid  Ceoflus— 
equaliBiDg  the  rates  it  would  make  tbeni    *' —  *''"'  "~  "^^'  '    ^""^  ■*  *"*""  '-^''*^-*'- 


more  unequal,  giving  tbe  poorest  parish 
and  the  one  with  tbe  higbest  rate  tlie 
leaat  amount  of  relief.  If  the  House 
was  to  be  content  to  \mii^  these  things 
bj  thinking  it  too  late  to  discusss 
them,  and  that  tJiey  should  be  coutent 
with  the  extremely  rough  test  of  popn* 
lAtioUi  ^o  be  it  ;  it  was  not  worth  while 
to  botber  any  more  ;  but  it  was  obvioue 
that  tlie  principle  of  the  Bill  was  not  a 
sound  principle.  Though  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  i^aid,  with  gome  confideuce, 
that  on  the  whole  the  parishei^  that  ought 
to  receive  would  receive,  and  tlie  parisbee 
that  ought  to  pay  would  pay,  he  had 
ahown  that  tbe  parishes  wbioli  ought  to 
receive  most  did  not  rcKseive  mast.  He 
would  take  the  eases  of  St.  George's, 
South wark,  aud  Betbnal  Green,  where 
the  rates  for  1892-3  were  almoeit  precisely 
equal,  in  the  former  parish  being  6s.  7d. 
and  in  the  latter  68.  6|d.  in  the  £\, 
These  two  parishes  were  practically 
equal  in  their  rates  and  in  their  poverty, 
and  yet  the  Bill  proposed  to  give  to  Hu 
6eorge*s  4  2-1  Od.,  and  to  Betbnal  Green 
8  4-lOd.,  or  nearly  double.  Obviouf?ly 
that  was  not  equalisation.  It  might  t>e 
saidt  '*Bat  Betbnal  Green  is  probably 
a  poorer  parish  than  St.  George'g,  South* 
wark,"  That  was  no  answer  to  the 
argument,  because  what  they  had  to  look 
at  was  the  burden  on  tiie  individual  in 
each  parish.  Take  a  man  living  in  a  £20 
houpe  in  St,  George'^,  South  wark,  and 
another  in  Betbnal  Green.  Tbey  were 
both,  probably,  of  equal  capacity  to  bear 
the  burden,  and  if  they  were  to  eqaallae 
they  ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  make 
the  burdens  equal.  Therefore,  when 
they  considered  that  the  burdens  were 
to  measured  in  that  way,  and  tbey  were 
to  have  regard  to  perilous  equally  rated 
with  an  equal  capacity  to  bear  the  bur- 
den, it  would  be  seen  that  to  give  one 
parish  twice  the  relief  of  the  other  was 
not  equalisation.  If  they  were  to  do 
even  rough  justice  the  system  proposed 
bj  the  Government  should  not  be  adopted. 
He  contfideretl  the  best  way  to  carry  out 
a  plan  of  eqaali^ation  was  to  allow  tbe 
work  of  apportionment  to  be  done  by 
Arbitrators,  who  would  have  certain  lines 
laid  down  on  which  they  might  proceed. 
The  test  of  population  was  too  rough  if 

Mr.  Bausfield 


from  1891  to  1901  ;  but  it  was  obvious 
that  in  10  years  there  would  be  raai 
ebiftings  of  population,  and  that  the 
inequalities  which  existe*!  now  were 
likely  to  be  much  more  uuvgnificd  at  tto 
end  of  the  double  quinquennial  peno<L 
For  that  reason  the   test  of  \v  u 

rough  and  uncertain  as  it  wasui*  iil 

got  worse  and  worse  as  time  went  oiw 
If  bis  proposal  were  adopted  the  Arbi» 
trators  would  have  regard  to  ahifting 
population.  For  these  reasons  he  ven* 
tured  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  1,  line 
18,  after  tlie  word  **  fmid,"  to  iMsott  thfe 
words^ — 

*'Tn  sucii    I'lroporinui   :i-  :i.\l-«i  *>\i  oy 

three  Arbitratons  to  he  &]  tbe  Local 

Government  HoaTil/*— (J/  ,  -       .^    ''^•) 

Question  proposetl,  **  That  those  worda 

be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  SHAVV-LEFEYEEsaid,  that  an 
analogous  Amendment  to  this  was  dis- 
cussed on  Friday  night,  when  the  rigbt 
hon.  GentlemBu  tbe  Member  for  St* 
Creorge's,  Hanover  Square,  stated  on 
behalf  of  his  friends  that  the  proposal  of 
submitting  the  w*hole  question  to  three 
Arbiiralors  was  one  which  they  could 
uot  possibly  accept.  He  did  not  tbink^ 
therefore,  that  it  was  necessary  for  him 
to  deal  at  length  with  the  arguments  of 
the  hon*  Member^  It  appeared  to  bim 
that  of  all  the  alternatives  suggested  to 
that  contained  in  tbe  Bill  this  of  leaving 
the  matter  to  three  Arbitrators  was  tbe 
very  worst,  because  the  Arbitrators  were 
to  determine  absolutely  at  tbeir  own 
discretion 

Mil.  BO  US  FIELD  :  The  latter  part 
of  the  Amendment  is  on  the  Puper. 

Mr,  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  under- 
stood the  hon*  Member  to  nay  thai  ho  dUi 
uot  move  the  latter  part, 

Uu.  BOUSFIELD  :  I  intend,  if  this 
principle  is  accepted,  to  move  th©  latter 
part  of  the  Amendment  whieh  giveos 
direct  ions  to  the  Arbitrators* 
•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
hon.  Member  intended  to  move  the  latter 
part  of  tbe  Amendment  at  eome  latiir 
stage.  The  Arbitrators  were  to  act 
upon  their  own  discretion  subject  to  two 
or  three  directions  which  were  not  con* 
elusive.     The  Amendment  wan  ono  thii 
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Oovemment  <?o«ld  not  pOH^ihly  accept. 
H^  admitted  there  were  mm^  unomallG«, 
but  iliey  wereDottberejsaUof  the  sclieme. 
The  pttHi^hes  winch  would  pay  had  hu 
average  rate  of  5«.  IJd.,  ami  the  etfect  of 
th«  Bill  would  be  to  briug  tbetn  up  to 
a  little  heyoDd  o?,  4d.,  whereas  the  aver* 
»ge  rates  of  the  reccivbig  parishes,  which 
bad  beeii  6s.  3d*,  would  be  brought  down 
to  6s.  The  diflfereuoe  betweeu  the  two 
ekdie^  of  pari^het?  iu  the  past  had  beeo 
1%.  Id.,  but  ill  the  future  it  would  ouly 
beTd. 

Mr.  GOSCUEN  said,  the  right  hou. 
Geutleuiau  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  was  very 
glad  to  quote  his  opinion,  but  be  i^hould 
only  quot43  it  us  far  vt^a  it  had  been  given. 
The  point  on  which  he  differed  from  the 
houp  Meuiber  (Mr,  Bousfield)  was  as  to 
the  Arbitrators <  Beyond  that  ho  tb ought 
there  was  more  force  lu  the  principle  on 
which  the  right  hou»  Gentleman  would 
juBtify  equalisation  than  there  was  in  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  hon*  Member 
prop<iseil — - 

**  h\  making  such  anrxirtionnient  the  Arbi- 
trators shall  have  recrard  to  the  following^  eon- 
eldemtioiu' :— Ca)  *he  popuUitionof  each  district; 

S!))  the  rate  in  the  pouinl  required  in  each 
igtrict  in  order  to  provide  the  jiraoimt 
expended  in  each  district  for  the  porjioBes  here- 
Imifter  mentiooed.'^ 

That  was  a  legitimate  test  and  standard 
to  ftpply.  The  difficulty  they  ou  the 
Opposition  liide  of  the  House  had  to 
encounter  in  amending  the  Bill  was  want 
of  infonnation  from  the  Government »  On 
that  point  he  might  have  more  to  say  as 
different  Amendments  came  before  them. 
Then  the  hon.  Menil>er  propoi<ed — ► 

**  (c)  Such  other  matters  as  are  in  the 
tjpinion  of  the  Arbitrators  necessary  to  be  con- 
ffidered  in  order  to  enable  them  to  carry  out  the 
object  of  this  Act/' 

He  wa»  sure  what  M'as  in  the  boo.  Mem- 
bei-'s  mind  was  the  difficulty  of  finding 
A  solution  of  the  problem  by  any  cut- 
»nd-dry  method  at  alK  The  difficulty 
waa  to  find  the  machinery  to  carry  out 
the  scheme,  and  with  regard  to  this  the 
'  Government  had  never  attempted  to 
meet  the  objections  raised.  The  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  laid  down  by  his 
hon,  and  learned  Friend  ought  to  have 
found  their  way  into  the  Bill,  which  in 
removing  some  anomalies  created  others. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  his  bou.  and 
learned  Friend  would  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  divi'le  the  Committee,  because  he 


(Mr.  Gosehen)  would  not  be  able  to 
support  the  proposal  for  the  appointmer^t 
of  three  Arbitrators.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  however,  had  done 
good  service  in  calling  attention  to  the 
fact  that  they  could  not  decide  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  bv  population  alone. 

♦Siu  J.  LUBBOCK  said  that,  m  far 
from  the  average  being  4fl.  lO^l-i  it  \*"ft8 
something  like  in  some  cases  5s.  6d.  in  the 
£1 .  The  average  rate  in  the  City,  he  Vne 
ftHsuretl,  was  58.  2d.,  and  not  4s.  6A,  TB^ 
Government  had  given  them  very  little 
information,  and  what  little  they  had 
given  was  utterly  irreconcilable  with  the 
statements  of  the  Government.  It  was 
an  extraordinary  thing  tbat  in  connection 
with  a  Bill  dealing  with  such  an 
enormous  sum  of  money  the  Government 
should  give  them  so  little  information. 
The  stalemeuts  they  had  made  were  not 
only  not  borne  out  by  the  information 
hon.  Members  possessed,  but  were  irre- 
concilable wifh  the  fiicts  laid  before 
them.  This  was  n  most  extmordinary 
mode  of  dealing  with  a  very  important 
question. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  desired  to  say 
that  the  argument  drawn  from  avera^gee 
faileil  when  applied  to  a  Bill  of  this  sort, 
on  which  they  were  dealing  with  par- 
ticular instances  in  order  to  equalise. 
Of  course,  they  might  take  the  rates  of 
the  whole  of  London  aud  aay,  **The 
average  is  so  much  in  the  £K"  but  the 
object  of  equalisation  was  to  pick  out  the 
high  rates  and  the  low  ones  and  to  try 
to  equalise  them.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  **  1  average  the  half 
that  pay  and  the  half  that  receive  "ho 
was  leaving  out  the  factors  to  which 
they  must  have  regard.  Take  the  half 
that  received.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
auiu  averaged  it,  but  when  they  found 
that  one  parish  reeeived  twice  as  much 
relief  as  another  tliey  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  scheme  of  equalisation 
was  a  bad  one.  With  regard  to  the 
Amendment,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  not  dealt  with  the  principle  of 
arbitration  at  all,  but  had  gone  otf  oa  the 
details  of  the  proposal.  If  the  principle 
had  been  accepted  it  would  have  been 
easy  to,  agree  as  to  the  details. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
I  2 
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the  object  of  the  next  Ameodment  which 
stood  iu  hh  name  wft8  to  secure  that  those 
paritfhea  or  sanitary  districts  whose  rates 
last  year  were  above  the  aYerage  t^hould 
alone  be  recipients  this  year  of  the  Equals 
nation  Fund.  The  avowed  purpose  of  the 
BUI  was  to  equalise  rate^^ but  if  tbe  Equali- 
sation Fund  were  devoted  to  sanitary  pur- 
poses iu  districts  in  which  the  sanitary 
iaies  were  l)elow  the  average  the  measure 
tailed  to  achieve  its  ostensible  object. 
He  submitted  that  the  fund  should  go  to 
those  districts  whose  rates  were  above 
the  average^  and  not  to  those  whose  rates 
were  below  it*  He  could  not  conceive  on 
what  ground  this  Amendment  could  be 
criticised.  The  arguments  advanced 
against  the  Amendment  he  moved  wben 
the  Bill  was  last  before  the  House  were 
certainly  not  applicable  to  this.  Probably 
tbe  plea  of  extravagance  would  be  again 
put  forward y  but  that  could  better  be 
dealt  with  later  on  when  they  came  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  controlling  the 
expenditure  of  the  money.  At  any  rate, 
he  could  not  imagine  that  any  parish  or 
sanitary  district  already  overburdened 
with  rates  would  have  the  effrontery  to 
further  force  up  its  rates. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
18,  after  the  words  "  sanitary  districts/* 
to  insert  the  words-^ — 

^'  Whose  total  sanitary  rates  in  the  previous 
year  shall  exceed  the  average  sanitary  rates  of 
all  the  parishes  in  London  in  that  year,  and  in 
proportion  to  the  amounts  properly  expended 
by  such  sanitary  districts  in  the  previous  yeur 
for  sanitary  purpoaes  in  excess  of  such  avera^* 
rate." — {Mr,  iTtm&er,) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/* 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  there 
was  but  little  difiereoco  between  this 
Amendment  and  the  one  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  ou  the  previous  Friday  nigbt, 
and  in  his  opinion  the  same  argumentis 
applied  to  botb.  The  Amendment  if 
carried  would  prove  a  direct  incentive  to 
extravagance,  because  a  parish  whone 
average  rate  was  below  the  average  would 
be  tempted  to  raise  that  rate  in  order  to 
share  iu  the  Equalisation  Fund.  He 
therefore  asked  the  House  to  reject  the 
Amendment. 

Captain  NAYLOK  •  LETLAND 
(Colohester)  said,  the  right  hon.   Gen- 


tleman did  not  appear  to  have  borue  in 
mind  the  fact  that  the  great  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  improve  the  sanitation  of 
London,  and  that  the  Amendment  tended 
in  that  direction  by  securing  tbat  the 
fund  should  be  applied  to  sanitary  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN,  on  a  point  of 
Order,  asketl  if  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  were  negatived  it  would 
preclude  debate  on  that  of  the  right 
hon  Bnronet*s,  the  Member  for  Lon- 
don University,  which  sought  to  secure 
the  addition  of  the  following  words: — 

*'  Provide<1  always  that,  unless  the  rates  in  a 
sanitary  district  shall  on  the  average  of  the 
la»t  ihtve  years  have  ext^jeded  or  fallen  short 
of  the  average  rate  (hereinafter  defined)  by  at 
least  fkt.  in  the  £1,  Buch  district  and  the 
parishes  therein  shall  not  be  liable  to  contribute, 
or  entitle<l  to  receive,  any  nuni  to  or  from  the 
Equalisation  Ftiud  for  the  year  ? " 

The  CHAIRMAN:  No;  I  think 
not. 

Mr.  KIMBER  :  Then  I  will  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Amendment* 

Amendment,  by  leave^  withdrawn. 

Captain  NAYLOR-LEYLAND  :  la 

the  absence  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
North  Islington,  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  !, 
line  18,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  •'dis* 
tricts,"  to  end  of  sub-section  (4)  and 
insert — 

"  At  their  discretion  with  a  view  to  equalise 
OS  far  B»  possible  the  burden  of  local  taxation 
in  different  parts  of  London,  having  regaid 
nevertheless  to  the  following  consideia- 
tions  >— 

(a)  The  amount  of  the  local  rates  in 
each  individual  parish  in  relatkm 
to  the  average  rates  for  the  whole  ol 
London ; 

(b)  The  circumstances  of  the  local  rates  in 
each  parish,  and  whether  they  are  es^^e- 
cially  hi^h  on  account  of  some  expendi- 
ture specially  local  and  beneficial  mainly 
to  the  individual  parish ; 

(c)  The    rehitive    number  of    ratepayers 
ratetl  at  £20  and  under*  excluding  com*, 
pound  householders  ; 

(d)  The  eittciency  with  which  the  iat«sam 
coliectetl  in  the  parish  [ 

(e)  The  economy  with  which  the  rates  are 
adoiinistercd  in  the  parish  ; 

(f)  The  sanitary  condition  of  Hi*-  i.firi^h 
and  the  incrcaseit  sanitary  ♦  f 
the  i^arish  produceii  from  yen  r  j 
the  Kqimtijiatiou  Fund  granto^i  tt*  that 
parish.' ' — (  Capt  a  in  JS'aylttr*I^^la  nd.} 
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Qtiestiou  proposed,  "That  the  words 

*  it]  proportion  to  their  population'  Btaiid 
part  of  the  ClAiise.'' 

Mr.  BAETLEY  said,  hU  Amendmeut 
laid  down  thai  tlm  6d.  rate — m  it  tnight 
be  roughly  called — should  be  collected 
and  distributed  by  the  Loodou  Coaoty 
Council  on  certain  deJinit©  principles.  He 
was  not  known  to  be  a  strong  supporter 
of  the  London  County  Council  ;  he 
should  have  preferred  that  this  fund 
should  be  distributed  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  ;  but  looking  at 
the  matter  from  a  practical  8tand|)oint, 
and  considering  that  they  had  got  a 
London  County  Council  established,  it 
was  reasonable  that  that  body  should 
have  the  diBtribntioo  of  the  fund.  He 
believed  that  if  the  adtnintstratiou  of  the 
fund  were  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Loudon  County  Council  with  definite 
principles — such  as  those  in  his  Amend- 
tnent — laid  down  for  their  guidance, 
they  would  administer  it  far  fairly  and 
more  justly  than  it  would  be  adminis- 
tered if  any  such  haphazard  mode,  as  a 
system  of  population — such  as  the  Bill 
pro|>0(^ed — were  adopted.  He  had  gone 
with  great  attention  and  care  into  the 
wjiy  in  which  the  Bill  would  work  out, 
%nd  he  found  that  certain  parishes  would 
be  very  hardly  liit^  indeed;  and  although 
HOme  of  those  parishes  were  small,  it  was 
no  consolation  to  the  individual,  who  was 
hsfdly  pressed,  that  he  belonged  to  a 
small  parish.  It  had  been  his  lot  for 
many  years  to  have  to  do  with  poorer 
persons  in  London  ;  and  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  the  rates  pressed  as 
hanl  on  what  might  be  called  the  thriv- 
ing and  well-t^-ilo  small  men  of  the 
richer  districts  as  on  any  persons  in 
any  other  part  of  the  Metropolis.  He 
candidly  ailmitted  that  he  was  unable  to 
invent  any  sj^stem  of  distributing  this 
money  which  would  do  equal  jus- 
tice to  all  the  parishes.  If  a  large  sum 
of  money  were  pressed  on  Islington, 
which  he  represented  in  the  House, 
Islington^  naturally,  would  bo  gla*l  to 
accept  it  ;  but  looking  at  Loudon  as  a 
whole,  there  was  no  doubt  that  if  there 
waa  a  fair  system— allowing  for  the  good 
aciministration  of  the  local  affairs  of  Is- 
lington, which  would  fairly  give  them  a 
lower  rate  than  many  other  parishes — -it 
was  not  reasonable  that  some  other  parish 


should  pay  them  a  large  sum  of  money. 
He  had  always  been  a  supporter  of  some 
fair  system  of  the  equalisation  of  rates  ; 
and  he  had  always  held  that  the  present 
system  was  not  fair.  He  was  sorry  that 
the  Government  had  not  accepted  the 
Amendment  which  would  confine  this 
fund  to  the  sanitary  improvement  of 
London,  for  if  that  had  been  done  a  great_ 
deal  of  the  difficulty  in  connection  with 
the  Bill  would  have  been  got  over.  One 
of  the  great  difficulties  which  those  who 
desired  to  see  London  improved  had  to 
contend  with  was  that  population  had  a 
tendency  to  concentrate  itself  and  become 
more  dense  in  certain  parts  of  London. 
In  such  parts  as  Bethnal  Green  and  St. 
Giles,  the  very  nature  of  the  employ- 
ment to  be  obtained  there — the  manu- 
facture of  small  toys,  for  instance- 
tended  to  make  them  more  congested  ; , 
and  as  this  Bill  said  to  the  parishes 
"  The  more  populous  you  are,  the  greater^ 
will  be  the  l>enefit  you  will  receive  from 
this  fund " — it  would,  of  course,  en- 
courage the  further  concentration  of 
I>opulation  in  those  alrea«Jy  too  crowded 
portion  of  the  Metropolis.  This  was  not 
a  Party  question  in  any  sense — it  wai> 
above  Party  ;  and  he  thought  it  deplor- 
able that  while  one  of  the  great  evils 
which  those  who  had  the  well-being  of 
London  at  heart  tried  to  get  rid  of,  wa 
the  dense  concentration  of  population  iu^ 
certain  parts  of  London,  this  Bill  should 
directly  encourage  that  concentration. 
In  parishes  where  the  population  was  al- 
reiuly  great,  and  which  would  get  benefit 
from  the  Bill  in  the  shape  of  reduced 
rates  and  reduced  rents,  the  population 
would  naturally  have  a  tendency  to  become 
still  more  congested.  He  really  thought^| 
therefore^  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill^" 
by  which  tlie  fuml  was  to  be  administeretl 
to  the  parishes  according  to  their 
population  was  a  very  liad  principle. 
His  Amendment  would  hand  over  the 
ail  ministration  of  the  fund  to  the  London 
County  Council,  and  lay  down  certain 
rules  for  their  guidance.  He  could  not 
see  why  the  Government  should  oppose 
the  Amendment.  The  London  County 
Council  waa  a  body  elected  by  the  in- 
habitants of  London  ;  and  although  he 
had  no  great  opinion  of  them,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  if  they  were  given  some  de- 
finite instructions — and  he  might  say  he 
waa  not  unwilling  to  have  his  Amend- 
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meot  naoilifieil— thejr  would  make  a  moro  [  to  say  that  n  6d,  rale  sbould  bo  levied  in 


just  division  of  the  (and  tlmo  could 
possibly  be  done  uuder  the  aoeidental, 
dangerotu},  nnd  moBt  di^adtrous  ^jstem 
proposed  by  the  BilL 

Mr.  Sl'lAVV  LEFEVRE  said,  the 
Ameudmeut  came  very  strangely  from 
the  hoiL  Member,  for  ou  Friday  the  hou. 
Meoober  whs  not  prepared  to  eonoede 
to  the  Londoti  Coinily  Council  even 
the  power  of  aiiuply  admiDiiteriDg  the 
fand. 

Mr.  hartley  (ifltorpoging)  said, 
he  woiild  very  much  rather  that  the 
Local  OoverDineut  Board  ehould  have 
the  administratiou  of  the  fund  ;  hut  as 
his  ArneudQieot  to  that  effect  had  not 
been  accepted,  he  thouj^lit  Wis  preseut 
proposal  WHS  fur  better  thuo  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill. 

•Mh.  SHAW-LEFEVUE  said,  that 
waM  no  au8w<'r  to  th*>  argument.  i)n 
Friday  the  hon.  Momlrer  move^^l  an 
Amendment  which  would  deprive  the 
London  County  (Jouncil  uf  even  the 
purely  ailminiatmtive  duty  of  diistrihuling 
the  fund  ;  and  he  now  moved  an  AmeucU 
ment  in  a  directly  oppontie  eense,  for  he 
proposed  to  give  to  the  London  County 
Council  the  widest  possible  dif^cretioii  in 
Iha  distribution  of  the  whole  of  the  6d« 
rate,  amounting  to  £8Q0,OCH)  amongst  the 
varioue*  parishes.  It  was  true  the  hon. 
Gentleman  endeavoured  to  limit  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  London  County  Council 
by  laying  down  certain  principlcis.  But 
these  principles  were  not  binding  legally. 
There  was  no  obligation  at  law  on  the 
part  of  the  London  County  Council  lo 
take  tho^e  conditions  into  consideration. 
The  Amendment  merely  submitted  those 
conditions  to  the  Loudon  County  Council. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  it 
right  and  reasonable  to  trust  the  London 
County  Council  with  such  a  wide  dis- 
cretion? Nothing  he  had  said  in  the 
past  would  give  one  the  impression  that 
lie  was  prepared  to  trust  the  County 
Council  in  this  matter,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  County  Council  won  hi  at  uH 
desire  to  have  such  a  wide  dittcrotion  left 
to  them.  It  would  be  a  most  difficult 
duty  to  undertake  without  raising 
difficu ties  and  endless  opposition  in  everj 
part  of  the  Metropolis.  There  was  no 
indication  of  the  way  the  duty  wa«  to  be 
(lerformed.  Under  the  Amendment  it 
would  be  posBible  for  the  County  Council  |  ment 
Mr,  Barliey 


St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  and  St* 
James's,  Westminster,  and  the  whole  of 
the  proceeds  distributed  amongst  the  jwor 
parishes.  There  was  no  loeal  limitjitioo 
on  their  discretion.  He  presumed  th« 
hon.  Memt>er  intended  to  tjick  ou  to  his 
proposal  the  further  Ameudment  giving 
an  appeal  to  the  LocaI  GoverumaoV 
Board ;  but,  again,  there  was  no  direction 
as  to  what  principle  the  Local  Goveru- 
ment  Board  wa.s  to  adopt  iu  giving  a 
decision  upon  the  BilL  The  Local  Ga- 
vernmeut  Board  might  not  asdeut  to  the 
settlement  of  the  County  Council  and 
might  redistribute  the  money.  Tbe 
result  as  it  appeared  to  him  would  be  tbM 
the  Local  Government  Board  would  be 
tlooded  with  appeals  from  the  ratepayers, 
hundred*?  of  whom  would  be  diesatitiiiicd  ; 
so  that  if  the  question  were  re-ofKjncd  in 
resipect  of  one  parish  it  would  l»e  neces- 
sary to  re-open  jjimihir  question}^  in 
respect  of  all  parishes.  The  result  would 
be  to  give  an  endletts  amount  of  litigation 
to  the  Local  GoveruTneut  Board  to  decide^ 
ending  in  a  rotate  of  afTairs  which  would 
be  alj^olutely  iululorablo.  The  fact  wns, 
the  distribution  under  the  piopoaul 
of  the  hon.  Member  would  be  so 
delicate  and  dilficult  that  it  j^hould 
not  be  entrusted  to  any  Local  Authority. 
He  could  not  conooive  how  bou, 
Gentleme<u  opposite  who  Iiad  uot  iu 
the  paot  shown  much  confidence  iu 
the  County  Council  could  propose  to 
entrust  to  it  a  duty  so  oneroua*  delicate, 
and  difficult.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  8t.  George's,  Hanover  Square, ^emed 
to  think  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  provide  an  alternative 
scheme. 

Mr.  GOSCHE^'  :  ^o,  no. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFKVRK  &nid,  tho" 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  implied  that 
the  Goverument  had  not  supplied  the 
Opposition  with  sufficient  informatiou  lo 
enable  them  tr>  adopt  an  alternative 
scheme.  There  liad  been  several  alternative 
sche?ues  brought  forward,  some  of  wbiob 
had  been  still-boru,  some  of  \yliiob  bad 
been  didousaeil,  and  one  of  which  wa§ 
that  liefore  the  Commitiee,  and  he  vea» 
tured  to  way  that  every  one  waa  opea 
to  far  more  serious  objectiourt  on  the 
ground  of  grave  inequalities  nf  every 
kind  than  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
The  scheme  at  pre&eut  before  tlic 
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Committee  sought  to  impose  a  dangerouis 
and  difficult  task  on  the  CouQir  Counoil 
irhich  they  had  no  desire  to  tiodertake, 
and  which,  if  undertaken,  they  could 
not  fulfil  with  eat isf action  to  the  rate- 
imjers  of  the  Metro[K>Iit(. 

Mr.  G08CHEN  «aid,  he  would  point 
out  the  position  in  which  they  were 
placed.  The  question  as  it  was  put  from 
the  Chair  was 
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**That  the  wordu  *in  proportion  to  their 
population  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 

That  was  the  Question  as  against  the 
Araendmeot  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 

Member  for  Islington*  It  whs  ei«ar  that 
If  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  Co  become  the  Main  Question  they 
would  then  he  able  to  amend  it ;  therefore, 
they  hail  not  got  simply  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  before  them,  but  au 
alternative  which  tliey  could  further  di.^- 
eo8»*  If  these  words  ^IochJ  pan  of  the 
Bill  they  wouhl  be  precluded,  so  far  as 
general  principle  was  concerned,  from 
moving  any  alternative  Bcheme,  There- 
fore, they  had  arrived  at  the  point  wheti 
they  should  consider  wliether  they  should 
accept  the  principle  of  compulsion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  said 
that  no  alternative  scheme  had  been  pro- 
posed which  would  hold  water.  But  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman*«  own  scheme  did 
not  hold  water.  They  could  not  help 
thinking  that  one  scheme  they  had 
proposed  wouUt  hold  water,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  accepted  tiic^  prin- 
ciple that  it  was  sanitation  the  Com- 
mittee ought  principally  to  fix  attention 
l]pou«  If  the  proposal  of  the  Oppositiou 
in  that  sense  bad  been  accepted,  other 
proposals  would  have  l>een  submitted 
which  in  their  resultt*  would  have  beeu 
ttLfinitely  more  acceptable  than  ihm  pro- 
posals of  the  Goverunieut, 

SiH  R.  TEMPLE  (Hnrrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  pret^umed  that  he  might  be 
allowed  to  state  the  ease  jfor  the  pari-^h 
of  8t*  John,  Ilumpstead,  in  whicii  he 
lived,  and  (o  explain  the  objection 
entertained  by  the  Hanipstead  Parochial 
Anthorities  to  the  plan  of  dii^tribution  by 
popnbition.  The  great  parii^h  of  Hamp* 
«ti$ail  was  happily  one  of  those  that 
were  rising  rapidly,  both  in  population 
aod  in  rateable  value*  He  observed  that 
In  each  decade  the  parish  rose  about  one- 
third    in    population    and   one-third   iu 


rateable  value.  The  Parochial  Authori- 
ties apprehended  that  this  Bill  would 
inereaee  their  burdens^  and  that 
when  they  came  to  pay  the 
contribution  that  would  be  demanded 
from  them  under  this  Bill  they  would 
have  to  make  an  addition  to  their  rates. 
They  apprehended  that  this  increase4i 
burden  would  become  heavier  during  each 
year  of  the  current  decade.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  only  asset  that  could  be  set 
against  this  liability  was  the  increiise  tn 
their  population.  They  would  contr: 
upon  rateable  value  and  would  re- 
upon  population.  But  while  their  con- 
tribution would  increase  every  year  their 
asset  would  not  go  on  increasing,  becau*ie 
under  one  of  the  later  provisions  of  the 
Bill  the  population  upon  which  they 
would  receive  would  not  be  the  popula- 
tiou  of  the  year  on  which  they  jmid,  bat 
the  population  of  the  last  Census,  The 
prcHcut  tiecadu  waj?i  t^till  4romparatlvfdy 
young— — 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVHE  :  Perhap*  T 
may  say  that  I  propose  at  a  future  stage 
of  the  Bill  tn  move  an  Amendment  which 
will  make  the  Ceusus  quiuquenuia),  so  as 
to  avoid  the  long  period  of  10  years. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  was  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  this  in- 
fonnation,  which  raised  a  lar^e  question, 
wliicb,  of  course,  he  should  not  lie  pre- 
pared to  argue  at  that  momenta  A  quin- 
quennial Censui^  for  London  would  miti- 
gate the  oV»jection  he  was  stating — in 
fact,  it  wouhl  halve  it.  There  wa»,  how- 
ever, still  the  objection  that  during  the 
five  years  the  parish  would  continue  to 
receive  upon  the  population  indicated  by 
the  Census,  whilst  it  would  pay  upon  au 
increasing  assessment.  He  should  think 
that  a  qninqnennial  Census  would  be 
difficult  to  carry  out,  but,  no  doubt,  it 
could  lie  acc*>mplished.  He  might  be 
permitted  to  complete  his  argument, 
which  was  that  year  by  year  there  would 
be  perhapH  an  appreciable  ndtUtiou  to  the 
burdens  of  the  parish  without  any  c5orre- 
s.pond)ng  addition  to  the  assets.  Nothing 
could  remove  thii;*  objection  except  the 
making  of  son»e  atmual  estimate  of  popu- 
lation. He  admitted  that  this  was  im- 
pQSsil»le,  and  therefore  the  plan  adopted 
by  the  Government  was  very  objection- 
able in  the  estimation  of  the  authoritiea 
of  the  well-managed  pariah  in  which  he 
lived.     He  wa^  sure  that  there  were  ao 
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mtepayere  who  le«8  deserved  l<i  have 
A  burden  put  upou  them  tlian  those 
araoDgst  whom  he  lived,  for  there  wiis 
no  parish  which  did  its  duty  better  or 
whose  affairs  were  belter  matiaged  thiui 
that  of  Hamp8tea<l. 

•Mk,  COHEN  (Isliogton,  EO  said,  he 
did  uot  know  whether  the  President  of 
the  Local  Governmeiit  Board  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre)  would  charge  him  as  he  had 
charged  his  hou.  Friend  (Mr.  Bartley) 
with  inconsigtency,  iuai>inmeh  as  he  had 
voted  in  favour  of  assigning  to  the  London 
County  Council  tiie  arithmetical  duty  of 
computiDg  how  mucli  had  to  be  paid  by 
and  to  the  various  parts  of  Loudon  under 
the  Bill,  but  he  could  not  help  express* 
ing  hie  extreme  reluctance  to  vesting  iu 
the  Loudon  County  Council,  of  which  he 
was  privilegeil  to  be  a  member,  the  dis- 
tribution of  this  money  according  to  its 
discretion.  He  thought,  nevertheless, 
that  the  Committee  was  indebted  to  bis 
hon.  Friend  for  having  very  laudably 
attempted  to  devise  a  plan  which  was 
not  based  upon  population.  If  Members 
of  the  Committee  had  uot  been  success- 
ful «o  far  iu  devising  any  plan  as  an 
alternative  to  that  of  the  Government*  it 
must  l>e  borne  in  niiod  that  they  had  not 
the  information  and  resources  at  their 
command  which  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  pos- 
sessed. He  couJd  not  resist  the  l»elief 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ba*l 
made  all  the  use  he  could  of  his  resources 
he  would  have  Ijeen  able  to  bring  for- 
ward some  better  plan*  He  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  set 
his  powerful  mind  to  work  to  devise  some 
other  expedient,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed,  on  succeeding  to  the 
GiBce  which  he  now  adorned,  to  have 
taken  over  the  absolute  text  of  the  Bill 
from  his  predecessor.  If  the  resourceful 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
brought  to  bcAr  upou  improving  the  Bill, 
he  (Mr.  Cohen)  thought  that  a  far  more 
satisfactory  measnre  would  have  V>een  pro- 
duced. He  certainly  disapproved  the  prin- 
ciple of  population.  He  believed  it  to  be 
unjust,  and  he  thought  that  if  it  were  re- 
jected by  the  Committee  it  would  be 
possible  to  devise  a  plan  which  would  be 
more  satisfactory  than  that  of  the  Go- 
Ternroent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  be  examined  the  Amendment,  would 
nee  that   it  did    uot  in   any  way   touch 
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the  question  of  levying  the  rat«. 
The  Amendment  did  not  afiect  in  any 
way  whatever  the  Bystem  on  which  the 
contributions  of  the  various  disUicta  were 
to  be  raised. 

Mr.  BAUTLEY  :  It  doee  not  pretend 
to  :  it  deals  with  the  dtstribatiou* 

Mu.  COHEN  went  on  to  say  that  id 
reference  to  this  Amendment  be  was  not 
tnwayed  by  any  want  t>f  confidence  in  the 
Loudon  County  CounciL  His  reason  for 
nut  desiring  to  leave  this  matter  to  the 
Londou  County  Council  was  that  thiit 
body  had,  at  any  rate»  as  mucl»,  and  in 
his  judgment  liad  more,  work  than  they 
could  adequately  and  efficiently  dii* 
charge.  To  add  this  new  duty  to  their 
work  would  be  to  impair  the  efficiency 
with  which  their  present  duties  were  dis- 
charged, and  to  strike  auother  blow  at 
localisation — at  that  home  rule  of  which, 
umler  circumstances  far  less  appropriate* 
the  Government  hati  a\^owed  them- 
selves the  apostles.  The  result  must  be 
to  add  another  reason  to  those  which 
dcteiTcti  from  taking  pirt  in  local  admio- 
istration  those  persons  whom  it  ought  to 
be  the  object  of  every  wise  »j?stem  of 
local  government  to  attract  into  the 
imjKjrtant  and  useful  w*ork  of  local 
government.  He  Ijelieved  that  if 
the  Committee  rejected  the  syatem 
of  distribution  according  to  populatioo 
they  would  be  able  to  devise  a  scheme 
of  distribution  which  would  have  regard 
— first,  to  the  needs  ;  secomlly,  to  the 
claims  of  the  districts  ;  and,  thirdly,  to 
the  efficiency  with  which  the  grant  was 
distributed.  For  these  reasons  he  should 
vote  without  hesitation  for  the  omission 
of  the  words  of  the  Bill. 

Mk.  fisher  (Fulham)  imid,  be 
shared  the  view  expressed  by  his  hon* 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down,  that  popa* 
latiou  was  a  very  false  and  erroDOOUft 
liasig  of  calculation  to  adopt  iu  reference 
to  the  distribution  of  the  grants  At  the 
t^ame  time,  if  population  was  to  he 
taken  as  the  kisis  it  was  neces- 
sary to  get  the  Population  Returns 
fairly  and  approximately  correct.  Glaring 
as  many  of  the  inequalities  and  anomalies 
under  this  Bill  uudoubtetUy  were,  he 
thought  that  one  of  the  most  glaring  of 
them  was  to  be  found  iu  the  method  of 
calculating  population  from  the  Returua 
of  the  last  Census.  Even  the  promise 
which  the  right   hon.  Gentleman   (Mr.. 
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IBhuiT'Lefevre)  lia^J  given  as  to  a  quin« 
j^ueuuiiJ  Ceasug  would  not  do  BiibstautiHl 
jibstica  to  big  (Mr.  Fi&lier'a)  constitueDtg. 
Tbe  Bill  made  «iich  parish  coutribiite  ou 
Its  annual  mtaable  value,  wbilst  tliegraot 
was  distributed  according  to  the  popula- 
^^00  m  idiowo  by  tbe  last  Census. 
^pt'ulbam  wan  probably  tbe  most  rapidly 
growing  fMirt  of  tbe  whole  Metropolis. 
It  iiiid  au  enormous  area  still  uubuik 
&ver,  a  lid  therefore  from  Census  to 
!!?6a8U9  for  some  time  to  come  it  must 
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e^Bty  yeiir  continue  to  show  a  ^rcat 
annual  increaae  in  its  population.  What 
rould  have  been  the  result  if  the  Bill 
ad  become  law  in  the  decade  from  18HU 
to  1891  t  In  1880  the  Census  popula- 
l^tioo  of  Fulbam  was  42,895  and  tbe  rate- 
Ible  value  was  £190,136.  Year  by  year 
lie  rateable  value  went  on  increaeing  until 
In  1890  it  was  385,407.  If  the  Bill  had 
Bu  in  force  U»e  parish  would  have  had 
pay  upon  this  incretisiug  rateable  value, 
but  it  would  have  received  each  year  of 
*ie  decade  upon  the  population  of  42,895, 
li though  by  1891  the  population  bad 
risen  to  91,639,  and  bad  thus  more  thau 
double.!.  If  the  Bill  luul  been  in  force 
aiiice  the  Census  of  1891  Fulhara  would 
have  received  itt*  share  of  the  grant  upon 
lie  population  of  91,639.  The  rateable 
ralue  of  Fulbam,  however,  bad  gone  up 
Ter  since  1891,  when  it  was  £426,551, 
Qd  it  was  now  £484,851,  whilst  the 
»timated  population  was  now  108,000. 
The  population  wa-*  growing  at  such  a 
Ale  that  he  regretted  to  say  l>e  fully 
[intern  phi  ted  that  by  the'  time  wo 
atered  upon  another  century  it 
rould  bo  very  nearly  200,000.  They 
rould  only  be  receiving  a  propor- 
aou  acconliiig  to  the  last  Census  which 
ave  them  a  [wpulation  of  91,000,  and 
iey  were  increasing  at  such  an  euor- 
ausly  rapid  raie  that  a  very  great  in- 
justice would  be  done  to  hi«  constituency 
if  they  were  to  be  treated  on  the  basis 
of  population  acconiing  to  the  last 
!^ensus.  He  did  not  wish  to  go  more 
fully  into  the  matter,  and  lie  had  maiie 
^-  this  statement  now  instead  of  upon  his 
^w^wu  Amendment^  l>ecause  the  right  hon. 
^■GentlomaD  interpolated  the  remark  that 
^we  would  propose  that  a  quinqeuuial 
^k^asys  should  be  taken  for  tbe  Metro- 
^^B|||«  That  would  in  a  setise  meet  tbe 
^^^fistfce  ;  though  in  fact,  to  calculate  it 
Upon  91,000,  which  was  the  populatiou 


of  his  const! tueuoy  at  tbe  hist  Census, 
would  not  be  quite  satisfactory,  because 
tbe  populatiou  would  really  be  about 
120,000.  The  only  real  way  of  meeting 
the  injustice  would  be  to  have  an  annual 
estimate  made  of  the  population.  There 
were  so  many  anomalies  and  such  injus- 
tice in  velvet!  in  this  question  that  tbey 
ought  to  give  up  tbe  idea  of  population 
as  a  basis  of  contribution.  At  all  events, 
he  thought  he  had  made  out  a  case  that 
when  the  population  was  enormously 
growing,  and  must  continue  to  enor- 
mously grow,  the  Bill  would  inflict  great 
injustice. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  discus- 
sions that  bad  taken  place  last  Friday, 
and  again  this  evening,  showed  how 
much  better  it  would  have  been  if  the 
Government  had  been  satisfied  with  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  and  then 
referred  it  to  a  Select  Committee-  His 
right  hon*  Friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
said  this  was  a  rough-and-ready  measure 
of  justice.  He  saw  the  roughness,  but 
where  tbe  justice  came  in  he  could  not 
see.  They  had  had  another  discussion 
this  evening,  which  showed  how  much 
more  consideration  this  very  little  ques- 
tion deserved.  He  did  not  com  phi  in  of 
the  Government,  as  he  admitteii  the 
perplexity  of  the  question  ;  but  at 
the  very  last  moment^  without  any 
warning,  they  were  told  they  were  to 
have  a  new  Ceusus  for  London  every 
five  years.  Why  was  not  that  in  the 
Bill  ?  Because  it  was  an  afterthought, 
and  what  he  wished  to  know  was  who 
was  to  j>ay  the  expenses  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  must  draw  the 
right  hon.  iTentleman's  attention  to  the 
fact  there  is  nothing  of  that  in  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  fisher  :  On  a  point  of  Order 
may  I  ask  if  we  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  tbe  question  of  the 
quinquennial  Census  ? 

Mu,  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  When  the 
bou.  Member  moves  bis  Amemlroent,  I 
will  state  what  tbe  alternative  scheme  is 
which  the  Cxovernraent  propose.  I  men- 
tiooeil  it  to  show  that  we  were  ready  t^ 
meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem^le^. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  discuss  the  question  ;  he  only 
wished  t**  know  who  was  to  pay  tbe  ex- 
penses ;  because  if  London  was  to  pay 
for  it^  then   in  the  majority   of  the  dis- 
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tridt  the  CoueuB  wotilt^  cosiit  them  more 
than  they  would  receive  under  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  K.  G.  WKBSTEU  (St.   Putimis, 
£.)  wished  to  *iay  a  few  words  upon  the 
rBpid   ehauges    that   took   place    iu    the 
popillation  of  various  dietricts  iuLoudou. 
The  district  >be  repredeoted  was  lotally 
difiereut    from    that  of  his  hou.   Friend 
the  Member  for  Fulhara  (Mr.  Fisher), 
Hi«  was  a  railway  district,  and  the  Mid- 
land Railway  had  encroached  in  the  dis- 
trict very  much,  a  large  number  of  small 
tenemeDts    haviu^    been    pulled    down, 
which  had  not  been  a  benefit,  but  rather 
an    injury    to    the     locality,     and    the 
Irade&men   in   that   part  of  the  diBtrict 
were  hardly  able  now  to  earn  a  living. 
There  were  also  very  rapid  changes  in 
London   every    year,   and    in    one    year 
Somers  Town  lost  7,000  or  8,000  of  its 
inhabitants  ;    therefore,  he   was  glad  to 
hear  they  were  going  to   have  a  quin- 
quennial Census,  but  be  would  point  out 
that  if  they  were  going  to  have  popula- 
tion   a*    the    basis    of   coUeetion    they 
iihoald     go     closer      than      every     five 
years.     In    another    Bill     that     passed 
fhrough  the  House  the  basis  of   popu- 
lation was  taken.     He  could  not  refer  to 
tiint  Bill — the   Parish   Councils  Bill — as 
it  would  l>e  out  of  Order,  but   he  might 
point    out  that  in  a  village  near  Man- 
chester,  during  the  eonstniction  of  the 
Ship  Canal,  the  population  was  over  3(X>, 
and  this  was  the  ease  when   the  Census 
was  taken  in  1890  ;  yet  now,  owing  to  the 
eoinpletion  ofjthe  Canal,  there  was  only 
one  solitiry  individual  left  iu  this  hereto- 
fore village,  who,  according  to   Statute, 
would  have  to  form  himself  into  a  Parii^h 
Council,  as  on  the  1st  of  uext  January  all 
districts  which,  according  (o  the  Census 
of  1H90,  had  300  inhabitants  would  have 
to  do  so.      That  was   an   instance  wdiicli 
ahowcd  how  rapidly  in  any  particular  dis- 
trict the  population  might  change,  and 
though  in  London  the  case  might  not  be 
80  gross,  there  were  very  great  changes 
taking  place.    But  further  than  that,  this 
Bill  only  took  into  account  the  night  popu- 
lation ;  and  not  only  in  the  City  but  in  W  a  pi- 
ping, where  there  were  chiefly  wharves  and 
wareiiouses,  and  in  other  parth  of  London, 
the   night  population  was  comparatively 
amall,  and  in  these  cases^  where  so  many 
of  the   population — as  in  the  case  about 
the   docks — worked  for  so  very   poor  a 
return,  was  it    desirable  to  put  on   thii 

Sir  J*  Lubbock 


additional   ta«  ?      Another  objection  fo 

the  basis  of  population  had  been  pointed 
out,  and  it  was  that  iu  some  cases  the 
workhouses  were  not  in  the  parishes  to 
which  they  belonged,  but  the  population 
of  these  workhouses  would  be  counted  hi 
the  population  of  the  district  in  which 
the  workhouses  were  sitnated.  The 
right  boo.  Gentleman  had  taunted  them 
with  not  producing  another  alternative^; 
but  there  was  the  alternative  of  the 
Municipal  Common  Poor  Fund,  and 
many  others  which  he  belie%'ed  would 
work  very  much  better  and  more  fairly 
than  the  very  rough  and,  as  he  thought^ 
unworkable  proposal  contained  in  tbe 
Bill,  where  the  only  basi^  was  that  of 
population  4 

•Mr,  WHITMOBE  (Chelsea)  said,  he 
wished  to  know  how  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tloman  proposed  to  carry  out  the  impor- 
tant proposal  contained  in  the  statement 
he  had  made.  The  great  argument 
against  the  present  Amendment  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
he  would  mitigate  the  injustice  of 
the  Bill  by  proposing  for  London 
that  in  future  there  should  be  a 
Census  taken  every  five  years,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  inseirt 
clauses  iu  the  BiU  that  would 
give  effect  to  that  proposal  ?  Uo  did 
not  think  he  should  l»e  out  of  Ortier  in 
saying  that  he  happened  to  be  h  Member 
of  the  last  Census  Committee,  which  re- 
commended a  Quinquennial  Census 
throughout  England.  The  last  Govern- 
ment would  not  assent  to  that  proposal^ 
which  he  knew  could  only  have  been 
carried  out  by  a  Quiuquennial  Census 
Bill,  Every  Census,  as  he  was  aware, 
involved  a  considerable  expenditure  of 
public  monev* 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  f 
•Mr.  WHITMORE  said,  he  would  not 
proceed  further  with  that,  but  would  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  include  in  the  Bill  clauses  thai 
would  provide  for  the  taking  of  a  Quin- 
quennial Census  ?  If  he  did,  he  thought' 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  by  that 
pro{>osal,  add  enormously  to  the  difticnlty 
of  getting  this  Bill  througl*  the  House. 

Mu.  BIKDETT-C0UTT8  (West- 
minst.er)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  determined  to  stick  to  the  sham 
title  of  equalisation   of   the   rnf^s,   and 
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whilst     Mile     EikI     Old     Towo     only 

received  7^^.,  aud  Su  GwrgeVin- 
tbe-East;  only  received  o^.  These 
iibowed  there  nivisi  be  gomethiug  radi* 
cally  wrong  iu  the  way  these  amounts 
had  l>eeu  cAlsuIated^  aiid  if  they  put  it 
into  the  hands  of  a  regpotiaible  body  like 
the  Local  Goverument  Board  they  would 
be  diaU-ibuted  ia  a  way  that  would  gi»fl 
greater  a&tiisfactiou,  aud  would  be  mor^ 
in  accordance  with  aa  equalmatiou  of  t,ik/^ 
rates-  He  hoped  the  right  hou,  Geotle- 
mau  would  recousider  the  quesstiou  aud 
i^ee  how  ueeeiigary  it  was  to  adopt  somo 
plau  that  would  give  a  greater  degree  of 
satisfaction. 

*Mr.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  «aiU, 
he  thought  they  had  arrived  uow 
at  an  Ameudmeut  that  was  tlie 
very  crux  of  the  Bill.  Having  de- 
cided that  the  contribution  was  to  lie 
6d.  in  the  £1  all  round,  according  to  the 
riiteable  value,  aud  put  into  a  common 
pot,  the  question  was  whether  that 
should  be  distributed  according  to  popu- 
lation ?  Tlio  question  was  not  exactly 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon*  Friend  the 
Member  for  Igliogtou — that  would  be 
the  second  question  put.  As  he  under- 
stood it^  the  question  would  be  whether 
the  words  '*  distributed  according  to 
the  population  '*  shonLd  stand  part  of  the 
Bill  ?  He  took  a  few  of  the  words  that 
fell  from  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  as  a  test  of  his  sincerity  as  to  the 
grounds  on  which  he  intended  to  proceed* 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  stilted  with 
great  triumph  that  no  one  could  agree 
with  the  alternative  proposals  made  to 
those  contained  in  the  Bill,  aud  that  they 
all  involved  some  defects  or  anomalies 
which  were  worse  than  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  Bill,  aud  that  the  anomalies  that 
would  exist  under  the  Bill  were  not  the 
result  of  the  scheme  under  the  Bill,  but 
would  exist  iu  spite  of  the  scheme  of  the 
Bill.  He  was  goiug  to  show  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  that  he  was  eutirely 
wrong.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  seem  to  accept  the  truth  of  the  state* 
meut  he  made  the  other  nigiit,  and  he 
was  goiug  to  convince  the  right  hotu 
Gentleman  now  with  more  correct  data 
taken  from  two  authorities  that  would  be 
accepted  as  good  foundation  for  his  argu- 
ment. One  was  from  the  return  made 
by  the  Loudon  County  Council  of  the 
ratings  in  all  the  parishes  of  London  for 


^^^■emed  determined  to   resist  every  at- 

|Bmpt  made  from  that  side  of  the  House 
Hb  give  some  verisimilitude  to  the  title. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  rejected  the 
pportunity  provided  by  this  Amoudment 
pf,  to  some  extent,  equalising  the  rates  of 
Dudoo  in  connection  with  this  Bill,  and 
^sisted  upon  his  method  of  distribntion 
ecording  lo  population.  If  they  were 
have  tiiat  method,  as  the  Debate  upon 
lis  Amendment  had  practically  been 
rued  into  a  Census  Debate,  it  seemed  to 
5im  absolutely  essential  that  they  should 
Jiave  a  yearly  Census^  aud  that  that 
Bnaus  should  be  taken  according  to  the 
ption  of  Local  Authorities  in  particular 
^tricts.  It  was  the  mode,  apparently, 
speak  of  one*s  own  constituency,  aml^ 
berefore,  he  might  be  permitted  to  speak 
,  hii,  and  to  instance  the  fact  that  in 
f'estrainster  at  least  tliey  had  to 
litate  for  the  day  population,  they  had 
sanitate  for  the  maximum  popiilntion, 
bd  the  difference  between  the  day  and 
fht  population  of  Westminster  was  KK) 
^r  cent.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  this 
ludard  of  population  was  adopted  for  the 
distribution  of  the  fund,  at  least  every 
fort  should  be  made  to  form  an  accurate 
timate  of  the  population  for  whom  the 
jitation  was  to  be  carried  out.  The 
>st  striking  instance  of  the  rapid  iu- 
ase  of  a  population  would  be  afforded 
by  the  conversion  of  the  site  of  Mill- 
l»ank  Prison  into  lodging  houses,  which 
>Vouid,  in  the  course  of  a  few  months, 
crease  the  population  of  Westminster 
some  4,000  souli^.  It  seeme<i  to  him 
it  for  Westminster  to  be  deprived  of 
ie  rights  which  it  would  have  nmler 
fis  Bill,  owing  to  its  increase  of  popu- 
tioPt  for  four  or  five  years,  and  at  the 
line  time,  owing  to  its  increase  of  rating, 
have  to  contribute  an  increased  sum 
^  the  fund,  was  one  of  the  most  glaring 
ace«  of  the  injustice  of  this  Bill 
,  be  found. 
IB,  WOOTTON  ISAACSON 
lower  Hamlets,  Stepney)  wished  to 
|k  whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
^ve  these  calcuUtious  made  by  some 
Etaible  body  like  the  Local  Govern- 
;  Board  ?  As  the  Bill  stood  it  %vas 
filll  of  anomalies.  For  instance,  his  own 
rish  received  7^d.^  whereas  the  parish 
presented  by  his  right  hou.  Friend 
tio  represented  Poplar  received  11^,, 
Iraehouse   and    8  ha  dwell  received  9d,, 
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the  five  years  from  1889  to  1893  and  the 
ft  Ye  rage  of  those  rat  lugs,  anil  the  other 
was  the  Parliamentary  Return  which  was 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Membera.  Aa  to 
the  anomalies  which  existed  under  the 
Bill,  and  whether  they  were  the  result  of 
the  Bill  or  not,  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  listen  to  this  analysis 
of  the  rates  on  the  average  of  five 
years  in  every  parish  in  London.  He 
would  give  the  anomalies,  and  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  the 
two  categories  of  them  amounted  to  39 
distinct  anomalies — divergences  greater 
than  now  existed  or  would  exist  under 
any  other  plan.  Though  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  fond  of  say- 
ing that  if  the  Bill  contained 
anomalies  it  did  not  contain  so  many 
as  other  plans,  he  had  not  pointed 
out  yet  a  single  anomaly  in  any  of  their 
suggestions.  All  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ha<l  said  wtis  that  the  tettdency 
would  be  so  and  so,  and  that  to  give  money 
to  any  one  would  teud  to  extravagance. 
That  might  he  so,  but  it  was  not  an 
anomaly,  and  he  was  going  to  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
anomalies  under  the  Bill,  and  caused 
by  the  Bill.  There  were  three 
parishes  in  London  whose  average 
rat^  was  5s»  7d,^-that  was  equality  at 
present,  but  what  was  done  with  these 
three  equal  rates  ?  Two  of  them  were 
put  down,  and  one  was  put  up, 
BO  that  positively  these  three  which 
were  equal  before  were  made  distinctly 
unec|ual,  and  the  divergence  between 
them  was  considerable.  Take  the  next 
at  5s,  6d.  At  present  there  were  four 
parishes  rated  at  Ss,  6d.  on  the  average 
of  five  years.  These  four  were  at  present 
equal,  but  they  would  be  made  unequal, 
and  the  divergence  created  between 
them  would  reach  as  much  as  9d,  in  the 
£1.  Take  Of*.  4d.  There  were  eight 
parishes  in  London  rated  at  present  at 
5s*  4d, — equality  again.  What  did  the 
Bill  do  with  them  ?  The  effect  wa^*  t^  put 
three  of  them  up  and  five  of  them  down, 
and  the  extreme  divergeocc  between  them 
was  nearly  9d,  Take  the  next  at  5s,  3d., 
at  which  rate  there  were  three  at  present 
equal,  and  they  were  treated  in  this 
way  :  Two  of  them  had  to  pay — that 
was  to  say,  their  rate  was  increaseil  to 
5e.  7d*,  and  the  other  was  put  down  to 
58,  2d.  There  were  three  other  parishes 
Mr.  Kimber 


that  were  at  present  equal  at  5s*  2d.,  and 
one  was  made  to  pay  nearly  4d.  extra, 
atiother  was  put  down  2|d,,  and  the  third 
was  put  down  by  2d, 

Mr,  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.):  Is  that 
on  the  average  ? 

Mr.  kimber  :  Yes,  the  rate  I  am 
speaking  of  is  the  average  of  the  rates 
for  five  years — from  1889  to  1893. 

Mr.  LOUGH:  Is  it  what  yon  call 
the  present  rate  ? 

Mr.  KIMBER:  Yes,  the  present 
average. 

Mul  LOUGH  :  Then  1  would  poittt 
out  thai  it  cannot  be  on  the  average  if  it 
is  the  present  rate* 

Mr.  kimber  said,  the  hon.  Member 
could  make  his  answer  presently.  The 
strongest  statement  of  all  was  that  there 
were  two  parishes  at  present  rated  at  5s., 
one  of  which  was  put  up  and  the  other 
down*  If  they  added  these  divergences 
together,  they  would  find  they  were  2H 
in  number,  28  divergences  created  by  the 
Bill,  and  consequent  upon  the  Bill  and 
not  existing  in  spite  of  the  Bill.  But 
that  was  not  all.  Taking  the  right  hoD^ 
Gentleman-s  own  way  of  putting  it,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  thtt 
average  of  all  London  was  supposed  to  be 
about  5s.  b\[.  He  forgot  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  5g.  5d,  or 
5s,  3d.,  but  he  would  take  him  either 
way.  Assuming  it  was  5s.  3d.,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  was  that  nearly  all  above  the  average 
received,  and  nearly  all  below^  paid.  He 
vetitureti  to  contest  that  statement,  and 
here  were  the  figures.  There  were  do 
less  than  six  parishes  alx>ve  the  average 
of  5s.  3d,  at  present  on  the  average  of 
five  years  which  would  under  the  Bill  be 
called  upon  to  pay  more  than  at  prenent. 
The  hon.  Member  shook  his  heail,  but 
it  was  so.  Taking  the  parishes  below 
the  average  there  were  three  that  would 
receive.  But  if  they  took  5s.  5d.  as  the 
average  there  were  three  above  who 
paid  and  eight  lielow  who  received. 
These  added  1 1  anomalies  to  the  other 
28,  making  .^9,  and  he  might  go  one  and 
show  that  even  where  the  rates  were 
above  5s,  7d.,  although  all  the  parishes 
received,  they  received  in  extremely  un* 
equal  proportions.  He  would  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  one  case  of  a  great 
divergence.  His  own  parish  on  the 
average  of  five  years  was  rated  at  58.  lOd.; 
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tbttt  waa  ptit  down,  aud  was  entitled  to 
receive  0*84,  that  was  4*otba  of  a  penny, 
but  otber  pariBheB  rated  at  os.  6d. 
or     down     as     low     as     os.,     received 

t  subsidy  of  from  2d.  to  6d.  in  tbe  £1. 
bat  showed  that  wbile  tbe  rigbt  bon, 
entleroan  was  rigbt  in  saying  tbat 
parisbes  above  tbe  average  received  tbey 
did  not  receive  in  equitable  proportions 
among  tbem selves.  Again,  tbe  parisbes 
below  tbe  average  paid  in  unfair  and  in* 
equitable  proportions.  In  the  28  cased 
be  bad  stated  to  tbe  Committee,  and  tbe 
names  of  which  be  could  give  if 
ueoesaary,  there  was  a  distinct  divergence 
iasiead  of  an  approximation.  He  sub* 
mitted  the  proper  course  for  tbe  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  in  this  case  was  to  let  tbe 
Bill  stand  over  until  an  investigation 
could  be  made  into  tbe  whole  matter  by 
some  Committee  or  otber  liepresentative 

tdy   in  order  to  ascertain  what  would 
the  fair  principle  for  the  distribution 
this  fund. 

Mb.  BOUSFIELD  said  tbat,  having 
regard    to   tbe   course   the    Debate   had 
taken,  be  thought  it  well  to  suggest  what 
he  had  intended  to  incorporate  in  a  sub- 
sequent  Amendment.       He    made    tbe 
suggestion  not  lu  the  hope  that  the  Go- 
^Arnment  would  accept  it  now,  but  tbat 
^pey  would  between  this  and  the  Report 
^mge  give  the  matter  their  serious  cou- 
atderation.       It   had    been    pointed    out 
that  to  take  the  simple  basis  of  popula- 
tioa  as  the  basis  of  tbe  division  of  this 

tid  would  work  out  manifest  injustice 
certain  cases,  and  what  be  suggested 
«  that,  instead  of  population  simply, 
sj  should  take  population  and  the 
sanitary  rate  jointly  ;  tbat  was  to  say, 
they  should  arrive  at  the  proportion  in 
each  caae  by  multiplying  the  population 

«r  the  sanitary  rate.  [^Lau^hter^]  Just 
I  him  explain  what  the  effect  of  that 
ould  be.  In  every  case  in  which  be  had 
been  able  to  examine  what  the  effect  was 
it  bad  been  to  reduce  tbe  glaring  in- 
equalities which  had  been  pointed  out. 
The  operation  seemed  to  excite  the 
merriment  of  the  Government.  He  sup- 
poaed  they  had  made  up  their  minds  tbat 
whether  taking  tbe  basis  of  poputation 
gave  just  results  or  not  they  would  take 
But  if  it  could  be  proved  that  a 
and  better  result  was  more  equally 
rived  at  by  making  the  division  accord- 
to  Ibe  proportion  of  population  and 


tbe  sanitary  rate  jointly  he  did  not  see 
why  tbe  Government  should  ridicule  the 
suggestion.  It  was  quite  obvious  tbat 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  throwing  as  much  ridicule  as 
be  could  upon  tbe  suggestion  without 
examining  it  or  ascertaining  how  it 
would  work  out.  Let  him  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bow  it  would  work  out 
in  tbe  three  typical  cases  in  which  It  had 
been  shown  that  injustice  would  be  done 
by  the  Bill.  In  the  ease  of  Islington 
and  Kensington  the  proportion!?  were 
determined  by  tbe  figures  319,000  and 
166,000  ;  tbat  was  to  say,  Islington  had  a 
population  of  319,000  and  Kensington 
166,000,  tbe  sanitary  rates  being  1:^«  4d, 
and  Is*  5d.  If  they  multiplied  319,000  by 
16  hi  tbe  case  of  Islington,  and  166,000 
by  17  in  tbe  case  of  Kensington,  and  tfx>k 
the  product  as  the  basis  of  their  dl vision 
instead  of  the  simple  numbers  of  the 
population,  that  would  tend  somewhat  to 
reduce  tbe  amount  given  to  Ij^liogtou  in 
the  division,  and  increase  the  amount 
returned  to  Kensington.  Take  tbe  otber 
case  of  SL  George's,  Southwark,  and 
Bethnal  Green,  where  in  1892-3  tbe 
rates  were  almost  exactly  equal ;  but 
where,  according  to  tbe  Bill,  they  pro- 
posed to  give  to  one  parish  double  what 
was  given  to  the  otber.  The  BUI  pro- 
posed to  divide  in  proportion  between 
these  two  of  59,000  to  129,000  repre- 
senting population.  If  they  took  the 
sanitary  rate,  which  in  one  case  was 
2s.  2d,  and  in  the  other  2s.  Id.,  and 
multiplied  59,000  by  26  and  129,000  by 
2o,  taking  tbe  product  as  the  basis  of  the 
division,  they  would  tend  to  reduce  the 
inequality  of  2  to  1  and  make  the  two 
parishes  more  nearly  alike,  St.  George's- 
in-tbe-East  and  Bermondsey  were  both 
poor  parishes,  the  rates  in  the  one  l>eiug 
OS.  od.,  and  in  the  otber  Ts.  4d.  in  the  £1, 
and  the  Bill  proposed  to  give  the  most 
highly-rated  parish  only  3,^.,  and  the 
more  lowly-rated  parish  5-^(jd.  Tbe 
sanitary  rate  in  St.  George's-in-the-East 
was  Is.  8d.  in  the  £1,  and  in  Bermondsey 
2s.  3d.  If  they  multiplied  46,000,  the 
population  of  St,  George's,  by  20,  and 
84,000,  the  population  of  Bermoutiijey, 
by  27,  the  result  would  be  iustead  of 
St.  George's,  which  was  tbe  lowest  rate, 
getting  od.  and  Bermondsey  getting  only 
3d.,  they  would  get  very  nearly  equal 
amounts.     In  each  case  the  inequalities 
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redaeed,   aod    justice    was   nmre 
jnally  done  than  if  they  took  the  simple 

riigure  of  population.  He  hoped  the 
Government  wonkl  coni-ider  tbiii  siig* 
gewtion. 

Mr.  QOSCHEN  (who  wiii 
TeceWml  -with  crife*  of  **  Di- 
vide !  **) :      I      think      hou.      Mem1>er6 

^©ppogite  who  show,  p%?rhapft  not  no* 
btiturally,  sig-os  of  impatifnce  at  t\m 
time  of  the  Session  must  reraemtier  that 
it  is  not  our  fanlt  that  a  Bill  of  ihU  kind, 

ptouching  as  it  does  allour  eonstitnencieB, 

"tomes  at  a  time  when  tlie  House  is  really 
wearied,  and  woiihl  h'ke  to  be  teiic^ved  of 
it«  labours.  Here  is  a  Bill  vitally  affect- 
ing^ London — not  only  atfecting  our  coo- 

i»titQents  iodividnally,  but  vit^illy  afleet- 
Bg  London — introdncing  new  principles 
for  the  divigion  of  money  which  h 
raised  upon  the  whole  of  the  Metropolis, 
which  comes  on  when  hon.  Members  ore 
thoroughly  worn  out  on  a  Bank  Holiday, 

.when  the  attendance  its  such  as  not  to 
|ive  us  a  representative  House,  and  now 
it  thid  moment^  when  we  have  not  got  a 
epresentative  Flonse  to  deal  with  this 
important  question,  we  hare  a  totally  new 
suggestion  made — ^a  valuable  suggestion 
from  some  points  of  view^ — for  a  new 
c|uiuquennial  Census  for  London.  That 
is  introduced  in  a  single  phrase  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  he  will  no 
doubt  afterwards  expand,  as  if  it  were  not 
a  mutter  which  would  require  very  great 
coiiisideration  from  every  point  of  view. 
The  fact  is  that,  while,  on  the  whole,  it 
may  improve  the  justice  of  the  Bill,  it 
will  iuvolve  very  considerable  expense  to 
the  Metropolis  at  large  unless  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  intends  it  should  lie  an 
Imperial  charges,  which,  I  hope,  he  does 
Mteud.     If  not,  then  I  have  to  say  that 

Mthe  rates  of  London  are  running  up  very 
much,  and,  in  addition  to  all  the  existing 

U^harges,   the  Government,   through   the 
[loptiou  of  a  bad  principle  of  population, 

'  are  driven,  in  order  to  amend  their  pro- 
posal, to  introduce  a  measure  for  taking 
a  quinquennial  Census  for  Loudon  at  the 
expense  of  the  Metropolis.  That  is  a 
very  serious  proposal  to  lay  before  us, 
and  I  do  hope  that  hon.  Members  op- 
|>Ohite,  though  they  may  find  themselves 
weary,  will  remember  that  our  constitu- 
ents are  deeply  interested  in  this  matter, 
and  will,  therefore,  give  us  some  latitude, 
as  I  think  we  may  fairly  clitim.     In  the 

Mr,  Bou*field 
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first  instance,  with  regard  to  the  Am*od- 
ineot  of  my  hon.  Friend  l>ebind  me,  J 
have  already  said  a  Wf)rd  on  th^  enbjeet. 
But  we  have  two  questions — the  principle 
of  population  and  the  Amendment  of  my 
hou.  Friend.  The  principles  whieh  my 
hon.  Friend  has  introduced  into  hi* 
Amcudmeut,  I  think,  ought  to  commend 
themselves  to  the  approval  of  every 
Metropolitan  Member.  Hon,  Memlsers 
may  say  they  do  not  approve  of  the 
County  Council  carrying  it  out,  but  with 
regard  to  the  principles  involved,  I  eon* 
siller  them  to  be  infinitely  better  than  ti>e 
point  of  y^Kipulation  alone.  Are  these  not 
considerations  whioh  ought  to  be  tuken 
into  account  in  determining  the  dtft- 
tribution  of  the  fund  raised  upon  th^ 
whole  of  the  Metroj>olrs  ?  What  Hft 
they  ? 

"  The  amount  of  tHe  local  rifites  m  each  ili^ 
(liTidiifvl  parish  in  relntion  to  the  averagv*  mttft 
for  the  whole  of  Londou,** 

That  is  a  principle  which  ought  to  be 
taken  into  consideration,  l>nt  which  you 
e:JE elude  by  taking  it  on  the  point  of 
population.  The  ^r'tMind  tioifit  t>f  (ho 
Amendment  is — 

'*Thri-  -  ,„ 

jmrish.  r.  »ii 

nccourtt^i  .    ._.    ...,  ._.i,.,i.;..  .jA. ,  .,.,...  ^m\ 

benedcial  inaiuly  to  the  indivUlual  purtftb,'* 

What  can  be  more  just  than  that  prin- 
ciple ?  We  talk  of  equal  rates,  or  of 
higher  or  lower  rates,  bnt  we  do  not  take 
into  consideration  in  so  doing,  whether 
they  are  specially  local  and  benetielal^ 
and  whether  the  rates  ai-e  not  high, 
because  a  parish  has,  for  some  par- 
ticular purpose,  run  up  the  rates.  1 
look  thi-ongh  the  accounts  and  see 
many  cases  whore  that  has  happened. 
There  are  cases  which  could  bo  proved 
if  we  had  the  necessary  investigation, 
where  rates  have  lieen  made  higher 
through  special  local  cireumstaiice*. 
Another  principle  in  the  Amendment 
is— 

*•  The  relative  number  of  mtepayers  rated  at 
a^O  and  under,  exoloding  comiiound  hoQMS 
hoUlera." 

I  think  the  whole  Committee  are  of 
opinion  that  this  question  of  compound- 
ing enters  largely  into  the  consideration^ 
and  I  am  informed  that  in  the  Prews  par- 
ticularly favourable  to  the  Governmeut 
it  is  admitted  to  be  a  matter  deserving  of 
consideration,  but  they  say  it  ought  to  be 


209       EguoliAaiion  of  Ruit*       {S  Xvom't  1«:)94}  (Lotidm)  BUi^t  ilO 

but  when  we  attack  bis  principle  of 
popiilatioD^  we  Hud  H  breaks  dowu  almost 
at  every  jioiut.  K  very  one  wLo  has 
listened  to  thin  Debate  wilj  Hdmit,  ami 
tbe  right  bon.  Gentletnan  bimaelf  baii 
admitted,  that  it  has  ^reat  imperfections. 
He  has  already  admitted  that  tbe  popida^ 
tioa  id  a  ^liiftiug  cue,  aud  yet  your  rale 
Id  Dot  to  be  cihiiuged  except  ouce  in  every 
10  yearg  ;  therefore,  the  Governnient  are 
fitereotypiug  the  principle  of  population. 
Cue  of  my  hou.  FrieiidSf  the  Member  for 
Putney dtiis  shown  tbat  iu  his  constituency 
the  population  has  more  than  doubled  io 
10  years,  so  that  this  parish  would  have 
been  coDtributiog  under  the  Quinquennial 
Census  to  other  parishes  where  the 
population  might  have  decreased.  If 
you  had  stated  that  the  City^  8t« 
Georj^e'g,  Hanover  Square,  and  one  or 
two  other  parishes  should  pay  £20,000 
or  £30,000,  and  you  hail  di.strihuted  the 
money  among  the  poorer  pariahes,  tbat 
would  have  fanjen  an  equally  relevant  and 
rough-and-ready  method  of  carrying  out 
the  principle  which  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman lia^  put  in  the  Bill,  and  in  some 
respects  it  would  have  been  more  candid.. 
There  you  would  have  seen  that  you 
carried  out  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  siiid  was  the  object  of  tbe 
Bill.  He  disguiises  it  under  the  principle 
of  population  ;  but  w*ben  you  come  to 
population  he  sees  he  cHnnot  carry  it  out. 
He  says  it  mitst  be  a  night  poputation. 
Is  sanitation  not  important  for  the  day 
population  ?  You  put  tbe  test  of  popu- 
lation into  your  Bill,  and  apply  it  only 
so  far  as  it  suita  your  convenience  for 
tbat  larger  purj^ose  which  you  wish  to 
carry  out,  Neither  the  right  hon*  Geu- 
tiemao  nor  any  of  his  friends  lias  dealt 
with  the  point  I  have  raised,  which  I 
think  of  great  importance,  and  which 
ought  to  appeal  to  everyone  who  repre- 
sents a  poorer  constituency.  You  ave 
going  to  help  these  poorer  constitueneiea 
and  parishes  to  ivhich  population  flocks 
— those  parishes  which  have  received 
accessions  of  popuhvtion^ — but  those 
parishes  which  had  dwindled  in  their 
population  from  decaying  indus^try,  and 
which  are  as  poor  as  any  other  parish  in 
the  Metropolis,  come  ofi*  badly  by  the 
ye^y  reason  of  their  poverty,  I  consider 
that  is  a  vQty  great  defect  in  this  Bill. 
But  the  right  hon.  Grt^ntJeman  says  tbat 
our  competing  plans  break  down,  and  he 
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Jakea   into  consideration  after  the  Bill 

paaaed.  I  should  think  that  is  rather 

» late  to  take  it  into  consid^ration  then* 

That  other  pomi$  di>es  my  hoiK  Fiiend 

wse  ? 

Th«  ertidwicy  with  whicU  the  rates  are  ool- 

ted  in  th<'  Tiftrwii  -  thr*  economy  with,  which 

[©  raten  1  in  the  parinh  ;  the 

nltary  i  c  parish  and  the  in- 

HaiiiUr}'  clhcicaoy  of  the   narish  pn>- 

fiXkHi  y«yir  Uy  year  by   the  Equahdation 

graateJ  to  that  parish/' 

bore  I    entirely  agree    with    my  hon. 

rieud.     I  consider  it  to  be  one  of  the 

reatest  blots  in   the  Bill  that  there  \^ 

isolutely  nothing  which  will  ensure  that 

liere  wnll  be  an  increase  of  sanitary  effi- 

ietscy    produced    by    the    Kqualisalion 

und.     That  J  consider  one  oi  the  great 

IfifeotB  in  the  Bill,  and  the  right  hon, 

eutleman  has  not  thrown  out  the  olive 

tch  in  any  way  or  given  us  any  assur- 

ioe  that  any  security  will  be  taken  for 

application  of  this  fund.     The  right 

.    Gentleman    might    shorten    these 

bates  if,  in   tbe  same  way  as  is   pro- 

in  reference  to  the  Census,  be  had 

that  before  tbe  ^<tag6  was  concluded 

ho  would   accept    some   Araeudraeut  or 

endeavour  to  work  out   some  clauses  by 

which  we  may  not  simply  transfer  the 

burden,    bnt    may    have    that    which  I 

have  iDsisted  upon  eo  often  as   almost, 

I  am  afraid,  to    weary   the    Committee 

iiamely,    security    that    the    sanitary 

uditions    are    the    better  carried  out. 

hat  is  u  point   to  which  I  wish  to  call 

the  attention  of  the  Committee.     If  tbe 

words  dealing   with   the  distribution    of 

fund  according   to  population    were 

itted    from    the    Bill — and     I    should 

inly  vote  for  their  omission — I  should 

move  an  Amendment  to  the  Amend- 

of  my   hon.  Friend,  because  1  am 

lot  prepared  to  hand  tbig  duty  over  to 

the   County    Council*     I    suggest    the 

Local  Government  Board  should  under* 

take    it,    and    that   there   should    be   an 

rder  in  Council^  or  thai   a  Provisional 

lor  should  be  svjbmilte<l  to  the  House 

mmon^,  so  that  the  House  of  Com- 

itsolf  should  be  able  to  ratify  and 

e  note  of  the  distribution  to  be  made. 

do  not  think   that  that  would  be  an 

tirely  satisfactory  solution.     Tho  right 

[on.  Gentleman  says  that  all  the  solu- 

ons  we  propose  are  worse  than  that  in 

le  BilU    When  he  attacks  our  solutions, 

e  hnds  weaknesses  iu  them^  no  doubt ; 
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twitted  me  with  haYing  said  we  should 
have  asdiHtanoe  from  the  Department  and 
lurtber  ioformatiou  in  order  to  work  out 
I  be  scheme.  Certaiuly,  we  ought  to 
have  had  more  information,  and  X  frank Ijr 
fltaie  to  the  right  hon<  Gentleman  that  in 
why  I  did  not  propound  a  plan  mjself — 
because  I  bare  no  information  as  to  how 
much  is  epeut  on  sanitary  efforts  in  the 
various  parishes  of  the  Metropolis.  That 
information  is  not  in  these  taxation 
Returns,  You  cannot  dii^tinguish  what  is 
spent  under  the  Public  Health  Act  of 
1891  or  for  other  purposes.  It  is  mixed 
up  altogether.  K  I  bad  put  forward  a 
distinct  policy  which  I  would  have  fol- 
lowed myself,  it  would  have  been  to  look 
In  great  part  I  to  the  needs  of  these 
parishes  to  their  sanitary  expeuditurei 
and  to  work  that  in  with  tbe  other  tests 
which  might  be  put  in  the  Bill.  But  I 
can  not  do  that,  because  X  do  not 
know  how  far  the  various  parishes  would 
be  affected.  I  do  not  know  how  it  would 
work  out,  and,  therefore,  I  have  not  veu- 
tured  to  put  it  on  paper.  That  confirms, 
to  an  extraordinary  degree,  the  view  of 
tbe  right  hon*  Member  for  the  University 
of  Loudon,  that  we  ought  to  have  bad  a 
Committee  which  would  have  thrashed 
out  tbe  information,  and  then  we  should 
have  been  able,  in  a  friendly  way,  and 
each  contributing  from  his  own  knowledge 
of  his  own  couatituency  all  the  necessary 
data,  to  lind  out  what  was  the  pauperism 
in  tbe  various  parishes,  because  that  is 
one  very  important  element ;  then  what 
are  the  sanitary  requirements  of  the 
various  parishes^  and  how  far  they  have 
carried  them  out  or  failed  to  carry  them 
out ;  if  they  have  failed  to  carry  tliera 
out  because  they  have  not  got  sufficient 
funds,  or  becaufle  they  have  not  been 
aufficieutly  active,  and  whether  there  has 
been  extravagance  or  not.  The  House 
has  been  invited  to  pass  the  Bill  in  the 
most  light-hearted  manner,  at  the  end  of 
the  Session,  without  any  necessary 
information,  and  the  consequence  is  that 
there  is  no  doubt  an  extreme  difficulty  in 
working  out  a  couuter-plan.  Many  of  us 
would  wish  to  base  tbe  distribution  upon 
expenditure  properly  conducted,  coupled 
with  population  if  you  like,  coupled  with 
poverty  and  with  the  needs  of  the  various 
parts  of  the  Metropolis.  That  would 
have  been  far  better,  and  I  think  it  would 
lie    generally   admitted  that    if  it    were 

Mr.  GoMchen 


poasible  ft  would  be  a  beUer  mode 
than  that  of  taking  this  basis  of  a 
shifting  population  in  the  various  district*. 

Mr,  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  complains  of  not  having 
information.  1  must  inform  him  that 
this  Bill  was  before  the  House  for  the 
best  part  of  last  Session,  and  it  wa« 
mainly  or  solely  by  his  exertions  thai 
the  Bill  did  not  pass  last  Session.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  ask  us 
then  for  information.  He  ha.H  had  the 
whole  of  this  Session  and  he  hae  not 
once  asked  for  information  of  any  kind. 
He  might,  at  the  beginning  of  the  Sea* 
sion,  if  he  bad  wanted  information  for 
really  framing  a  scheme,  have  put  aome 
question  on  the  subject,  but  he  has 
allowed  nearly  the  whole  of  the  Session 
to  pass  without  asking  for  informiition, 
and  it  is  only  at  the  last  moment,  when 
we  hope  to  carry  the  Bill  through,  it  Ls 
only  thi^  very  night,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gets  up  and  founds  his  oppo- 
sition mainly  on  the  want  of  information* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  all  the 
information  before  him  which  the  GrO- 
vernment  has.  The  Returns  before  Par- 
liameut  relating  to  the  dtjferent  parishes 
are  very  full.  They  may  not  be  quite 
90  full  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
desires,  but  they  are  quite  full  enough 
upon  which  to  found  any  scheme  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in  his  mind. 
The  real  fact  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tlemau  has  not  been  able  to  frame  any 
counter  scheme.  None  of  tbe  schemes 
which  have  been  suggested  to  the  House 
by  gentlemen  opposite  are  in  the  least 
worthy  of  consideration.  They  are  alt 
of  them  essentially  bad,  and  the  further 
schemes  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  ventilated  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
are  equally  bad. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  {Ham- 
mersmith) desired  to  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee what  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  in  the  Union  which  Fulbam  and 
Hammersmith  comprised.  The  rateable 
value  of  the  Fulham  Union  in  1881  waa 
£446,008  ;  and  in  1891  it  was  £964,896 ; 
so  that  they  would  have  had  to  pay  6d, 
upon  the  larger  sum  and  they  would 
only  receive  for  their  population  on  the 
rate  of  1881,  which  was  then  114,811, 
whereas  in  1891  it  waa  188,875. 
The  part  of  London  to  which  be 
was  referring  was  increasing  with  iuch 
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enormous  rapidity  that  unless  they  were 
practically  to  have  a  division  e\QTj  year 
they  could  not  do  justice  to  it.  In 
these  new  increasing  neighbourhoods  the 
necessity  for  sanitary  work  was  much 
greater  in  proportion  than  in  the  older 
parts  of  London.  This  was  especially 
the  case  in  Hammersmith,  where  the 
population  for  the  'last  10  years  had  in- 
creased at  the  rate  of  over  2,600  a  year. 
That  single  fact  would  illustrate  the  un- 
fairness of  taking  the  population  on  the 
basis  of  the  last  Census.  That  was  one 
objection  he  had  to  the  Bill,  and  another 
objection  was  that  unless  they  took  the 
sanitary  expenses  into  consideration  they 
could  not  do  what  was  fair.  His  con- 
stituents wanted  to  receive  as  much 
assistance  as  they  could,  but  they  wanted 
to  do  it  fairly.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Grovemment  Board  said  the  Oppo-  i 
sition  had  as  much  information  as  the  , 
Government.  Then  he  had  to  press  that  | 
they  had  not  got  sufficient  information 
to  enable  them  to  frame  a  satisfactory 
measure,  and  that  accounted  for  the  Go- 
vernment Bill  being  what  it  was.  He 
was  anxious  that  a  measure  of  this  sort 
should  be  fair  and  should  be  free  from 
Party  influences,  and  for  that  reason  he 
would  not  give  any  management  into  the 
hands  of  the  London  County  Council, 
which,  though  it  had  done  good  work, 
proceeded  on  political  lines.  Instead  of 
the  County  Council  they  should  place 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  desired  to  say  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  the  most  extraordinary 
speech  they  had  heard  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
In  a  very  short  speech  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  had  contrived  to  make  a 
number  of  very  inaccurate  statements. 
He  commenced  by  saying  that  this  Bill 
was  prevented  passing  last  year  mainly 
by  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square.  A 
more  unfounded  statement  never  was 
made.  The  reason  why  the  Bill  did  not 
pass  last  year  was  because  the  Govern- 
ment, who  were  responsible  for  the  mea- 
snre,  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to 
bring  it  forward  until  the  very  fag-end 
of  the  Session,  when  there  was  no  oppor- 
tunity for  adequately  considering  it, 
and    when,    despite     its    various    con- 
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tentious  points,  they  desired  it  to 
be  passed  as  a  non-contentious  measure. 
The  simple  reason  was  because  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  think  it  worth  their 
while,  or  necessary,  to  bring  the  question 
forward  until  the  extreme  end  of  the 
Session,  and  then  they  suggested  that  the 
Bill  should  be  taken  as  a  non-contentious 
measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  said  that  the  Opposition  never 
indicated  for  one  moment  until  now,  at 
this  late  hour,  that  they  were  not  satisfied 
with  the  details  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :    I  said  you 
never  asked  for  information. 

Mr.  W.  long  :  The  Opposi- 
tion, on  the  Second  Reading,  and  on 
every  opportunity  since,  had  pressed  for 
more  detailed  information.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  head,  but  that 
would  not  alter  the  facts.  He,  far  one, 
had  pressed  that  view  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Last  year,  when  it  was 
urged  that  the  Bill  might  be  taken,  to  a 
large  extent,  as  a  non-contentious 
measure,  the  Opposition  said  that, 
although  they  were  not  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  the  subject  was  one 
of  difficulty,  and  they  required  further 
information  before  they  could  adequately 
deal  with  the  subject.  And  on  the 
Second  Reading  they  expressed  the 
desire  that  there  should  be  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances, lipon  whose  Report  the  Bill 
should  be  founded,  and  had  that  course 
been  adopted  the  measure  would  have 
passed  without  any  great  difficulty. 
Now,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  asked  for  information  with  regard  to 
the  proposals  in  his  own  Bill,  he  thought 
it  sufficient  to  shelter  himself  behind  the 
assertion  that  the  Opposition  could  not 
produce  a  better  plan.  "  If  you  know 
nothing,**  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
"  the  Government  know  no  more."  A 
more  astonishing  defence  from  a  Minister 
in  charge  of  a  Bill  he  had  never  heard. 
What  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  St.  George's  desired  was,  that  if 
money  was  to  be  granted  out  of  the  rates 
of  one  parish  of  London  for  the  relief  of 
the  rates  of  another  parish,  there  should 
be  some  other  result  than  that  of  merely 
relieving  the  burden  of  taxation.  If  they 
were  relieving  parishes  from  a  certain 
amount  of  taxation  they  should  at  the 
same  time  secure  from  those  parishes  a 
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better  Bystera  of  currying  out  the  Sanitary 
Xaws,  which  wat*  a  mutter  iu   regard  to 
Avhich  there  was  great  room  for  improve* 
ment.       It    was    often    said    that    the 
admioiBtration  of  the  Sanitary  Laws  all 
over   the   country    was    far   from   satis- 
factory ;  and  anyone  who  knew  anything 
of  London  knew  that  the  aUmini^tration 
of  the  Sauitarj'  Laws  in  the  MetropoliB 
might  be  vastly  improved.     There  was 
uotbtng,    however,    in    the    Bill    which 
would       bring       about       this       res^ult. 
There  was  notljiug  id  the  Bill  to  secure 
even  that  the  money  .HJionld  be  applied  to 
sanitation  ;  there  wa^i  nothing  in  it  to  in- 
dicate what  action  would  be  taken  if  the 
Local    Bodies   applied    their    grants    to 
other  purposes  ;  and   there  was  nothiuj^ 
ill  it  in  the  way  of  strotig  pressure  on  the 
Local  Bodies  t<»  do  their  sanitary  work 
better  than   it  had  l>een  done  in  the  past 
times.     If  the  Opposition  had  the  infor- 
mation they   asked    for,    they  would  be 
Able  to  decide  whether  this  money  would 
be  a  benetit  or  a  curse   to  the  parisliee 
which  could  receive  it.    But  they  had  not 
that   information ;    and   the   right   bon, 
Gontlemau  told  them  that  they  knew  as 
much  a»  ho  did  that  he  had  no  further  in- 
formation to  give  and  that  as  they  had  not 
asked   for   the    informatiou  earlier   they 
should  uot  ask  for  it  now.     That  was  a 
monstrous    doctrine   for    the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  to  lay  down.     Even  if  it  were 
true  that  the  Opposition  only  discovered 
those  weak  points  of  the  Bill  at  the  pre- 
-Sent  stage,  why  should  tbey  not  empha- 
sise them,  and  ask  for  information  about 
them  ?     Why,  when  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  of  1888  were  under  discussion 
hou.   Members  opposite   were  constantly 
pressing  for  informatiou  on  all  sorts  of 
points  and  at  every  stage  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  Conservative  Government  of  the  day 
were  frequently  told  that  if  they  did  not 
givethis  information  theBill  wouUl  not  be 
allowed  to  pass.     The  Conservative  Go- 
vernment did  supply  the  House  with  tons 
weight   of    information    on   every    con- 
ceivable point  pressed  by  London  Mem- 
bers, by  County  Members,  and  by  Borough 
Members  ;  and  the  present  Government 
ought  not  to  complain   if  a  demand  for 
further    information    iu    regard  to    this 
moist    important    Bill    was    made    upon 
tliem.        When    the    Conservative    Go- 
vernment   gave    out    of     the    Prolate 
Duty    grants     in     aid     to     the     Local 
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Author! ties*  they  were  told  that  tbey 
were  seducing  the  ratepayers. 

The  CHAIKMAN  ;  Order,  order  J 
The  hou.  Gentleman  cannot  go  into  that 
qnestiou.  The  question  liefore  the  Com- 
mittee is  the  distribution  of  the  fund  on 
the  basis  of  population. 

Mr.  W.  LONG  said,  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  Jmo.  Friend  proposed  thai 
one  of  the  conditions  which  should  apply 
to  the  distribution  of  the  grant  was — 


"  (f)  The  snnitnry  conditinn  of  the  parish  and 
the  iricreasetl  iwinttary  efficiency  of  the  parish 
|iri>lu<jal  from  yenr  to  yenr  by  the  Equalisatioo 
Fuad  grjiQted  to  that  parish/' 

It  wa^  to  that  Sub-section  (f)  that  be 
was  addressing  himself  ;  but,  of  course, 
he  bowed  at  once  to  the  ruling  of  the 
Chairman,  and  would  only  say  in  coticlu» 
sion  that  he  repudiated  iu  the  strongest 
possible  terms  the  statement  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  the  delay  in  passing  or  con- 
sidering this  Bill  was  iu  any  way  to  be 
attributed  to  the  Op|>ositiou.  The  re- 
sponsibility rested  cotirel)'  with  the 
Governmeut  themselves  iu  not  bringing 
the  Bill  on  earlier  iu  the  Session* 

Mr.  BARTLEY  desired  to  say  that 
the  only  object  he  had  iu  raising  this 
point  was  to  secure,  if  possible,  some 
better  system  of  adjusting  the  fund, 
He  contended  that  the  stnndard  of  popu- 
lation would  lead  to  great  irregularities 
and  hardships  on  many  districts,  and  if 
the  word  ^'^  population ''  were  left  out  he 
would  be  willing  to  accept  any  reasouabJe 
amendment  of  ids  proposal.  He  was 
no  great  admirer  of  the  Londou  County 
Council  ;  but  bad  as  the  County  Couticil 
was,  even  that  body  would  not  distribute 
tlie  money  worse  than  the  way  proposed 
under  the  Bill,  and  he  would  rather  trust 
any  individual  Radical  oppooent^-eveo 
the  hon.  Meml)er  for  Shoreditcli  himself 
— ^and  that  was  Baying  a  great  deal — in 
administering  the  fund  than  the  scheme 
of  the  Governmeut.  He  could  not  see 
why  the  Government  refuse*!  all  Amend* 
monts  to  the  proposal,  which  they  must 
see  would  lutliet  hardship  and  injnstrco* 

Questiou  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  Hi*  ; 
Noes  43. — ^(Division  List,  No.  212.) 

Mk*  G08CHEN  said«  he  proposed 
to  omit  the  words,  iu  line  21p  from  ^'  popu- 
lation,** to  the  end  of  line  26,  beginning 
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with  tUe  word8  "with  this  except f on," 
fot  the  purpose  of  alJowing  the  Tija:ht 
boD.  Goutlemiiii  in  oharge  of  the  Btlfto 
BUite  the  effect  of  this  partleiifarGXception, 
and  to  explain  how  it  would  really  act. 

Qiiesition  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  sUvni  part  of  the 

•M^,  SHA  W-LEFEVRE  said,  that  uo 
difficulty  would  arise  where  the  parish 
and  the  t^uitary  district  were  the  ^anie. 
But  where  they  wereuot  thf^  tiame,  where 
the  sanitary  district  was  formed  of  ijoveral 
parishes,  with  separate  rating  for  Poor 
Law  audotherpurposea,  by  law  the  general 
sanitary  expenses  were  borne  by  the 
district  as  a  wliole  and  not  by  the  parishes 
separately*  In  such  a  case  the  district 
was  treated  as  a  whole  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  the  grant  under  the  Bilh  But 
in  order  to  give  poorer  parishes  a  certain 
advantage  in  the  distrihntion  of  the  sum 
apportioned  to  the  district,  it  was  divideil 
among  the  parishes  in  proportion  to 
their  respective  population.  With  regard 
to  the  complaint  made  by  the  bou*  and 
gallant  Memh€ir  for  Woolwich  in  re- 
spect of  Charlton,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
3lenil»er  jwinted  out  that  although 
Charhon  paid  the  fianitary  expenses 
incurred  in  lU  own  parish,  and 
wa*  treated  !»eparately  for  the  piu- 
pose  of  expenditure,  it  wa^  not 
treated  separately  for  the  purpose  of 
receipts  from  funds  apart  from  other 
parishes  la  the  district.  That  was  so ; 
but  the  Government  were  advised  that, 
legally,  Charlton  should  not  bear  its 
own  expenses  of  sanitary  woik,  hut 
that  those  expenses  should  be  paid  out 
of  the  Common  Fund,  to  w^hich  all  the 
parishes  should  contribute  rateably.  If 
this  were  done  Charlton  would  gain 
ooDsiderably  more  tliau  lose  by  the 
mode  of  contribution  proposed  bv  the 
Bill.  * 

Mr.  (tOSCHEN  said,  it  wa.«  a  diffi- 
cult stat-ement  to  follow,  though  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  \x\%  best  to 
make  it  clean  He  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon*  Gentleman  whether  the  result 
was  not  thi« :  that  wealthier  parishes 
aggregated  toi^ether  with  poorer  parishes 
in  the  same  unitary  district  would,  nnder 
th©  syBtoro  proposed  by  the  Bill,  receive, 
whereas  if  they  stood  alone  they  would  pay? 
That    wa«    an  anomaly  which   was  aii* 
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mitred  by  the  Preftident  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  which  did  not 
appear  to  he  got  over  by  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  Chairman  calle^l  upon  Mr, 
Alban  GinB^« 

Mr.  J.  STUART:  On  a  point  of 
Order,  Sir,  I  beg  to  ask  whether  this  is 
the  proper  place  for  the  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Loudon  tQ| 
move  the  Amendment  he  has  put  down  .'' 

TuE  CHAIRMAJ??  :  Yes  ;  1  think  it 
is  iu  the  right  place^  because  it  is  not  a 
doHuition, 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London) 
moved  to  insert  at  the  end  of  Snb-sec-r 
tion  4  the  following  words  : — 

"  Provided  that,  in  the  r^asc  of  the  City,  the 
popwlatioji  fthail  for  the  purp«^)fle  of  this  Bill  be 
that  aMcertaiDcd  hy  the  dsLy  Census  taken  in 
18IU,  unles!^  01  until  the  L<X"al  Government 
BoRnl  shall  tak«  a  tlay  Cerisiit^  or  s^ihAlt  call  on 
the  City  to  do  bo.  Provirled  aleo,  that  any 
parish  may  similarly  take  a  day  Census  under 
the  superintendetR^  o£  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  that  the  wont  *  |>opulation  '  in  tbia 
Act  shall  mean  the  popidation  so  determined," 

The  hon.  Gentleman  f^id  he  hoped  he 
was  not  asking  for  anything  that  was  not 
fair,  and  he  was  snre  hi.s  eonstitnency 
would  not  ask  for  anything  that  was  not 
fair.  In  moving  this  Auieudment  he 
was  fnlly  convinocd  that  it  was  a  simple 
meaaure  of  Justice  that  he  was  demand- 
ing. The  City  ha^l  been  attacked  rather 
strongly  because  it  objeeted  to  pay  the 
contribution  in  exactly  the  way  settled 
by  the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  chnrge 
of  the  Bill  held  the  doctrine 
that  any  scheme  was  good  enough^  whe- 
ther founded  on  justice  or  not,  which  had 
the  result  of  taking  sufficient  money  from 
the  CJity.  The  Hecretary  of  *State  for 
India  put  forward  the  argument  that 
because  the  City  had  given  before  it  wa» 
right  that  it  j^hould  give  again,  and  that 
the  City  was  aiiked  to  give  in  the  Bill 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  8t.  GeorgeV*  Uanover 
Square.  The  City  gave  cheerfully  to  tiie 
Common  Poor  Fund,  not  only  because 
the  object  wae  good,  but  because  proper 
c^hecks  were  imposed  on  the  expenditure, 
and  because  the  money  was  to  be  dis- 
tributed on  a  rational  basi^.  The  only  other 
argument  of  the   right  hou.  Gentlemao 
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consisted  of  the  use  of  the  blessoil  word 
^'Municipality,"  but  tiie  area  of  the 
London  County  Council  was  a  Munici- 
pality neither  in  name  nor  in  fact.  A 
Municipality  raised  and  administered 
rates  for  the  common  good,  and  those 
who  found  the  money  controlled  the  ex- 
penditure. What  had  that  to  do  with  a 
proposal  that  Parliament  should  order 
the  proceeds  of  a  certain  fixed  rate  to  be 
handed  over  for  administration  to  people 
who  did  not  pay  it  ?  Nobody  could  say 
that  the  state  of  affairs  applicable  to  a 
Municipality  was  applicable  to  the  City. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  ho  thought 
the  hon.  Gcntleman^s  remarks  were 
scarcely  in  Order. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS,  continuing, 
said,  he  was  attempting  to  show  that  the 
City  was  right  in  objecting  to  the  way  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  take  the  Census. 
However,  he  would  leave  that  subject. 
The  only  other  argument  that  had  been 
adduced  against  the  basis  of  a  day 
Census  was  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bermondsey,  who  made  a  direct  attack 
upon  the  Amendment  by  anticipation. 
He  drew  a  picture  of  the  day  population 
of  the  City  leaving  their  offices  by  the 
back  door  and  making  off  to  Bermondsey, 
where,  ho  suggested,  they  would  get 
satisfaction  for  any  increased  rate  that 
obtained  in  the  City.  Surely  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  moan  to  say  that  the 
people  who  left  their  offices  by  the  back 
door  and  went  off  to  Bermondsey  were 
those  who  paid  rates  in  the  City.  Of 
course  these  people  might  suffer,  }>ecause 
with  the  raising  of  the  rates  their  em- 
ployers might  have  to  consider  whether 
they  could  afford  to  go  on  with  their 
business,  and,  in  order  to  carry  their 
business  on,  might  have  to  reduce 
salaries.  He  was  sure  they  would  be 
very  sorry  to  do  so,  but  no  one  could  go 
on  working  at  a  loss  for  ever.  Those 
who  paid  the  rates  in  the  City  were  the 
employers  who  did  not  go  so  much  to 
Bermondsey  as  to  Marylebone,  Padding- 
ton,  and  St.  George's,  where  they  found 
their  rates  raised  as  well  as  in  the  City. 
Returns  showed  that  89,000  of  the  day 
population  of  the  City  went  to  stations 
outside  the  City  area  at  night.  Tet  it 
was  for  that  day  population  that  the 
sanitary  expenses  were  to  a  great  extent 
incurred,  the  roads  made,  and  the  streets 
lighted  ;  and  he  submitted  that  it  ought 
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to  be  the  basis  of  any  Return  of  popula- 
tion for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill.  The 
City  was  in  an  exceptional  condition  with 
regard  to  its  population.  The  small 
number  of  the  night  population  in  the 
City  was  due  to  the  demand  for  offices, 
to  the  great  railway  facilities  enabling 
people  to  live  in  the  country  or  suburbs, 
and  more  than  all,  perhaps,  to  the  rery 
strict  working  of  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  which  was  9d.  in  the  £1  on  houses 
of  any  size.  Only  one  caretaker  was 
allowed  on  the  premises  by  night,  and  he 
must  be  a  menial.  If  two  persons — ^two 
caretakers  or  a  clerk  and  a  caretaker — 
remained  on  the  premises  the  duty  was 
charged  not  on  the  part  of  the  house 
that  was  inhabited,  but  on  the  whole 
building,  and  that  largely  increased  the 
amount  of  duty.  If  the  duty  were  not 
construeil  so  strictly  a  great  many  more 
persons  would  live  in  the  offices  and 
buildings  in  the  City.  He  contended, 
therefore,  that  a  night  Census  was  not  a 
fair  basis  of  population  to  take  for  the 
City.  He  maintained  that  a  day  Census 
was  not  more  difficult  to  take  than  a 
night  Census.  A  day  Census  of  the 
City  had  been  taken  three  times — in 
1866,  in  1881,  and  on  April  29,  1891. 
The  Returns  from  this  last  Census 
showed  that  on  that  day  there  were 
29,520  employers  in  the  City,  202,213 
male  employes,  50,416  female  employes, 
and  19,200  children  under  16  years  of 
age.  They  also  showed  that  in  16  hours, 
from  5  or  6  o^clock  in  the  morning 
onwards,  over  1,130,000  persons  entered 
the  City.  That  was  sufficient  to  show 
that  the  City  had  already  enough  to  do 
with  its  rates.  People,  in  talking  about 
the  City,  said  that  the  City  was  rich. 
When  they  were  so  talking  many  people 
had  in  their  minds  the  Corporations  of  the 
City  of  London.  The  Corporations  had 
a  certain  amount  of  money,  and  he  could 
easily  tell  the  Committee  how  it  was 
spent. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  a  discussion 
on  that  point  would  not  be  in  Order. 

Mr.  alban  GIBBS,  continuing, 
said,  the  fact  ought  not  to  be  lost  sight 
of  that  there  was  a  poor  population  in 
the  City  as  well  as  in  otiier  parishes, 
that  there  were  many  struggling  traders 
and  shopkeepers  who  made  very  little 
profit  who  ought  not  to  be  rated  higher 
than  at  present,  when  they  oould  scarcely 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^e  1,  after 
line  26,  insert — 

"  Provided  that,  in  the  case  of  the  City,  the 
population  shall  for  the  purpose  of  this  Bill  be 
that  ascertained ,  by  the  tlay  Census  taken  in 
1891,  unless  or  until  the  Local  Government 
Board  shall  take  a  day  Census,  or  shall  call  on 
the  City  to  do  so. 

Provide^l,  also,  that  any  parish  may  similarly 
take  a  day  Census  under  the  superintendence 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and  that  the 
word  *  population  *  in  this  Act  shall  mean  the 
population     so    determined."  —  (JVr.    Alban 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  this 
Amendment  would  reduce  the  contribution 
of  the  Citj  under  the  Bill  to  about  one- 
third.  It  stood  at  od.  in  the  £1,  and  the 
Amendment  would  reduce  it  1.8d.  in  the 
£1.  He  entirely  denied  that  the  City 
of  London  had  any  grievance  at  all. 
Nor  did  he  admit  the  figures  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London,  who  said  the 
rates  for  the  City  were  os.  2d.  in  the  £1. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  included  the  Militia  rate  and 
flome  other  rates  not  common  to  the 
whole  of  Loudon.  As  far  as  he  was  able 
to  asoertain,  the  actual  rates  levied  in 
1891-92,  as  calculated  on  the  valuation, 
amounted  to  only  4s.  8d.  in  the  £1, 
while  the  average  rates  over  the  whole  of 
London  in  the  last  three  years  were  5s.  3d. 
in  the  £1.  Therefore  the  rates  in  the  City  of 
London  were  about  7d.  less.  The  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  proposed  to  reduce 
the  contribution  of  the  City  of  London  by 
calculating  it  upon  the  basis  of  a  day 
Census  instead  of  a  night  Census.  If 
the  day  instead  of  the  night  population 
of  the  City  were  taken,  it  would  include 
SfiOO  Post  Office  employes  who  never 
slept  in  the  City  and  enormous  numbers 
of  similar  people  who  lived  elsewhere  and 
ware  rated  elsewhere.  Why  should  such 
peoj^e  be  counted  a  second  time  at  a 
pisee  where  they  did  not  live  and  where 
tbsy  paid  no  rates  ?  The  principle  of 
the  Amendment  was  one  which  the  Go- 
Tennaent  could  not  entertain  for  a 
moment*      Even  when    the    City    was 


brought  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
it  would  still  pay  less  than  the  average 
Metropolitan  rate. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  surely 
they  ought  to  have  something  more  than 
the  opinion  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  as  to  what  the  rates 
in  the  City  of  London  were.  He  should 
like  to  know  where  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man got  his  information  from. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  his 
figures  were  taken  from  the  only  avail- 
able Return  at  the  Local  Government 
Board. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  :  What  Return  ? 
Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
Return  showed  the  actual  expenditure, 
and  from  that  he  had  made  up  his 
figures. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  have  something  more  de- 
finite than  the  mere  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  subject.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  told 
them  on  what  Return  his  figures  were 
based ;  surely  this  was'  a  reasonable 
question  to  ask.  It  was  most  unfair 
to  take  the  population  of  the  City 
on  Sunday  or  at  night  when  only  a  few 
caretakers  or  housemaids  were  left  in  it. 
The  real  population  of  the  City  consisted 
of  those  who  worked  in  it  and  made 
their  living  in  it.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
real  population  was  not  those  who  slept, 
but  those  wbo  worked  and  thought  in 
the  City.  That  population  exceeded 
300,000.  For  them  the  City  had  to  pro- 
vide sanitation,  streets,  and  lightiug.  The 
expenditure  was  based,  and  must  be 
based,  not  on  the  37,000,  but  on  the 
300,000.  The  injustice  was,  perhaps, 
most  glaring  in  the  case  of  the  City,  but 
it  was  not  confined  to  the  City.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wandsworth  had  shown 
that  out  of  90  districts  there  would  be 
39  new  anomalies  created  by  the  Bill.  So 
far  as  the  City  was  concerned,  he  main- 
tained that  to  the  main  expense  for 
sanitary  purposes  the  City  already  paid 
its  full  share.  The  annual  expense  of 
the  main  drainage  in  London  was 
£190,000  a  year,  to  which  must  be 
added  the  capital  expenditure  and  interest 
on  such  expenditure.  To  all  this  the 
City  contributed  on  its  full  rateable 
value.  This  expenditure  then  was 
already  equalised.  The  rest  of  the 
sewerage  expenditure,  that  for  dust  re- 
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movAlt  &*5'i  ^o**  ^lie  Metropolis,  exclueive 
of  tlie  City,  ainountea  lo  £320,000  a 
year.  The  post  in  tlje  CUy  was  £68,000. 
It  waf^  now  |>ropo8G(l  to  make  the  City 
pay  ftuotUer  £100^000  ;  so  that  out  of 
£320,000  a  yeiir  the  City  would  be  paying 
£170,000,  If  these  items  were  paid 
by  a  general  rate  the  share  of 
the  City  woitkl  be  about  £100,000. 
As  it  was,  they  were  really  legielatiug  in 
the  dark.  For  instaui^e,  the  primary 
purjHJse  of  the  Bill  was  to  equalise,  or 
**aid  in  equalising,**  the  expenses  of  the 
Sanitary  Authority  incurred  under  the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1891,  autl  yet  the 
Goverumeut  had  not  thought  it  ueces* 
aary  to  lay  on  the  Table  any  Return 
showing  what  those  expenees  were.  He 
would  like  to  aiik  his  hon.  Friends  who 
were  supporting  the  Bill  whether  anyone 
of  them  knew  what  the  expenditure  wa8 
under  that  Act.  Was  the  right  hon. 
Gen  tie  Ulan  himself  aware  ?  But,  at  any 
rate,  he  submitted  that  the  Ainendmeut 
of  his  hon.  Frieud  was  both  logical  and 
just,  and  tliat  unless  it  was  accepted  they 
would  really  not  be  distributing  the  funds 
according  to  ]>opu]ation» 

*Mr.  KIMBER  said*  he  under9too<l 
the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to 
challenge  with  a  direct  contratHction  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  London  University  that 
the  rateable  value  of  the  City  of  London 
was  over  £4,000,000.  [Crks  of  "No, 
no  !"]  Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contradicted  something,  and  he  shouki 
like  to  know  what  it  wa».  If  it  was  the 
statement  that  the  rateable  value  of  the 
City  was  over  £4,000,000,  he  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  that  fact  was  e^hown  by  the  be^t 
authority  they  had.  \^Cri€xof  **  Agreed !"] 
He  was  glad  to  hear  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site say  they  agreed  with  hi*  statement ; 
and  he  hoped  the  Minister  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  would  take  that  to  his  heart. 
The  right  hon,  Gontlcjiiau  in  his 
argument  against  the  Amendment  re- 
ferred to  tig  urea  iu  some  Returns, 
which  he  said  he  could  not  quote.  It 
wiis  a  monstrous  thing  that  the  House 
should  be  called  upon  to  pass  this  Bill  on 
data  atforded  by  the  assertion  of  the 
right  hon«  Gentleman  backed  up  by 
ofHcial  documents  which  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  said  were  in  existence,  but 
which  he  could  not  quote. 

*^*>  */.  Lubbock 


•Mr.  SHAW  -  LEFEVRE  (inter* 
loosing)  :  I  said  the  Return  was  laid  ou 
the  Table.     1  have  it  here. 

Mh.  KJMBER  :  What  is  the  daw  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVKE:  It  i*  Part 
4,  for  the  year  1891*92.  It  was  pre- 
sented on  the  20th  of  January  of  this 
year. 

Mu.  KIMBER  said,  the  Committee 
had  decided  that  their  s?o-called  equalisa- 
tton  fund  waste  be  distributed  according 
to  population*  But  what  wa^i  the  popu- 
lation of  a  parish  ?  Was  it  the  number 
of  persons  who  i^lept  in  it  at  night  ? 
Was  it  the  workers  and  toilers  ?  Who 
were  the  ratepayers  of  the  City  ?  Were 
they  the  persons  who  slept  there  at  night? 
Certainly  not.  Who  were  the  people  for 
the  bene <it  of  whom  sanitary  measures  in 
the  City  of  London  were  taken  ?  Was 
it  the  people  who  worked  there  during 
the  day  or  the  people  who  slept  there  at 
night?  Was  the  health  of  those  who 
lived  iu  the  City  in  the  daytime  not  to 
be  considered  at  all  ?  It  was  absurd  and 
monstrous  to  t*ay  that  they  were  not  to 
be  counted  in  the  population  of  the  City. 
They  it  was  who  made  London  what  it 
was — the  great  Metro|X)Hsof  the  country, 
and  they  should  be  reckoned  as  the  popu- 
lation of  Loudon  in  the  distribution  of 
this  dole.  The  right  hon.  Gcutlemau  also 
objected  to  the  Ameuduient  because  it 
would  largely  reduce  the  amount  expecteil 
to  he  got  from  the  City  by  the  arrangement 
proposed  in  the  Bill.  The  question  was 
simply  whether  the  Amendmet^t  was  fair 
and  jui^t.  If  it  were,  then  it  ought  to  be 
accepted  whatever  might  be  its  couse- 
quenees. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  that  while  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  was  fully  en- 
titled iu  the  interests  of  his  eonstituieDt^ 
to  move  this  Amendment  :  and  while  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  view  that  tho 
method  selected  for  taxing  the  City  wafl 
unfair,  he  ho(je<l  the  Atneudment  would 
not  be  presseii  to  a  Division*  The  only. 
safe  and  right  basis  of  taxation  was  tkoi 
ability  of  the  t4ixed  to  bear  the  burd«% 
and,  judged  by  that  test,  no  just  caae.N 
could  be  made  out  for  the  relief  of  the 
City,  which  was  the  wealthiest  part  a£ 
the  Metropolis^  There  waa,  however^ 
some  features  of  the  Debate  to  which  h» 
would  like  to  call  attention,  The  Preai- 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
informed  the  House  tiiat  his  calculatiao^ 
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trith  respect  to  the  City  were  based  on 
RGtiir&s    far    1891     aud     1892;  but   in 

reference  to  Camber  well  the  right  hon. 
G^ntletrmn  die  other  day  gave  the 
fignre.*  for  1894.  It  wtis  ridiculous  and 
misleaditig  to  give  the  statistics  for  dif- 
ferent years  in  different  localities,  accord- 
lug  as  it  atiited  the  purpose  of  the  Go- 
vernment, The  right  hoD.  Gentleman 
Viad  further  asked  whether  the  sanitary 
arrangements  of  the  City  could  he  sup* 
posed  to  be  undertaken  for  those  who 
went  to  the  City  "  merely  for  busiuesa,'^ 
Certiiinly  they  were.  Did  the  right  hon, 
Oentlemau  suppose  that  nil  the  costly 
sataitary  work  of  the  City  was  carried  out 
for  the  benefit  of  a  few  caretakers  ? 
Under  the  circumstances,  they  were 
eo  titled  to  ask  that  the  day  at;  well  as  the 
uigbt  population  of  the  City  should  be 
tJikeu  ioto  acconnt.  However,  he  did 
not  go  back  from  hit^  statement  that  the 
City  was  able  to  pay,  and  consequently 
be  hoped  the  bou.  Gentleman  would  not 
go  to  a  Division  upon  his  Amendment. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  justice  as  well  as  to  the 
generosity  of  hon.  Members  opposite- 
f *'  Divide  I '  ■]  When  a  large  sum  of 
money  was  proposed  to  be  taken  from 
the  City  in  additiou  to  the  existiug  bur- 
dens imposed  upon  it,  he  thought  he  had 
n  right  t4[i  say  a  word  ou  its  behalf.  The 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  iu  charge  of  the  Bill 
had  ?aid  that  this  burdeu  ought  to  belong 
to  those  who  lived  i«  the  City,  He  ad- 
tnttteil  that  ;  but  who  were  thej  who 
lived  in  the  City  ?  Wore  they  wholly 
those  who  were  caretakers  and  servanis, 
who  had  no  connection  with  the  City 
except  that  they  drew  wages  for  com- 
paratively bumble  work,  or  were  they 
(be  men  who  lived  in  the  City  day  by 
Uay,  doing  the  work  and  managing  t!ie 
affairs  of  thp  world' si  centre  of  commerce  ? 
•Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  said,  it  was 
for  those  who  weat  into  the  City 
**'infefely  for  business''*  that  all  the  sani- 
tary arrangemeuts  of  the  City  were  pro- 
viiled.  His  suggestion  was  that  the  day 
atjd  night  population  of  the  City,  and  for 
the  other  parts  of  London,  should  be 
added  together  and  then  divided  by  two. 
That  would  give  the  average  number  of 
the  population  which  during  the  24  hours 
fianitnry  appliances,  roads,  tights,  kQ,^ 
would  have  to  be  supplied  for,  and  would 
l^e  a  much  fairer  basis  of  calculation  than 


merely  calculating  the  night  population, 
who  %vere^  iu  the  case  of  the  City,  mostly 
caretakers.  Who  used  the  roads  and 
streets  in  the  City — -the  day  or  night 
population  ?  Why,  of  course,  mainly  the 
former, 

QuestioQ  put,  and  negatived. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK,  who  said  he  had 

looked  np  Part  IV.  of  the  Local  Gxjvern- 
ment  Board  Returns,  but  there  was  nothing 
bearing  out  the  statement  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  the  average  City  rate 
was  only  4s.  6d.,  moved  to  insert,  in  page 
1,  line  26»  after  "district" — 

**  PiYjvided  always  that,  nnleAs  the  sanitary'J 
rates  in  a  sanitary  district  shalh  on  the  average  J 
of  the  last  three  years,  have  cxceedetl  or  fallenj 
short  of  the  avci"age  sanitary  mte  (hereinafter  1 
defiue^i)  by  at  least  fid.  in  the  £1,  ^uch  district ' 
and  the  parishes  therein  shall  not  be  liable  to 
cnntribiite  or  entitled  to  receive  any  sura  tour 
from  the  equalisation  fund  for  the  year." 

The  right  bon.  Baronet  explaiuod  that 
the  object  of  this  Amemlment  was  to 
carry  out  the  avowed  intentions  of  the 
Government.  If  this  Amendment  were 
carried,  no  parish  would  pay  uuless  its 
rate  was  substantially  below  the  average, 
and  none  would  receive  unless  its  rates 
were  distinctly  above  the  average.  The 
Bill  as  it  stood  did  not  effect  its  object. 
Another  great  advantage  would  be  the 
simplicity  it  would  introduce.  There  were 
9o  districts  dealt  with  under  the  Bill. 
Of  these  60  would  pay  or  receive  less 
than  £5,000,  There  wereouly  12  which 
would  pay  or  receive  more  than  £10,000. 
In  many  cases  the  amounts  were  ^Qty 
small,  but  what  an  euormous  amount  of 
book-keeping,  what  thousands  of  en- 
tries they  would  involve,  practically  to 
no  purpose.  For  instance,  the  Tower, 
with  a  rateable  %^alue  of  £4,000,  would 
pay  £4  ;  St.  Catherine's,  £10,000,  £11  j 
Horsleydown,  £80,000,  £30;  Lee, 
£135,000,  £138  ;  St,  Andrew,  Holborn, 
£235,000,  £600;  St.  Saviour^s,'£121,000, 
£300  ;  St.  Luke's,  £320,000,  £400  ;  and 
Chelsea,  £730,000,  £900.  With  two  or 
three  exceptions  the  mere  book-keeping 
would  cost  more  than  the  districts  would 
gaiu.  This  would  be  an  immense 
addition  to  the  expense  of  the  Metropolis 
with  CO  advantage  to  the  ratepayers. 

Amendment  proposed^  in   page  U  Hoe 

26,  after  the  word  **  district/*  to  insert 
the  words — 
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"  Providetl  always  that,  unless  the  sanitary 
rat€8  in  a  sanitary  district  shall  on  the  average 
of  the  last  three  years  have  exceeded  or  fallen 
short  of  the.  average  sanitary  rate  (hereinafter 
defined)  by  at  least  6<l.  in  the  £1,  such  district 
and  the  parishes  therein  shall  not  be  liable  to 
contribute,  or  entitled  to  receive,  any  sum  to  or 
from  the  equalisation  fund  for  the  year/' — (^tSh 
J.  Lubbitck.) 

Questiou  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

It  Eeiug  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
upon  Wednesday. 

BUILDING    SOCJIETIES  (No.    2)    BILL. 
(No.  264.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Standing 
Committee,  further  considered. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middieton)8aid,he  would  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name.  The  words 
he  wished  to  have  left  out  seemed  to  have 
been  inserted  in  the  interest  of  the  person 
in  default,  but  he  did  not  see  how  thej 
could  benefit  him. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  society  " 
to  the  word  "  shall "  in  line  7. — {Mr, 
Hopwood,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  said,  the 
words  were  undoubtedly  put  in  mainlj 
in  the  interest  of  the  persons  charged,  but 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  they 
would  do  the  accused  no  good  he  was 
willing  to  leave  them  out. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  thought  it 
was  a  pitj  to  make  this  alterat'on.  The 
matter  was  fully  considered  in  Committee, 
and  the  decision  arrived  at  was  that  the 
words  were  for  the  benefit  of  the  person 
concerned. 

Mr.  hopwood  said,  if  objection 
were  taken  he  was  afraid  they  would 
have  to  Divide. 

It  being  after  Midnight,  and  Objection 
being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, —  , 

British  Museum  (Purchase  of  Land) 
Bill. 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intitaled, 
"  An  Act  for  further  promoting  the  Be* 
vision  of  the  Statute  Law  by  repealing 
enactments  which  have  ceased  to  be  in 
force  or  have  become  unnecessary." 
[Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  [^Lords']. 

VALUATION     OF    LANDS     (8COTLANII) 

ACTS    AMENDMENT    BILL     [Lords]. 

(No.  346.J 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

HERITABLE    SECURITIES    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  316.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PATENT  AGENTS  REGISTRATION 
(jre-eommitted)  BILL.— (Nti.  334.) 
Order  for  Committee   read,  and   du* 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (EXEMPTION 

FROM  SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE  BILL. 

(No.  64.) 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debfcte 
on  Second  Reading  [11th  April]  read, 
and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

HOUSE   OF  COMMONS   (ACCOMMO- 
DATION). 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Charles  Dilke  be 
discharged  from  the  Select  Committee 
on  Hoube  of  Commons  (Accommodation). 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Edward  Morton  be 
added  to  the  Committee. — {Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis.) 

EXPIRING   LAWS   CONTINUANCB   BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  con* 
tinue  yarioos  Expiring  Laws,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Attorney  OeneraL 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  fBttlS49.2 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minotea 
after  Twelve  o*clook» 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  7th  August  1894. 


LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  (TOWER 
BRIDGE  SOUTHERN  APPROACH)    BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

Bill  read  3%  with  the  Amendmeats. 

The      chairman      of      COM- 
MITTEES   (The    Earl   of  Morley)  : 
Mj  Lords,  I  have  to  move  a  series  of 
Amendments  on  this  Bill,  the  majority  of 
which  are  merely  with  the  view  of  bring- 
ing it  into  better  shape.      The  important 
Amendment  which  I  have  to  move  is  in 
that  portion  of  what  may  be  called  the 
Betterment  Clause,  which  refers  to  the 
compulsory  purchase  of  lands  if  owners 
or  lessees  do  not  agree  with  the  assess- 
ment of  the  Local  Authority.     My  Lords^ 
I  wish  to  explain  to  the  House  that  I 
hare  no    responsibility   for   this   clause 
whatever,   and   that  my  intervention  is 
really  to  render  the  clause  more  intelli- 
gible  and   better   in   working.     As   the 
clause  came  from  the  Select  Committee 
there  were  certain   points   in   it   which 
would  have  been  difficult  to  work,  and 
which  might  have  been  the  cause  of  some 
obstruction   and    mischief.      My  Lords, 
I  have  .now   to   move   an    Amendment 
which  will,  I  think,  simplify  that  matter  ; 
bat  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  understood 
that  I  make  myself  responsible  for  the 
principle  or  policy   of    the    clause,   ou 
which   I  desire   to   express  no   opinion. 
My  Lords,  as  I  do  not  think  that  these 
Amendments  will  be  likely  to  meet  with 
objection  either  from  the  House  or  from 
the  promoters,  I  will  move  them  en  bloc. 
They  are  all  on  Clause  36  of  the  Bill. 

(Amendments    moved   in   Clause   36, 
moved  accordingly.) 

The  lord  PRIVY   SEAL   (Lord 
Tweedmocth)  :    My   Lords,   this   new 
olanse  which  has  come  down  from  the 
Committee  upstairs  is  at  once  very  long 
and  very  important,  comprising  20  sec- 
tions and  10  pages.     It  is  a  very  im- 
portant one  also,  because  by  agreeing  to 
it  your  Lordships  will  give  your  assent 
^o  that  maoh-vexed  question  of  better- 
xiaent.    Bat,  my  Lords,  this  clause  as  it 

VOL.  XXYIU.  [fourth  sebies.] 


lame  down  from  the  Committee  seems  to 
me  to  be  by  no  means  on  all-fours  with 
the  recommendations  of  your  Lordships* 
Committee.     Then  the  noble  Lord   the 
Chairman  has  proposed  various  Amend- 
ments to  it.  Those  Amendments  also  are  of 
considerable  importance,  and  I  must  say 
they  have  a  very   mitigating  effect  on 
what  I  believe  to  be  some  of  the  worst 
errors  of  the  clause  as   it   came  before 
the  Committee.     I  think,  my  Lords,  I 
should  have  been  justified  in  asking  that 
the    consideration  of  this   clause    with 
these    Amendments  should    have    been 
postponed  to  some  other  day  when  there 
would  be  a  better  attendance   of   your 
Lordships  to   consider  them,  and  when 
there  would  have  been  a  longer  period 
for  the  persons  taking  an  interest  in  this 
question  to   consider    the   Amendments 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Chair- 
man,  because,  after  all,   we    only   had 
these  Amendments  before  us  for  the  first 
time  this   morning.     But,   my   Lords,  I 
do  not  desire  to  in  any  way  act  the  part 
of  a  captious  critic,  nor  do  I  desire,  con- 
sidering the  period  of  the  Session,  to  put 
any  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill.     I  am  anxious  only  to 
say  that   in   my  humble  judgment  the 
conditions  imposed   in   this   clause  upon 
the  carrying  into  practice  the  principle 
of    betterment    which    your    Lordships 
hereby  assent  to  are  so  onerous  that  they 
will     practically    render    carrying    into 
effect  your  Lordships*  decision  impossible. 
I  do  not  believe  that  any  Local  Autho- 
rity with  these  conditions  imposed  upon 
it  at  all  likely  to  take  up  the  question  of 
betterment,  and  to  endeavour  to  enforce 
it.     But,  my  Lords,  that  only  applies  to 
an  opinion  of  my  own,  and  it  is  not  for 
me,  therefore,  to  say  more  to  your  Lord- 
ships   upon  that  question.       That  is  a 
matter  for  the  Local   Authorities  wbo 
have  to  carry  the  principles  of  better- 
ment into  practice.     What  I  want  to  do 
to-day  is  merely  to  enter  a  caveat  against 
it  being  supposed  that  I,  and  those  who 
think  with  me  in  assenting  to  this  Third 
Reading  with  these  Amendments,  agree 
to     the     conditions     imposed     by    this 
clause.     I  also  wish   on   behalf  of  the 
Local  Authorities,  and  on  behalf  of  the 
London  County  Council,  to  say  that  they 
reserve  to  themselves  the  fullest  power 
of  dealing  with  this  question  and  of  dis- 
cussing it   again    when  it  comes  up  in 
another  -place,  and  that  it  must  not  be 
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duppoeed  (hat  because  the  Third  Readiu^ 
18  assented  to  here  to-dair  that  they  are 
thereby  debarred  from  further  oppoftiiig 
it  wheu  it  gets  back  to  the  other  Houtie, 
I  <lo  not  know  what  course  they  have  de- 
termined upon,  but  they  hold  that  they 
will  be  wanting  in  no  courtesy  to  tiiis 
House,  nor  in  regard  to  following  the 
usual  forms  of  procedure  in  misiug  this 
qties ti on.  W i th  that  ca vea /,  m y  Lo rd s,  I 
beg  to  give  my  aesent  to  the  Third  Reml- 
iDg  of  this  Bill. 

The  Eahl  opMORLKI*  :  My  Lords, 
I  think  it  would  have  been  well  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  pointed  out  in  what  re- 
spect the  Bill  goe^  beyond  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  to  which 
your  Lordships  assented  not  long  ago, 
and  of  which  the  noble  Lord  was  a  Mem- 
ber. Having  gone  carefully  through  the 
Bill,  both  before  and  since  the  Committee 
sat,  1  must  say  that  it  seems  to  me  it 
does  carry  out  entirely  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee,  of  whudu  as  I 
have  said,  the  noble  Lord  himself  wusn 
Member. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  most 
particularly  referred  to  the  clause  as  it 
came  from  the  Committee,  and  I  said 
that  I  thought  (he  Amendmeats  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  had  a 
very  mitigating  effect  upon  and  greatly 
improved  the  clause.  It  is  only  on 
small  points  now,  perhaps,  that  tlie  clause 
cannot  be  brought  within  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  ;  but  I  meant 
to  make  myeself  perfectly  clear  that  the 
clause  as  it  came  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee did  fail,  in  my  opinion,  to  comply 
with  the  conclusions  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee. 

The  Duke  or  RUTLAND  :  While 
the  noble  Lord  is  explaining  his  Tiewa  to 
the  House,  perhaps  he  won  hi  uot  object 
to  explain  what  he  meant  by  saying  that 
he  was  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Local 
Authorities  and  of  the  London  County 
ConnciL  I  can  understand  his  speaking 
on  behalf  of  the  London  County  Council, 
but  will  he  have  the  goodness  to  tell  ns 
vrbat  are  the  other  Local  Authorities  of 
w^hich  he  was  speaking  ? 

LoKii  TWEEDMOUTH:  There  are 
no  other  Local  Authorities  concerned 
10  this  particular  BilL  I  was  only  enter- 
ing a  rareai  in  reference  to  other  Local 
Antborities  with  regard  to  other  Bills 
oontaining  bvttomient  clauses  similar  to 
this  Bill 

l^&rd  Tweedmouth 


The  DirKE  ok  RUTLAND  :  Theniu 

that  ca«Q  it  will  be  competent  to  the 
Local  Authorities  to  say  thev  object. 

LoKD  TWEEDMOUTH  ;  I  am  not 
now  speaking  as  the  mouthpiece  of  any 
Local  Authority.  1  ain  merely  entering 
a  caveat  on  my  own  account  to  guard 
against  the  idea  being  entertained  on  the 
part  of  noble  Lords  who  might  suppose* 
we  ought  to  consider  ourselves  bonud  by 
the  conditions  which  are  imposed  by 
this  clause. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  passe<K  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 

THAMES  CONSKRVAKCr  BILL, 
THIRD    READING. 
Bill  mad  3\ 

TttE  CHAIRMAN  of  COM- 
MITTEES   (The    Earl    of     Morley) 

moved  several  Amendments  which  he 
stated  were  of  a  purely  formftl  character* 

Bill  pas^ed,  and  returned  to  tbi 
Commons, 

PRIVATE  LULLS. 

Tbe  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMIT- 
TEES  moved  that  the  Standing  Order* 
be  amendeil  as  follows  : — 

Note. — Tht  words  between  (^    ]  M« 

to  be  omitted,  abd  the  words  printed  in 
Italics  are  to  be  inserted. 

(Notice*  Ut  state  objects  of  ftpplication  and  in- 
tention to  seek  for  powers  to  purclinse  lan«ls, 
or  to  amalgamate,  kc.^  or  to  rii^sotvi}  com- 
pAny,  or  to  levy  or  Alter  toll**,  vr  imj^tm^ 
improtemcnt  eh^iyya^y 
3.  In  all  caAC^  where  application  is  inteaJeii 
to  be  roafle  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Local  Bill 
notice  shall   be  given   stating  the  objects  of 
such  intentle<l  applicati*>n  ;  and  if  it  be  intended 
to  apply  for  powers  for  ihecotnpulsory  purchaae 
of  land  or  bouses,  or  for  extcn^ling  the  time 
granteii  by  any  former  Act  for  that  purpose,  or 
to  amalgamate  with  any  other  company^  or  to 
sell  or  lease  the  undertaking,  nr  *     ; — ^      -  '^r 
talje  on  lease  the  untie ilaking  v 
pany,  or  to  cuter  into  workiuj:     ^  r 

traf&c  arrangement*!,  or  to  diesolvc  any  com- 
pany, or  to  amend  or  repeal  any  former  Act  or 
Acts,  01'  to  levy  any  tolls*  ratea^  or  duties,  or  to 
alier  any  exiiiitiiig  tolls,  rates,  or  dutiei^  or  to 
eonfer,  vary,  or  extinguish  any  exemption  from 
payment  of  tolls*  rates*  or  finties^,  or  to  confer, 
vary,  or  extinguish  r^T^v  r,\ho>-  r-;,-!,!*;  .^r  privi- 
leges, fir  to  imjwur  of<  t^r  to 

t'uiti,  vf  any  Jipecud  rhtnujv  m  refjM'vt  oj  nn^  tm' 
jfriHrtni'niy  thf  notice  shall  siK.'cify  duch  inton- 
tion ;   and  fihaJl    al«o  i^pedty  tlie  coinpanyt 
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person  or  persons,  with,  to,  from,  or  by  whom  it 
is  intended  to  be  proposed  that  such  Kmalgn- 
mation,  sale,  purchase,  lease,  working  agree- 
ments, or  traffic  arrangements  shall  be  made : 
and  the  whole  of  the  notice  relating  to  the 
same  Bill  shall,  except  as  providerl  by  Order  9, 
be  Included  in  the  same  advertisement,  which 
shall  be  heailed  by  a  short  title,  descriptive  of 
the  undertaking  or  Bill,  and  shall  be  subscribed 
with  the  name  ami  address  of  the  person,  com- 
pany, corporation,  or  firm  responsible  for  the 
publication  of  the  notice. 

New  Standing  Order — 
( yotice  to  owners  J  J^-r.  in  rase  of  improvement 
charge.') 

I2a.  On  or  before  the  Jifieenth  day  of  Derem" 
her  immediately  precedi/ig  ths  application  for  a 
Bill  by  whirk  any  itpeoial  charge  m  imposed 
upon  any  lands  or  houses  or  any  land^  or  houses 
are  renaered  liable  to  have  a  special  charge  im  - 
posed  upon  thsm  in  ronneotivn  with  any  im^ 
provement,  notice  in  writing  shall  be  giren  to 
the  owners  or  reputed  (miners,  lessees  or  reputed 
lessees,  and  occupiers  of  all  such  kinds  and 
houses  of  such  proposed  special  charge  or 
liability, 

(Plan,  book  of  reference,  and  section  to  be 
deposited  with  clerk  of  the  peace,  &c.) 
24.  In  canes  of  Bills  of  the  Second  Class,  a 
plan  and  also  a  duplicate  thereof,  together  with 
a  book  of  reference  thereto,  and  a  section  and 
also  a  duplicate  thereof,  as  hereinafter  described, 
and  in  cases  of  Bills  of  the  First  Class,  bv  which 
any  lands  or  houses  are  intended  to  be  taken, 
and  in  the  case  of  all  Bills  by  which  any  special 
charge  is  imposed  upon  any  lands  or  houses^  nr 
any  lands  or  houses  are  rendered  liable  to  huve 
a  special  charge  imposed  upon  them  in  connec- 
tion  with  any  improrement,  a  plan  and  dupli- 
cate thereof,  together  with  a  book  of  reference 
thereto,  shall  be  deposited  for  public  inspection 
at  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  peace  for  every 
county,  riding  or  division  in  Ei»glan<l  or  Ire- 
land, or  in  the  office  of  the  principal  sheriff 
clerk  of  every  county  in  Scotland,  and  where 
any  county  in  Scotland  is  divided  into  districts 
or  divisions,  then  also  in  the  office  of  the  prin- 
cipal sheriff  clerk  in  or  for  each  district  or  divi- 
sion in  or  through  which  the  work  is  pro{>osed 
to  be  made,  maintained,  varied,  extended,  or 
enlarged,  or  in  which  such  lands  or  houses 
are  situate,  on  or  before  the  thirtieth  day  of 
November  immediately  preceding  the  applica- 
cation  for  the  Bill. 

(Deposit  of  Bills  at  Treasury  and  other  public 
Departments.) 
33.  On  or  before  the  twenty-first  day  of 
December  a  printed  copy  of  every  Local  Bill 
shall  be  deposited  at  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury  and  at  the  General  Post  Office  ; 

•  •  •  • 

A  printed  copy  of  every  Local  Bill  relating  to 
any  matter  in  England  or  Wales,  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Government  Boanl,  or 
to  which  Standing  Order  No.  3S  applies^  at  the 
Office  of  that  Board. 

•  •  •  • 
(Contents  of  book  of  reference.) 

46.  The  book  of  reference  shall  contain  the 
names  of  the  owners  or  reputed  owners,  lessees 
or  reputed  lessees,  and  occupiers  of  all  lands 


and  houses  in  the  line  of  the  proposed  work,  or 
within  the  limits  of  deviation  as  defined  upon 
the  plan,  or  upon  which  any  special  charge  i-s 
imposed^  or  which  are  rendered  liable  to  hate, 
a  special  ch-arge  imposed  upon  them,  in  connec" 
tion  with  any  improrementj  and  sliall  describe 
such  lands  and  houses  respectively. 
(Copy  of  H.C.  Bill  for  conferring  powers,  &c., 
on  Municipal  Cor|)oration,  Local  Board,  or 
Local  Authority,  to  be  deposited  at  office 
of  Local  Government  Board  not  later  than 
two  days  after  First  Reading.) 
tiOa.  In  the  case  of  Bills  brought  from  the 
House  of  Commons  : — 
A  copy  of  every  Bill  whereby  application  is 
made  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  MunicijAl 
Corporation,    Local  Board,    Improvement 
Commissioners,  or  other  Local  Authority 
in  England  or  Wales,  for  power  in  respect 
of  any  matter  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  of   every 
Bill  whereby  any  powers,  rights,  duties, 
capacities,    liabilities,   or   obligations  are 
sought  to  be  conferred  or  imposed  on  any 
Local  Authority  in  England  or  Wales  in 
respect  of  any  matter  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
of  every  Bill  relating  to  public  roads,  high- 
ways, or  bridges,  and  of  every  Bill  to  which 
Standing  Order  Xo,  38  applies^  shall  be 
deposited  at  the  office  of  the  Ijocal  Govern- 
ment Board  not  later  than  two  days  after 
the  Bill  is  read  a  first  time. 
(Meeting  of    Members    of  limite<l   company,, 
society,  &c.  in  the  case  of  Bill  empowering 
or  requiring  the  comi)any,  society,  &c.  to  do 
any    act    not    authorised    under   existing 
I>owers.) 
63.  In  the  case  of  every  Bill,  whether  origi- 
nating in  this  House,  or  in  the  Hbuse  of  Com- 
mons, [empowering  or  requiring.] 

(1)  promoted  by  any  comiwny,  society,, 
association,  or  co-partnership  formed  or  regis- 
tered under  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  or  con- 
stituted by  Act  of  Parliament,  Royal  charter, 
letters  patent,  deed  of  settlement,  contract  of 
co-partnery,  cost  book  regulations,  or  other 
instruments,  and  under  the  management  of  a 
committee  or  directors  or  trustees  (and  not 
being  a  company  to  which  the  preceding  onlcr 
applies)  ;  or 

(2)  empowering  or  requiring  any  such  com- 
puny,  society y  association^  or  eo-jwrtnership. 
not  being  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  to  do  any 
act  not  authorised  by  thf  memorandum  and 
articles  of  association  or  other  instrument  or 
instruments  constituting  or  regulating  such 
company,  society,  association,  or  co-partnership, 
or  authorising  or  enacting  the  abandonment  of 
the  undertaking,  or  any  part  of  the  umler- 
taking  of  any  such  company,  society,  associa- 
tion, or  co-partnership,  or  the  dissolution 
thereof,  proof  shall  be  given  before  the  Ex- 
aminer before  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  in 
this  House,  that  the  following  requirements 
have  been  complied  with,  and  the  Examiner 
shall  report  accordingly: 

•  •  •  • 

New  Standing  Onlcr — 

(Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bills  may  be 
referrcvl  to  the  Cliairman  of  Commit  tecs.) 
102//.    Any  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 

Bill  mayy  before  being  committed  to  a  CommitUt 
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qf  the  Wfude  Ifoute,  be  referred  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees^  with  retpect  to  all  or  any 
of  the  Orders  scheduled  thereto,  to  he  dealt 
with  in  tfie  same  manrier  as  an  ummposed  Local 
Bill. 

(Railway,  Jcc.  rates  aud  charges.) 
l2Sa,  In  the  case  of  every  Bill  for  incorpo- 
rating a  railway,  canal,  or  tramroarl  company,  or 
for  giving  any  powers  to  an  existing  railway, 
canal,  or  tramroad  company  to  which  no  Rates 
and  Charges  Order  Confirmation  Act  expressly 
applies,  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  shall  fix  the 
rates  and  charges  for  merchandise  traffic  (in- 
cluding small  parcels  of  a  perishable  nature 
conveyed  by  passenger  train,  exceeding  56  lbs. 
in  weighty  by  reference  to  the  Rates  and  Charges 
Order  Confirmation  Act  of  some  other  company 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  will 
properly  and  conveniently  apply ;  and  the 
Committee  shall,  in  the  case  of  an  existing 
company,  provide  that  the  rates  and  charges  for 
merchandise  traffic  and  such  small  parcels  as 
aforesaid  so  fixed  shall  be  in  substitution  for 
the  rates  and  charges  for  similar  traffic  autho- 
rised to  l)e  taken  by  the  company  under  their 
existing  Acts. 

(No  Naturalisation  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time  without  a  certificate  being  produced 
touching  the  petitioner's  conduct.) 

179.  No  Bill  for  naturalising  any  person  [born 
in  any  foreign  territory]  shall  be  read  a  8econ<l 
time  until  the  petitioner  shall  produce  a  certifi- 
cate from  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secre- 
taries of  State  respecting  his  conduct,  and  shall 
take  the  oath  of  allegiance  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House. 

In  the  schedule  of  fees  on  page  75  leave  out 
the  last  paragraph,  viz.  : 

"  The  Second  Reading  fee  on  Bills  promoted 
by  Local  Authorities  is  limited  to  £81,  unless 
the  Bill  authorises  the  receipt  of  any  rate, 
charge,  fare,  or  similar  revenue  in  respect  of 
the  exercise  of  powers  beyond  the  district  of 
the  Local  Authority." 

And  on  page  76,  after — 

»'Allother  Local  Bills    .    .    .    810  0'' 
insert — 

The  Secand  Reading  fees  on  Bills  prortwted 
hy  Local  Avthorities  are  limited  to  £27,  £64, 
and  £81  f  as  the  case  may  be,  except  in  the  case 
of  Bills  authorising  the  receipt  of  any  rate, 
charge,  fare,  or  similar  revenue  in  respect,  of 
the  exercise  of  powers  beyond  the  districts  of 
the  Local  Authorities. 

He  said,  that  the  first  of  the  AmendmeDts 
referred  to  the  embodiment  of  tlie  better- 
ment principle,  and  he  l)elieved  accurately 
followed  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  If  any  noble  Lord  had 
questions  to  ask,  be  would  be  happy  to 
answer  them. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

LOCOMOTIVE  THRESHING  ENGINES 

BILL.— (No.  158.) 
Rotiirned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Ameudmeuts  agreed  to. 


CANAL    TOLLS   AND   CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  1)  (CANALS  OF 
THE  GREAT  NORTHERN    AND  CBR- 
TAIN  OTHER  RAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL.— (No.  184.) 
House    in   Committee   (according    to 
Order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amendment: 
Standing    Committee    negatived  ;     and 
Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND   CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2.)  (BRIDG- 
WATER,   &c.,     CANALS)     BILL.— (No. 
186.) 
House    in    Committee    (according    to 

Order) :    Bill  reported  without  Amend-    i- 

ment :   Standing  Committee  negatived ; 

and  Bill  to  ho  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

CANAL  TOLLS   AND    CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  S)  (ABERDARE, 
&c.  CANALS)  BILL.-(No.  186.) 
House   in    Committee    (according    to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  he  read  3^^  on  Monday  next. 

CANAL    TOLLS    AND    CHARGES      PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  5)  (REGENTS 
CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  187.) 
House   in   Committee    (according    to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  he  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

CANAL   TOLLS    AND   CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIGNAL     ORDER     (No.    7)     (RIVER 
ANCHOLME,  &c.)  BILL.- (No.  188.) 
House    in   Committee    (according    to 
Order)  :    Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :    Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  he  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

CANAL    TOLLS    AND    CHARGES   PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  8)  (RIVER  CAM, 
&c.)  BILL.— (No.  189.) 
House   in    Committee    (according    to 
Order),  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee   negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  he  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  10)  (CANALS  OP 
THE  CALEDONIAN  AND  NORTH 
BRITISH  RAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL.— (No.  190.) 
House    in    Committee    (according   to 

Order):    BillJ reported  without  Amend- 
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ment :    AmendmeDts    made  i 
Committee  negatived  ;    and 
read  3»  on  Mandaj  next. 


Standing 
Bill    to  be 


CANAL    RATES,    TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL       ORDER       (No.       12) 
(GRAND  CANAL,  &c.)  BILL.— (Na  191.) 
House    in    Committee    (according    to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported    without  Amend- 
ment :    Amendments    made :     Standing 
Conunittee   negatived  ;    and  Bill   to  be 
read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

HERITABLE    SECURITIES    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  202.) 

Hx>U8e  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

The  Lord  Steward  (M.  Breadalbane) 
— Chosen  Speaker  in  the  absence  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners. 

TENANTS  ARBITRATION  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Monday  next:  (The  Earl  Spencer). 
(No.  203.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Twelve 

o'clock  A.M.,  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock, 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday y  7th  August  1894, 


Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
'  now  read  the  third  time '  stand  part  of 
the  Question.*' 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hej- 
wood)  :  I  believe  there  is  no  objection  to 
the  course  I  propose  to  take,  and  I  there- 
fore  move  the  Amendment  without  com« 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed 
mittee. 


considered  in  Com- 


Mr.  SNAPE  moved,  in  paragraph  16, 
page  19,  line  31,  after  ^^mile,''  insert 

"  but  it  shall  not  be  lawful,  without  the  consen 
of  the  Local  Authority,  for  the  promoters  or 
any  Ck)mpany  or  person  working  or  using  the 
tramways  to  take  or  demand  on  Sunday  or  on 
any  bank  or  other  public  holiday  any  higher 
rates  or  charges  than  those  levied  by  them  on 
ordinary  week  days." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


QUE  S  TXO  N  S 


PROVISIONAL    ORDER   BILL. 


TRAMWAYS  OBDERS  CONFIRMATION 

(No.  2)  BILL  [Lor(U\, 

THIRD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time.'* 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ^*  now  read  the  thu*d  time/'  in  order 
to  add  the  words  ^'re-committed  in 
respect  of  paragraph  16  of  the  Croydon 
Tramways  Extension  Order,"  —  {Mr. 
Siiajie,)— instead  thereof. 


LIFE-SAVING  APPARATUS. 

Mr.  LUTTRELL  (Devon,  Tavi- 
stock) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether,  in  view  of 
diminishing  the  dangers  to  shipwrecked 
crews,  and  consequently  to  those  who 
are  engaged  in  the  saving  of  life  at  sea, 
he  will  allow  the  directions  on  the  life- 
saving  apparatus  to  be  in  four  languages 
instead  of  two  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
Yes,  Sir  ;  for  the  future  the  directions  on 
the  tally  boards  will  be  in  English,  Ger- 
man, French,  and  Italian.  Italian  has 
been  chosen  as  the  fourth  language 
because  Norwegian  seamen  very  fre- 
quently know  either  English  or  German. 
This  change  will  involve  the  expenditure 
of  some  money  which,  I  think,  will  be 
well  spent,  and  I  am  obliged  to  my  hon. 
Friend  for  having  pressed  the  matter  on 
my  attention. 
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wlileh  were  general Jy  a^a  to  whether  cer» 
tain  eoaet  laud^  were  or  wero  oot  waste 
atjd  uncultivated  in  tbo§oiit€  indicated  bj 
the  Statute. 


ROYAL  COMMlSSIOKf^  AND  THEIR 

COST, 
Mr,     STANLEY    L  E  1  G  H  T  O  N 
(Hhropshire,  Oswestry)  :    On  behalf   of 
^the  bon*  Member  for  the  Harwich   Divi- 
*  Hion  of  Essex,  1  be^  to  ask  the  Secretary 
rio    the   Treasury  if  lie  can    inform    the 
House  what   the   approximate  coj^t  has 
l>een  for  the  past   year   of    the   various 
Coram insioDs  appoiated  by  the  Govern- 
ment ? 

Tm  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
TS CRY  (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEKT,  Oldham)  : 
Tlie  approximate  cost  in  the  year  1893-94 
of    Temporary    Commissions   and    Com- 
mittees appointed  hy  Government  was  as 
follows  : — Charge*:!  ou  Temporary  Com- 
missions   Vot^,    £48,30[)  :    charged    on 
Public    Binldin^s    \'ote,    £3,000— total, 
1X46,000.     In  tuldition  to  this  8um  there 
lis  the  charge  ou   the    Stationery   Office 
ITote,  as  to  which  I  have  unt  yet  received 
jparticulars,  but,  if  de^^ired,  I  will  obtain 
the  informatiou. 

FISHERMEXS*  BIGHTS. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLAXE  (Argyll):  I 

eg  to  a«k  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  has 

Dousidered    the    right*    conferred    upon 

li^hermeu  under   11   Geo.  3,   e.  31  ;  and 

irhether    the    (jovernment    will    enforce 

rthose   rights,   which    extend   to    all    the 

(eoasts  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

The   lord    ADVOCATE   (Mr.  J. 
B*  Balkuiii,  Clackmannan,  &c,)  :  I  am 
La  ware  of  the  rights  conferred  upon  fisher- 
nen  by  1 1  Geo.  3,  c.  31,  and  the  decisions 
l^hich  have  been  pro  no  n  need  witli  refer- 
ence to  that  Statute.     There  have  been 
lifferenees  between  proprietor!*  and  fisher- 
rien  a«  to  their   respective  rights,  and 
these   have   beeu  decided   by   the  Civil 
^^ourte   in  the  ordinary   way.     I  do  not 
know  of  auy   case  In   which    the   iuter- 
reution  of   the    Government    has    been 
|uired,  but  tf  any  such  case  is  brought 
under  the  uotict*  of  the  Government  it 
will  be  dulv  considered. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  :  Are  we  to 

understand  that  the  inif i»f  ive  in  all  these 

p<sases  must  be  taken   by  poor  fishermen, 

rand    that    they   must  defend  the   rights 

inferred  upon  them  by  Act  of  Parlia- 

"meat  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  wan  understood 
to  say,  in  reply,  that  he  was  not  aware 
that  the  Government  had  ever  been 
aske<]    to    intervene    in    the«e   disputes, 


KILLYBKOS  PIER. 

Mu,  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secrotiiry  to  the  Treasury 
whether  any,  and  if  so,  what  steps  have 
l>een  taken  respecting  the  promised  deep 
water  pier  at  K  illy  begs.  County  Donegal ; 
and  when  it  is  probable  that  the  works 
in  eonuection  with  it  will  be  completed  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  I  am  afraid 
that  I  can  only  answer  that  this  matter 
is  still  uuder  consideration  of  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  and  the  Board  of 
Works,  With  regard  to  the  posltfon  of 
the  hitter  Board,  there  are  legal  difficulties 
whidi  are  now  being  referred  for  llie 
opiuion  of  tlie  Law  Officers. 

Mr.  mac  ^'EILL  (DonegiU,  S,) : 
When  may  we  reasonably  hope  the  con- 
sideration of  this  matter  will  come  to  an 
end  ?  This  consideration  was  promised 
by  my  riglvt  hon.  Friend  last  September 
12  mouths. 

Sjh  J,  T,  HIBBERT:  I  am  as 
anxious  as  anyone  that  this  matter  should 
come  to  an  end.  But  there  are  paramount 
difficulties,  and  we  cannot  set  to  work 
until  they  are  overcome. 

GOODS    RATKS   ON   THE    NORTH 
EASTERN  R.\ILWAY. 

Mk,  WRIGHTSON  (8tockton-ou- 
Tees)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  lias  now 
ascertained  that  a  County  Court  sum* 
mons,  returnable  on  the  Hth  of  August, 
Ims  been  issued  by  a  solicitor  of  the 
North  Eastern  Railway  Company  against 
the  North  of  England  Pure  Oilcake  Com- 
pany»  of  Stockton-on-Tees,  for  the  re- 
covery of  £19  9s.  lOd.,  the  amount 
being  solely  for  increased  rates  on  seed 
from  Hull  to  Stockton  since  IH93,  repre- 
senting an  addition  to  the  rates  which 
ruled  before  that  year  of  od.  per  ton^ 
and  which  has  been  deducted  from  the 
Railway  Company's  invoices  during  that 
period  pending  the  settlement  of  the 
Railway  Rates  questiou  ;  aud  whether 
he  will  make  any  reproeentatiou  to  the 
Railway  Company  ou  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE':  Yes,  Sir:  I  under- 
stand that  a  summons  was  issued  ;  hiif, 
after  representations  made  by  the  Boiir<1 
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of  TradOi  the  Riiihvay  Company  Uuve 
wrlttei)  to  the  liogi^trar  at^kirig  lb  tit  the 
actiou  may  staud  over  till  the  uext  Court 
day,  which  will  probably  be  some  time 
in  October,  ere  which  date  I  hope  the 
Bill  Qow  before  the  Hou^e  will  have 
become  law.  I  am  glad  that  this  result 
has  been  brouj^bt  about. 


BOUTH  MEATH  POLLING  LISTS. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Loutb,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seorctiiry  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteuant  of  Ireland  will  he  in- 
quire of  the  South  Meath  Revising 
Barrister  whether  the  four  persons  in 
the  Siimmerbill  polliug  district — Breu- 
nan,  Kiernan,  Darley,  aud  Weir — were 
struck  off  the  voters'  list  by  him  ;  were 
the  two  latter  officially  objected  to,  \Veir*s 
correct  uumber  beiug  746  on  the  1893 
list  au(U36y  on  that  for  1894;  has  the 
Bevi^iiig  Barrister  been  consulted,  aud 
bag  jjc  any  record  a.s  to  the  10  names  in 
Trim,  alleged  to  be  wrongfully  in  the 
1894  list,  having  been  objected  to  and 
struck  off  ill  1893  ;  were  the  three  fol- 
lowing persons  struck  off  the  1893  sup- 
Ipleaientiil  list  for  the  Clonard  polling 
district  of  South  Meatli — namely,  Peter 
Con  Ion,  Baltinoran,  Michael  M*Namara, 
Castle  Jordan,  Jamej=  Berrigau,  Toor — and 
do  they  appear  on  the  1894  lis^t  : 
what  nmtcriaLH  exist  in  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace's  office  to  enable  these  allegations 
to  be  investigated  ;  did  an  employe 
named  Love,  in  the  said  office,  who  was 
engaged  in  procuring  evidence  for  the 
petitioner  in  the  South  Meath  Election 
Petition,  1892,  have  anything  to  do  with 
preparing  or  arranging  the  voters'  lists  ; 
were  the  following  seven  persons  struck 
off  the  list  for  the  Dnnshaughliu  polling 
district  of  South  Meath  in  1893,  and  do 
they  appear  on  the  present  register, 
damely,  No,  27,  Frauk  Behan,  grounds 
of  objection,  nou-re.Hideuce ;  No,  133, 
Bf  ien  Carney,  non-tenancy  :  No.  39,  Pat 
Galiagher*  nou-tcuancy  :  No.  4(5,  John 
Hughes,  Kilbrew,  jierson  unknown  ;  No. 
•56,  William  Mausiu.,  short  occupation; 
No.  57,  Pat  Martin,  nou'tenaucy  ;  No, 
91 »  Joh»»  W hearty,  nou-tuuaucy  and 
short  occupation  ;  aud,  viewing  tlie  fact 
that  these  ul legations  relate  to  three 
separate  polling  *listrict<»,  and  that  Lhoy 
r©»i  ou  the  evidence  of  different  agents, 
acting  in  separate  Courts,  will  a  strict 
inquiry  be  ordered  i^ 


Tmk  chief  SECRETAllY  Fuit 
IRELAND  (Mr,  J,  MoHLEY,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne )  :  The  Kevising  Barrister 
has  been  communicated  with  as  to  the 
ftrst  three  paragraphs,  but  up  to  the 
present  I  have  not  heard  with  what  re- 
sult. The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and 
Peace  has  reported  to  nie  as  follows  re- 
garding the  fourth  and  following  para- 
graphs :  (4.)  The  Revising  Barri.ster  re- 
vised the  Lists  of  Voters  in  1893^  by 
drawing  his  pen  through  each  name 
which  he  decided  to  remove,  and  writing 
the  word  **out"  and  placing  his  initials 
thereto.  In  the  cases  of  Peter  Conlon 
aud  Michael  M'Namara  a  lino  is  drawn 
through  their  names,  but  as  neither  the 
word  *^  out  "  nor  the  initials  of  the  Re- 
vising Barrister  are  entered  opposite  the 
names  they  were  included  in  the  Register 
for  1894,  where  they  now  appear, 
James  Barrigau  was  officially  objected 
to.  A  line  was  drawn  through  his  name, 
but  the  name  was  re-inserted  lu  the 
margin  by  the  Revising  Barrister  and 
initialled  by  him.  His  name  abo  ap- 
pe^irs  on  the  Register  for  1K94.  (o.) 
The  Clerk  of  the  Peace  has  in  his  cus- 
tody the  original  lists  for  1893,  as  re- 
vised and  signed  by  the  Barrister,  and 
also  the  objection  notices  served  ou  hira 
for  revis«ion.  (6.)  A  person  named  Love 
is  employed  in  the  manner  stated  in  the 
office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  but  I  am 
informed  he  took  no  part  whatever  in 
getting  up  evidence  or  otiierwise  for  the 
Election  Petition  referred  to.  (7.)  There 
were  no  persons  of  the  names  sererally 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph  on  the  lists 
for  1893,  and  they  do  not  appear  on  the 
Regii^ter  for   1894. 

Mu-  T,  M,  HEALY  :  In  view  of  the 
extraordiniiry  discrepancies  discloseil  by 
this  answer,  I  beg  to  give  notice  I  will 
go  further  into  thi^  matter.  •» 

SACRILEGE  I?J  KILDARE.  i 

Mu,  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  r 
I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Cliief  Secretary  to  the 
J.*onl  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  church  of  Ballymore 
Eustace^  County  Kildare,  belonging  to 
the  Church  of  Irehmd^  wa?*,  upon  the 
night  of  Sunday,  the  29lb  July,  broken 
into,  and  music  and  other  iK^oks,  to  the 
value  of  £5,  maliciously  di;stroycd  ;  whe* 
ther,  on  a  previous  (occasion,  the  same 
chiu*ch  was  brokeu  into,  and  the  sacra- 
mental j>lute  broken  anil  trampled  upon; 
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and  whether,  as  this  church  is  in  the 
vicinity  of  a  police  barracks,  any,  and  if 
so  what,  steps  have  been  taken  to  bring 
the  perpetrators  to  justice,  and  to  pro- 
tect for  the  future  the  church  and  its 
Rontents  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  church  was  entered  upon  the 
date  mentioned,  and  that  music  to  the 
value  of  about  lOs,  was  destroyed.  A  car- 
penter's saw,  valued  at  6s.,  was  also  in- 
jured. The  occurrence  is  believed  .by 
the  police  to  have  been  the  act  of  some 
mischievous  children  who  obtained 
access  to  the  church,  which  was  under 
repau-,  by  some  scaffolding.  The 
occurrence  referred  to  in  the  second 
paragraph  took  place  in  July,  1885. 
Every  endeavour  is  being  made  by  the 
police  to  trace  the  perpetrators  of  the 
recent  act.  The  police  have  given  every 
attention  to  the  church  in  the  past,  and 
will  continue  to  do  so. 

MALICIOUS  BURNING  IN  FERMANAGH. 
Mr.  M'GILLIGAN  (Fermanagh, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  man  named  Crawford, 
residing  in  the  parish  of  Swaniinbar, 
County  Fermanagh,  recently  purchased 
a  farm  from  Lord  Erne,  was  awarded 
£50  damages  by  the  Fermanagh  Grand 
Jury  for  the  burning  of  a  hut  a  few  days 
after  the  sale,  which  was  alleged  to  be 
malicious  ;  whether,  since,  certain 
mysterious  outrages,  alleged  to  be 
malicious,  have  been  perpetrated  upon 
cattle  belonging  to  the  same  person,  and 
for  which  no  one  has  been  made 
amenable  ;  and  whether  he  will  instruct 
the  Constabulary  to  institute  a  full  in- 
quury  into  the  details  surrounding  these 
several  alleged  malicious  acts,  wnth  a 
view  to  bringing  the  perpetrators  to 
justice  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph  ;  the  com- 
pensation for  the  burning  of  the  house  on 
the  evicted  farm  was  granted,  however, 
to  Lord  Erne,  the  landlord,  and  not  to 
Crawford.  Regarding  the  second  {Mira- 
graph,  I  am  informed  that  on  the  17th 
of  July  outrages  were  committed  upon  a 
cow  belonging  to  Crawford  and  upon  two 
other  cows  the  property  of  his  brother. 
The  police  have  a  strong  suspicion  as  to 
the   perpetrator  of  these  outrages,  and 

Afr.  n\  Johnston 


they  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
outrages  were  other  than  malicious. 

THE  FERMANAGH  MAGISTRACY. 

Mr.  M'GILLIGAN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state 
the  result  of  his  communication  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  as  to  the  promised  ap- 
pointments to  the  Magistracy  in  County 
Fermanagh ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Catholics  of  County 
Fermanagh  constitute  54  per  cent,  of 
the  population,  only  one-tenth  of  the 
existing  Bench  are  of  their  persuasion^ 
he  will  recommend  there  should  be  no 
further  delay  in  making  these  appoint- 
ments ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor informs  me  that  he  has  sent  papers 
to  six  gentlemen  whom  he  proposes  to 
place  in  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  in 
the  County  of  Fermanagh.  He  will  be 
glad  to  consider  the  names  of  any  proper 
persons  submitted  to  him. 

THE  "COSTA   RICA   PACKET." 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  have  yet  advised 
as  to  the  acceptance  or  otherwise  of  the 
offer  of  the  Government  of  the  Hague  to 
submit  their  liability,  in  the  case  of  the 
Costa  Rica  Packet ^  to  arbitration  ? 

The  U^'DER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(SirE.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
The  matter  is  still  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Law  Officers. 

NEW  ROSB  POSTAL  MANAGEMENT. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he 
is  aware  that  a  letter  posted  in  Rams- 
grange  in  the  evening  is  delivered  at 
Priesthaggard,  three  miles  distant,  at 
10  a.m.  in  the  second  day  after  ;  if  it 
takes  two  days  to  go  three  miles,  owing 
to  the  departure  of  the  rural  postman 
from  New  Ross  before  the  arrival  of 
the  Waterford  mail ;  if  a  letter  posted  in 
Newbawn  for  Nash  on  Friday  evening, 
although  forwarded  to  New  Ross  on 
Saturday  at  9.30  a.m.,  remains  in  the 
New  Ross  office  until  Monday  mornings 
owing  to  the  rural  postmen  leaving  New 
Ross  before  the  arrival  of  the  Wexford 
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mail;  and  if  he  will  look  into  the 
postal  arrangements  of  the  New  Ross 
district  with  a  view  to  give  greater  satis- 
faction to  the  public  ? 

thb  postmaster  general 

(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
will  make  some  inquiry  on  these  points, 
but  it  is  obvious  that  the  circumstances 
would  not  admit  of  direct  local  commu- 
nication being  established  between  small 
places  like  those  mentioned,  which  are 
served  from  different  post  towns.  As  I 
stated  the  other  day,  the  detention  of 
the  rural  postmen  at  New  Ross  for 
several  hours  would  be  a  serious  matter. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTS  IN  IRELAND 
AND  FAIR  WAGES. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  will  take  the  necessary 
measures  to  have  carried  into  practical 
effect  the  Fair  Wages  Resolution  of  this 
House  in  all  Irish  contracts  where  it  is 
now  violated ;  and  whether  he  will 
arrange  that  for  the  printing  done  for 
this  House  and  for  the  Government  in 
Ireland  Trade  Union  wages  shall  be  paid 
and  boy  labour  allowed  only  in  due  pro- 
portion ? 

Sir  J,  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  cases  in  which  the  "  Fair 
Wages  Resolution"  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  now  being  violated  by  con- 
tractors executing  Government  work  for 
Departments  under  the  control  of  the 
Treasury,  but  wherever  allegations  to  this 
effect  have  been  made  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
Friend  will  bear  me  out  wbeu  I  say  that 
I  have  immediately  called  the  attention 
of  the  Department  concerned  to  the 
matter,  and  directed  them  to  enforce  the 
spirit  of  the  Resolution.  As  regards 
Government  printing  in  Ireland,  I  under- 
stand that  the  wages  paid  by  the  con- 
tractor are  the  Union  rates  of  wages  for 
Dublio.  With  regard  to  the  proportion 
of  apprentices,  Messrs.  Thorn  state  that 
they  are  ready  to  agree  to  the  same  pro- 
portion as  prevails  in  large  establish- 
ments in  London  and  Edinburgh  where 
similar  work  is  done  ;  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  proportion  actually  employed  by 
them  is  less  than  that  prescribed  by  the 
Union  authorities  in  London.  On  the 
whole,  I  am  bound  to  say  I  see  no  evidence 
of  anything  like  the  sweating  against 
which  the  Resolution  is  directed,     it  the 
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I  hon.  Gentleman  has  any  case  to  which 
I  he  would  wish  particularly  to  draw  my 
i  attention,  I  will  inquire   into   it  imme- 
diately. 

IRISH  COUNTY  COURT  JUDGES. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) :  On  bebalf  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Green  Division  of  Dublin, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  regard 
to  the  fact  that  County  Court  Judges  in 
Ireland  have  not  sufficient  judicial  work 
to  occupy  their  time  for  more  than  at  the 
outside  six  months  each  year,  whether, 
with  a  view  to  greater  economy  in  the 
Public  Service  in  Ireland,  he  will  take 
the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  first 
vacancy  in  the  ranks  of  the  County 
Court  Judges  to  unite  the  county  vacated 
with  some  adjacent  county  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  When  the  Act  of 
1877  was  passed,  the  question  was  care- 
fully considered  as  to  what  counties  could 
be  grouped  consistently  with  public  con- 
venience, and  this  Act,  the  40  &  41 
Vict.,  c.  56,  united  a  number  of  counties 
in  groups  for  County  Court  jurisdiction. 
Further  grouping  might  necessitate  less 
frequent  sittings  in  each  county,  and 
recently  there  has  been  a  demand  for 
more  frequent  ones. 

OUTDOOR  OFFICERS  OF  CUSTOMS. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Green 
Division  of  Dublin  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  are  about  to  re- 
duce the  maximum  age  for  intending 
candidates  for  the  post  of  outdoor  officer 
of  Customs  from  its  present  limit  of  25 
to  21  years  ;  and  whether,  as  this  altera- 
tion, unless  after  long  notice,  will  neces- 
sarily bear  harshly  on  those  now  pre- 
paring for  examination  jymderjthj&  present 
Rule,  be  will  take  measures  to  i)revent 
the  new  Rule  comijfg  into  force  fof  at 
least  another  year, >i^o  as  to  give  reason- 
able time  to  thoae  who  were  preparing 
for  examinatigcTunder  the  present  Rule, 
but  who  are,Tiow  over  21  years  of  age, 
for  preseriting  themselves  for  examina- 
tion ?      J 

Sir  ;J.  T.  HIBBERT:  My  hon. 
Friend  may  not  be  aware  that  I  answered 
a  simiVar  qaestion  on  the  3rd  instant.  I 
will  tlierefore  ask  t^^be  allowed  to  hand 
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him  a  copj  of  the  answer  which  I  theo  1 
gave.  ' 

I 

IRISH  HIGH  SHERIFFS. 

Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  pre- 
sent practice  in  Ireland  in  respect  of  the 
appointment  of  Sheriffs  is  that  the  acting 
Sheriff  of  each  county  gives  to  the  Judge 
of  Assize  three  names  from  which  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  is  to  select  the  Sheriff 
for  the  next  year ;  and  whether  either 
the  executive  or  the  people  have  any 
further  voice  in  such  appointments  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  names  in 
connection  with  the  appointment  of 
Sheriff  are  sent  up  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
by  the  Judges.  The  usage  has  always 
been  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  select 
the  Sheriff  from  amongst  the  names  so 
sent  up,  and  such  usage  is  laid  down  by 
the  highest  authority  as  having  the  force 
of  Common  Law.  In  the  English  Act 
of  1887  the  corresponding  usage  in  Eng- 
land is  recognised  and  is  made  statutable. 
The  powers  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
the  matter  are,  as  I  have  showu,  restricted 
and  limited. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
Is  this  appointment  a  very  much  coveted 
one  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Very  much  to  the 
contrary. 

Mr.  mains  :  I  shall  put  a  further 
question  on  Thursday. 

THE  DEPTFORD  REFRIGERATORS. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  refrigerating 
accommoilatiou  at  Deptfoni  requires  to 
be  increased  ;  and  whether  he  will  use 
his  influence  with  the  London  Corpora- 
tion to  comply  with  the  wishes  and  con- 
venience of  the  traders  ?  Since  I  put 
the  qu^'  ' .  *  "!"  *'^^\'>  Paper  I  have  received 

;;:«??„  rT'^"""    '''e  "'boot  to  take 
Steps  to  remedy  the  may. . 

The  ^HESIDENT?i!;-^^^3(3.j,^ 

OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr  ^"*^^^^^^ 


Gardxer, 
m  glad  to 


Essex,  Saffron   Walden)  :  I 

hear  that.     It  is  a  practical  .v ««,.,««  ^^ 
A I  ^.  -KT      ^  \nswer  to 

the  question.     No  representatiV^^g  ^j^|^ 

respect  to  the  refrigerating  '^ccolL^      j 
tion  at  Deptford  have  recently  i\Lohel 
me.     I  shall  bo  glad-^to  bring  any 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibhert 


municatioQ  which  may  be  made  to  me  on 
the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the 
Corporation. 

THE  EVICTED  TB;;5rANTS  BILL. 
Mr,  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen*8  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill,  as  amended  in  Committee  and  on 
Report,  proposes  to  reinstate  sub-tenants ; 
and,  if  so,  by  what  clause  ;  will  a  tenant 
in  case  he  is  reinstated  thenceforth  hold 
discharged  from  any  sub-tenancy  existing 
at  the  date  of  the  determination  of  his 
former  tenancy,  or  will  the  sub-tenant 
also  have  a  right  of  reinstatement,  and 
whether  as  against  the  middleman  or 
against  the  head  landlord  ;  if  he  can 
state  whether  the  394  sub^tenants  whose 
tenancies  were  determined  on  the  17 
selected  estates  named  in  the  Report  of 
the  Mathew  Commission  are  still  out  of 
their  holdings ;  and  what  (approxi- 
mately) is  the  number  of  sub-tenants  on 
the  estates  not  specially  dealt  with  in 
that  Report  whose  tenancies  have  been 
determined  since  May,  1879  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Under  the  Bill 
any  former  tenant,  whether  a  sub-tenant 
or  not,  comes  within  the  language  of  the 
Bill,  and  may  be  reinstated  if  the  Arbi- 
trators thhik  fit,  or,  as  the  case  may  be, 
if  the  new  tenant  consents,  provided  that 
he  fulfils  the  other  conditions  of  the 
Bill.  If  a  tenant  is  reinstated  the  re- 
instatement does  not  restore  any  prior 
sub-tenancies.  The  sub-teuant  in  such  a 
case  could  not  have  a  right  of  reinstate- 
ment because  the  tenant  who  hae 
been  reinstated  was  his  landlord,  and 
was  not  on  the  19th  of  April,  1894,  in 
occupation  of  the  holding.  Tenants, 
whether  immediate  tenants  or  sub- 
tenants, have  rights  under  this  Bill  only 
against  the  landlord  from  whom  he  him- 
self holds. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  :  If  ])Oth  tenants 
— the  middleman  and  the  sub-tenant — 
claim  reinstatement,  will  both  be  entitled 
to  compensation  for  goodwill  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  I  am  advised, 
the  Bill  only  applies  to  tenants  where 
they  are  reinstated. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 

In  cases  where  the  evicted  tenant   has 

had  a  sub-tenant  who  has  gone  out  with 

!  the  evicted  tenant,  has  the  sub-tenant  no 

;  claim  to  reiustatement  ? 


\ 
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Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  No,  Sir  :  I  think 
not. 

BALLYOUBTKEK  POSTAL  ARRANGE- 

M|E.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Post- 
master Geoeral  whether  be  will  make 
arraogeoiftuts  thut  Rosssmore  aod  the 
district  to  Baltygiirteeu  be  served  froui 
Ballyueeu,  iristeail  of  from  Geragh,  an 
requested  hy  au  exteD-sivelj  sigued 
Memorial  forwarded  oo  the  12tii  of  May^ 
&nd  alio  a«  asked  by  the  Coti.stabulary 
authoHtied  t^howiug  that  the  chaage 
would  greatly  facilitate  them  in  the  di»- 
char^e  of  their  duties  ;  and  whether 
those  interested  in  local  markets  have 
aIso  pointed  ont  that  the  proposed  change 
would  tint  increase  the  present  cost  of 
service  r 

M«.  A.  MO R LEV  :  I  have  received 
from  the  hon.  Member  a  copy  of  the 
Memorial  rcfen-ed  to,  and  it  wa8 
;i<l dressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Post 
Office  in  Dublin.  It  would  not  neces- 
aarily  eoine  before  me ;  Imt  I  have 
called  for  information  on  the  subject* 


OXARLFORD  NATIONAL  SCHOOLH. 
Mr.  BALDWIN  (Worcester,  Bewd- 
ley)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educution 
whether  he  has  considered  the  representa- 
tions made  liy  the  managers  of  the 
Goarlford  Natiooal  Schools  j  and  if  the 
Department  int^iods  to  insist  on  the  en- 
largement and  alterations  of  the  schools 
being  carried  out,  although  the  parish  is 
constantly  decrea?*ing  in  population  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclakd,  York, 
W*Rm  Rotherhnm)  :  The  managers  of 
this  school  were  informed  in  the  last 
Annual  Report  that  the  class-room  (which 
is  only  9^  feet  wide)  was  too  narrow,  and 
that  the  offices  were  insufficient,  and  were 
requested  to  submit  proposals  for  en~ 
b»ri»iDg  the  class-room.  They  replied, 
-f  !(iug  that  the  offices  should  bo 
improved  during  the  suuuner  holidays, 
and  asking  that  the  class-room  might  con- 
tinue to  be  recognised.  There  are  31 
infiints  on  the  books,  who  catmot  be 
properly  taught  in  so  narrow  a  room.  1 
iiopc  the  managers  will  see  their  way  to 
provide  a  suitable  room.     If  they  will 


undertake   to   do    eo   they  will    not   be 
unduly  pressed  in  the  matter  of  time. 

DUBLIN    TELEGRAPHISTS'    GRIEV* 
ANCES. 

Mil.  SWEETMAN  (Wieklow,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  some  Dublin  telegraphists  have 
recently  been  asked  to  accept  a  rat^  of 
5s»  a  day  for  duty  ou  coast  statious^  in 
couuGctiou  with  the  Naval  Mauoeuvrefly 
although  a  much  larger  sum  has  hitherto 
been  given  for  such  duties  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  these  men  complain  that 
they  oauuot  live  on  an  allowance  of  3s.  a 
day  in  a  crowtled  seaport  town  when  they 
are  there  only  for  a  short  time  ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  praotico  of  the  Post 
Office  to  pay  as  low  wages  as  competition 
will  enable  them,  or  to  pay  a  living 
wage  ? 

Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  In  accordance 
with  the  practice  which  obtains  both  in 
Ireland  and  in  this  country  the  tele- 
graphists sent  from  Dublin  to  Coast 
iStations  in  connection  with  the  Naval 
Maueeuvres  have  been  informed  that 
they  will  be  paid  3s.  a  day,  except  iu  the 
case  of  a  few  stations  where  the  cost  of 
living  wilJ  be  ouhanced,  and  there  the 
rate  may  I)©  4Si,  or  even  os.,  a  day.  Last 
year  one  of  the  Dublin  telegraphists,  who 
was  paid  os^  a  dtiy^  complained  that  It 
was  tiofc  enough,  and  asked  for  12s^  but, 
ou  inquiry,  it  appeare*!  that  the  com- 
plaint was  not  well  founded.  With 
reference  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon. 
Member^s  question,  I  may  explain  that 
the  payments  are  not  wages,  but  are 
allowances  in  addition  to  wages. 


COUNTY  CLARE  MAIL  CART  SKRVIOE. 
Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Cb»re,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Po«itmai?ter  General  %vhe- 
ther  arrangements  have  yet  been  made 
for  the  new  mail  cart  service  between 
Ardsahis  and  Tnlla,  County  Clare  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  question  of 
establishing  such  a  service  is  now  being 
cousidered,  and  I  will  let  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber know  my  deeisiotl  U8  sootj  as  it  cau 
be  arrived  at. 

Mil.  W.  REDMOND:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  people  of 
the  district  only  ask  for  one  cart  to  meet 
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the    ti-aiu    which    brings    the    English  i 
letters  ?  ' 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY:  1  do  not  know 
the  facts. 

ELEMENTARY  TEACHERS— SUPER-       i 
ANNUATION.  | 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Coancil  on  Edacatiou 
whether  the  Departmental  Committee  on 
the  Superannuation  Scheme  of  Elementary 
Teachers  will  snbmit  its  Report  before 
Parliament  rises  for  the  Recess  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND:  The  Departmental 
Committee  on  the  Superannuation  of 
Elementary  Teachers  will  not  report 
before  the  Recess.  But  its  main  pro- 
posals have  been  decided  upon,  and  it 
will  report  in  November  to  the  Treasury 
and  the  Education  Department. 

NORTH-EAST  COAST  SCOTCH 
FISHERIES. 

Mr.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  arrangements  will  be  made 
in  next  year's  Estimates  to  provide  the 
Fishery  Board  with  a  cruiser  for  the 
protection  of  the  fishing  industry  on  the 
North-East  Coast  of  Scotland  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  Fishery  Board  of  Scot- 
land have  now,  with  the  recent  addition 
of  the  new  steam  cruiser,  two  steamers 
engaged  in  the  protection  of  the  fishing 
industry,  one  on  the  East  and  one  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Scotland,  all  the  year 
round,  besides  the  assistance  of  several 
of  Her  Majesty's  gunboats  during  the 
summer  fishing  season.  The  new  steam 
cniiser,  the  purchase  of  which  has  been 
provided  for  in  this  year's  Estimates,  has 
already  done  good  service  in  the  preven- 
tion and  detection  of  illegal  trawling,  and 
it  is  not  propose<l  at  present  to  provide 
the  Fishery  Board  with  another  such 
vessel. 

In  answer  to  a  further  question  put 
by  Mr.  Weir, 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  four 
trawlers  had  been  brought  in  in  a  very 
short  space  of  time — a  record  not  beaten 
in  any  other  part  of  the  British  Islands. 
He  would  see  that  the  service  was  kept 
up  to  the  mark. 

Mr.  fV.  Redmond 


THE  BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  public  business  is  being 
dispatched  more  rapidly  than  was  antici- 
pated when  he  made  his  statement  on 
the  18th  ultimo,  arrangements  will  now 
be  made  to  carry  the  Crofters*  Act 
Amendment  Bill  this  Session,  in  falfii- 
ment  of  the  pledges  repeatedly  made  by 
the  Liberal  leaders  prior  to  and  during 
the  last  General  Election  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcoubt, Derby): 
I  have  already  said  that  if  this  is  an 
unopposed  Bill  it  may  be  proceeded  with. 
It  must  depend  on  whether  the  Bill  is 
opposed  or  not. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  :  May  I  ask 
whether,  in  case  circumstances  prevent 
the  Bill  being  brought  in  this  year,  and 
in  consideration  of  the  postponement  of 
the  Bill  being  consented  to  for  this 
Session,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  a  pledge  to  bring  the  Bill  on  early 
next  year,  when  the  Report  of  the  Deer 
Forest  Commission  will  be  available,  on 
which  an  enlarged  Bill  might  be  founded? 

Mr.  weir  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  that  question,  may  I 
ask  him  whether  we  are  to  abandon  all 
hope  of  the  Bill  being  passed  this  Session  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  cannot  ad- 
vise anyone  to  abandon  all  hope.  It 
does  not  rest  with  me.  As  to  enlarged 
pledges  for  next  Session,  I  am  not  iu  a 
position  at  present  to  make  them. 

•Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire) : 
Arising  out  of  that  answer,  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  Scottish  legislation  must 
ever  be  dragged  like  this  at  the  heels  of 
England  ?  Is  it  because  of  the  meekness 
and  submission  of  the  majority  of  the 
Scotch  Members,  who  are  evidently  afraid 
to  say  *'  bo  "  to  a  goose  ?  Some  of  us 
have  called  attention  to  this  matter  in 
every  mortal  way,  from  the  quoting  of 
Scripture  to  the  verge  of  physical  ex- 
haustion. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Dr.  MACGREGOR:  By  way  of 
personal  explanation. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

Subsequently, 

•Dr.     MACGREGOR     said  :      Mr. 

Speaker,  I  wish   to  express  my  regret 

that  for  pressing  for  a   small  measure 

I  of     justice    for     my     constituents      I 
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should  be  considered  in  this  House  as 
out  of  Order.  I  do  not  ask  for  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Bill  as  a  favour  ;  I  demand  it 
as  a  right  on  the  part  of  mj  constituents. 
I  hope  I  am  not  out  of  Order  in  saying 
that,  Mr.  Speaker.  [CWw  of  "  Order  I  "J 
Who  says  **  Order  "  ?  Allow  me  to  say 
that  the  Government  have  been  pledged 
for  two  years  to  concede  the  very  Bill 
which  we  are  now  fighting  for.  At  the 
end  of  two  years  I  think  it  extremely 
improper  so  to  use  the  Highland  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 
•Db.  MACGREGOR  :  I  wish  to  give 
another  notice  on  the  subject — that  if 
this  Bill  is  not  passed  this  Session  I 
shall  next  Session  do  everything  in  my 
power  to  block  every  Government  mea- 
sure that  may  be  introduced,  from  those 
mentioned  in  the  Queen^s  Speech  down* 
wards. 

THE  PAYMENT  OF  MEMBERS. 

Mk.  woods  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Ince)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether,  in  view  of  the 
Resolution  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons  last  year  on  the  question  of 
payment  of  Members,  the  Government 
intend  giving  effect  to  that  Resolution 
by  introducing  a  Bill  in  the  next  Session 
dealing  with  the  question  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  we 
may  be  able  to  do  so. 

MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Mr.  WOODS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
with  a  view  of  meeting  the  convenience 
of  Members  interested  in  the  Mines 
(Eight  Hours)  Bill,  he  can  state  to  the 
House  about  the  probable  time  when  the 
Bill  is  likely  to  be  discussed  in  its  Com- 
mittee stage  ? 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  we 
shall  be  able  to  reach  that  next 
Monday. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  : 
The  question  is  as  to  the  probable  time 
that  will  be  given  to  the  Committee 
stage,  not  as  to  the  time  at  which  the 
Committee  stage  will  begui. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have 
answered  the  question  as  it  was  put — 
and  as  I  understood  it — the  probable 
time  at  which  the  Bill  is  likely  to  be 
discussed  ;  as  to  how  long  it  will  be 
discussed,  I  cannot  offer  an  opinion. 


POLLUTION  OF  THE  RIVER  EYE. 
The  Marquess  of  GRANBY  (Leices- 
tershire, Melton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  meeting  of  the  Melton  Mow- 
bray Rural  Sanitary  Authority  on  the 
26th  of  July,  held  at  Melton,  when 
statements  were  made,  describing  the 
condition  of  the  River  Eye  at  Asfordby, 
to  the  effect  that  at  that  place  the  river 
was  so  polluted  by  sewage  from  Melton 
that  some  10,000  fish  were  lying  dead 
in  the  water ;  that  the  stench  was  abso- 
lutely unbearable  ;  that  all  persons  re- 
siding near  the  river  at  Asfordby  who 
could  do  so  were  leaving  their  homes  in 
consequence ;  and  that  the  Medical 
Officers  of  Health  testified  that  this  con- 
dition of  affairs  constituted  a  grave  and 
immediate  danger  to  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  at 
the  meeting  in  question  it  was  stated 
that  application  had  been  made  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  sanction  to 
a  ftcheme  for  dealing  with  the  Melton 
sewage  at  the  beginning  of  May  last,  but 
that  no  reply  had  been  sent  to  this  re- 
quest by  the  Local  Government  Board  ; 
will  he  explain  why,  although  the  clerk 
of  the  Leicestershire  County  Council  and 
the  Rev.  Canon  Cartmell,  Rector  of 
Asfordby,  have  written  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  this  matter, 
nothing  but  bare  acknowledgments  of 
their  letters  have  been  received  by  them ; 
and  whether,  if  this  is  so,  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  cause  of 
these  delays,  and  will  take  immediate 
steps  to  assist  the  Melton  'Local  Board 
to  deal  with  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevbb,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  have 
not  received  any  Report  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Melton  Mowbray  Ru  ul 
Sanitary  Authority  at  the  meeting  re- 
ferred to.  The  facts  are  not  as  stated  in 
the  question.  The  Local  Government 
Board,  after  a  visit  to  the  district  by  one 
of  their  Inspectors,  wrote  to  the  Melton 
Mowbray  Local  Board  in  April,  1893, 
pointing  out  that  the  condition  of  things 
as  regards  the  treatment  and  disposal  of 
the  sewage  of  the  district  was  most  un- 
satisfactory, and  should  not  be  allowed  to 
continue,  and  requesting  that  they  would 
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dej^l  with  tlie  matter  witliout  delay .    The 

Local  Government  Board  communicated 
with  the  Local  Board  in  June,  in  August, 
andiu  October  of  last  year,  and  in  January 
and  February  of  the  present  year,  and  again 
on  the  5th  of  May,  as  to  what  thej  were 
intepdiDg  to  do  iu  the  matter.  It  was 
not  until  the  18th  of  May  that  the  Board 
were  inforuied  of  the  workj^  proposed, 
and  received  an  application  for  sanctioji 
to  a  loan.  Further  details  as  to  the 
works  being  required,  the  Local  Board 
were  asked  on  the  4di  of  Juue  for  further 
particufars,  aud  they  were  at  the  same 
time  informed  that  a  local  inquiry  by  one 
of  the  Boards**  Inspectors  had  been 
directetl.  The  particulars  asked  for  were 
received  on  the  21  at  of  July,  and  it  was 
then  stated  that  it  was  also  intended  to 
make  application  for  a  loan  for  additional 
land  and  for  sewer  extension.  On  the 
26th  of  July  the  Board  wrote,  stating 
that  an  inquiry  in  respect  of  the  previous 
applicafioa  had  been  tixed  for  tlie  8th  of 
August,  and  that  particulars  of  the 
further  proposals  should  at  once  be  fur- 
nished if  it  was  desired  that  the  applica* 
lion  should  be  considered  at  the  same 
inquiry.  The  further  particulars  were 
received  on  the  28th  of  July,  aud  the 
notices  for  the  inquiry  were  issued  on  the 
1st  of  August.  The  letter  of  the  Kev* 
Canon  Cartmell  was  received  ou  the  25 th 
of  July,  and  the  Board  ou  the  following 
day  communicated  with  the  Local  Board, 
The  Board  have  not  received  any  com* 
munication  from  the  County  Couaeil  on 
the  subject. 

The  Marquess  of  GRANBY:  Then 
doe«  the  iuqujry  take  place  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  believe  it 


HOUSING   OF  THE  WOBKIKO   GLASSES. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam") :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  v^ill  propose  an  Amendment  to  Stand* 
ing  Order  183a,  whereby  it  is  provided 
that  promoters  of  Private  Bills  shall  not, 
in  exercise  of  any  power  of  taking  lands, 
purchase  or  acquire  houses  occupied  by 
persons  belonging  to  the  labouring  class 
without  making  provisions  for  rehousing 
such  persons,  by  inserting  after  the  word 
** acquire"  the  words  "and  demolish,'*  in 
order  that  in  eases  where  (as,  for  instance, 
under  Section  93  of  "The  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  1845,'*)  promoters  are 

Mr,  Shaw'Ltfevre 


obliged  to  acquire,  but  hare  no  occwioti- 
to  demolish,  the  labouring  chiss  occupiers 
may   remain   uudii^turl>ed,  ami    the    pro^ 
moters    may    not    Ijc*    obliged    to    ereci^ 
unnecessary  new  dwellings  ?" 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  do  not 
contemplate  proposing  that  the  Standing 
Order  referred  to  should  Ije  altered.     It  « 

J  the  practice  of  the  Local  Goverumeot 
Board  in  determining  the  accommodation 

I  that  should  be  provided  by  schemes  sub* 
mitted  to   them   under  provisions  in  ae- 

j  cord  a  nee  with  the  Standing  Order  to  take 
into  consideration  the  »uml>er  of  hou9e» 
which  the  Company  or  Authority  may 
propo&e  to  acquire  but  do  not  intend  lo 
demolish. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  t    H«¥e1 
not   cases   occurred    in  which  promoters 
have  been  obliged    to   provide   artisau* 
dwelling,  although  none  have   boeo  dis- 
placed ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  believe 
that  is  so,  but  at  the  same  time  I  do  not 
think  it  desirable  to  alter  the  Standing 
Order. 

THE  VENTILATION  or  THE  IIOOSE  OF 

COMMONS. 

Mr.   weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  th©  Firet 

Commissioner  of  Works  whetlier  he  i« 
aware  that  the  air  (sewer  gas)  from  the 
main    drain    is    aspirated    through    the 
whole   length    of   the    system,   from  the 
Victoria   Tower   to    the   Clock    Tower ; 
whether  any  re-modelling  of  the  drainage 
has  taken   place  since  the   Select  Cora* 
mittec  on  House  of   Commons  (Ventila- 
tion) sat  in  1891  ;  and,  if  so,  will  be  state 
what  has   been   done  ;  whether   it  is  the 
fact  that  in  1891  furnaces  in  the  exhaust 
shafts  were  kept  burning  day  and   night 
throughout  the  year  as  at   the   present 
time,   and  that,    notwithstanding,   down 
1  draughts   did   then,   aud    »lo   now,  occur 
I  occasionally    in    the    vitiated    air  shaft ; 
whetlier  he  is  aware  that  during  close 
warm    weather,    owing    to    the    dlighti 
difTerence   of  temperature    between     the 
outside   and   inside   of   the  main  extract 
shaft,  and   also    in    consequence   of  the  I 
long  distance  the  vitiated  air  has   to  be 
drawn  horizontally^  there  is  scarcely  any  [ 
appreciable     current    npwards    in    thatj 
shaft  ;  and   that   there  is  a  tendency  fori 
the  vitiated  air  and  sewer  ga^,  under  thai 
conditions  mentioned,  to  find  their  way] 
from     the    Clock    Tower    shaft    dowu 
through     the     Ladles*     and    ReporteiVJ 
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kHene«  ioto  the  CbaraUer  to  feed  the  ^ 
!  ill  the  other  shaft  when  it  h  bnrulug 
fire  brightly  ;  and  whether^  haviDg  re- 
ird  to  the  fact  that  the  sewor  gas  from 
ie  drainage  of  the  Houses  of  ParliameDt 
wholly    discharged    iDto  one  of  the 
jifts  which  receive  the  vitiated  air  from 
^e  Chamber,  ami  is,  therefore,  a  source 
]  daHger  to  the  Members  and  officials  of 
be      House,       he      will     consider     the 
sirability  of  iiaviiig  the  sewer  gas  dis- 
[jurgod    by    a    separate    shaft  or  pipe 
Btirelj  iti>iirt  from  the   ventilating  shaft 
the  Chamber,  as  suggested   by    Mr. 
linnie,  engineer  to  tho  Loudon  County 
VuDcil  for  the  WestmiDSter  main  drain, 
nd  as  recommended  by  Mr.  JaraeB  Keith, 
Jj.E*»  and  other  experts  ? 
f»TuE   FIRST  COMMISSIONER  ov 
rORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone.  Leed^ 
W.)  ;  The  main  drain  k  aspirated,  not 
from  the   Victoria  Tower   to  the  Clock 
Tower,  but  from  the  Clock  Tower  to  the 
f'ictoria  Tower.     There  is,  however,  a 
aiuor  drain    which  is  ventilatetl  in  the 
pther  direction.     No  remodelling  of  the 
drainage  has  taken  place  since  the  Select 
Committee  on   Ventilation  mi  in  1891. 
Jhe  furnaces  in  the  exhaust  shafts  were 
kept  bnrning  day  and  night  throughout 
ilhe  year  in  1891,  aud  have  continued  to 
!  so  kept  down  to  the  present  time.  No 
aown    draughts  have  occurred,  or  could 
-ccur,  in  these  shafts  since  tVie  continnons 
full  bnrning  of  the  furnaces  was  adopted. 
I  have  already   said,  the  sewer   gas 
^  the  dminage  of  the  Houses  of  Par- 
llent  is  principally  discharged  into  a 
fehaft  in   the  Victoria  Tower  which  has 
luo  connection  with  the  shafts  which  re- 
Iceive  the  vitiated  air  from  this  Chamber. 
The  shafts  proposed   by  the    engineer  to 
lihe   London    County    Council   and    the 
iher  experts  who  gave  evidence  in  1 89 1 
Ivfete  intended    to    ventilate    the    main 
Ifiewers  of   tho  district,  and  had  no  refer- 
^  once  to  the  veotiUition  of  the  drains  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament. 

Mr.   weir    was  understood   to  ask 

I  if  there  was  any  intcntiou  to  arrange  for 

I  the  sewer  gas  to  be  discharged  by  pipe 

]  instead  of  by  the  up-cast  shaft.     Was  it 

[not    the   fact   that  the  engineer  of  the 

House  in  1891  stated  that  down  draughts 

might  occasionally  occur  and  vitiate  the 

air  in  the  shift  ? 

•MR.   H.   GLADSTONE :    My   hon. 

I  Friend  is  raistaken  in  the  construction  he 

puts  00  the  evidence*     No  defect  in  the 


present  system  has  been  proved  to  exists 
and  I  see  no  reason  to  make  any  change. 
Mr.  weir  pressed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  carefully  study  the  evi- 
dence. 


GHAILEY  COMMON. 
Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W,R.,  Shipley)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  ho  is  aware 
that  a  quantity  of  common  land  belong- 
tug  to  Chailey  Common,  in  the  County 
of  Sussex,  has  been  enclosed ;  whether 
it  is  the  tluty  of  tho  Sussex  County 
Council  to  take  some  action  to  raaintaiu 
the  rights  of  the  inhabitants  ;  and  whe- 
ther, failing  such  action  on  their  part,  it 
can  be  taken  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  or  the  Board  of  Agriculture  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :    I    iiave   l>eeii 
informed    by   a   correspondent  that  en* 
closures    have    been    made   on    Chailey 
Common    within  the   past  two  or  three 
years,  but  1  have  no  means  of  verifying 
this  information  or  of  interfering  to  pre- 
vent such  enclosures,  if  they  have  taken 
place.     I   can  only  state  that  anything 
which  has  been   done  has  not  l^een  with 
the  consent  of  the  Boanl  of  Agriculture. 
With    regartl    to    the     maintGnauce    of 
rights  of  common  by  public  authorities  I 
may  refer  my   hon.    Friend   to  the  pro- 
visions   contained   in   Section   26  of  the 
Local  Government  Act  of  last  Session, 
which  1  trust  will  be  found  sufficient  to 
prevent  encroachments  on,  or  the  illegal 
enclosure  of,  commons. 

Mr.  BYLES  :  The  point  I  desire  to 
know  is  whether,  in  case  the  County 
Council  refuse  to  act,  there  is  any  duty 
laid  upon  the  Minister  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  to  act  instead  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  The  Board  have 
no  power  to  take  the  initiative :  that  must 
be  taken  by  the  commoners  themsolves, 


ST.  JAMES'S  BCHOOL,  PADPINGTON. 

Mr-  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sliddlesbrottgh,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  his  attention  haft 
been  drawn  to  the  Report  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Inspector  ou  the  St.  James's 
Niitionaf  J^chuol,  Craven  Terrace,  Pad^J 
.iington,  for  the  year  endiug  Januarj^ 
1H94,  which  statcrt  that  two  of  the  class- 
r*>omfi  are  so  far  bcluw  the  minimum  size 
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required  by  Rule  7  (a)  of  the  Schedule 
that  thej  can  no  longer  be  recognised  as 
providing  accommodation  ;  what  is  the 
reduction  of  accommodation  resulting 
from  this  intimation  ;  whether  the  De- 
partment have  communicated  this  de- 
cision to  the  London  School  Board  ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  they  will  at  once  do  so  ; 
and  whether,  in  all  cases  where  the  De- 
partment find  it  necessary  to  review  and 
reduce  the  accommodation  of  a  school, 
they  will  at  once  inform  the  Local  Edu- 
cational Authority  of  such  ^alteration,  in 
order  that  their  record  of  the  available 
accommodation  of  the  district  may  l)e 
correct  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  two  class-rooms 
in  question  were  each  13  feet  by  8,  and 
the  nominal  accommodation  of  the  school 
has  been  reduced  by  27  places.  It  has 
not,  I  understand,  been  the  practice 
hitherto  to  inform  the  Local  Educational 
Authority  in  cases  of  this  kind,  but  I 
toink  it  is  right  that  they  should  be  so 
informed,  and  I  have  given  directions 
accordingly. 

THE  CASE  OF  BDLWANT  RAO  BUTE. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of  one 
Bui  want  Rao  Bute,  who  was  killed 
under  circumstances  of  great  brutality 
within  British  jurisdiction  in  the  Gwalior 
State  by  Asad  Jar  Khan,  the  Superinten- 
dent of  Police  of  the  Indore  State,  and 
two  of  his  subordinates,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  other  persons ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  these  officers  of  the  Indore 
State  were  tried  by  a  fecial  Judge  and 
sentenced  to  long  terms  of  imprisonment, 
the  Judge  expressing  his  opinion  that 
Asar  Jar  Khan,  the  Superintendent  of 
the  Indore  Police,  had  bribed  the  Gwalior 
Police  to  assist  him  in  the  perpetration 
of  the  crime ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  widow  of  Bulwant  Rao  has,  for  the 
benefit  of  herself  and  family,  repeatedly 
urged  her  claim  to  compensation  from 
the  Indore  State  for  the  slaughter  of  her 
husband,  but  without  success  ;  and  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty^s  Government,  through 
the  Government  of  India,  will  take  steps 
to  secure  that  proper  compensation  is 
paid  by  the  Indore  State  for  the  crime 
planned  and  committed  by  the  chief  of 
its  Police  Department  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.   H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 

Mr.  Everett 


hamptoD,  E.) :  The  facts  of  this  case  are 
given  in  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  80  of 
1893.  The  statement  as  to  Asad  Jar 
will  be  found  in  the  Paper.  He  was  con- 
victed of  culpable  homicide  not  amount- 
ing to  murder,  and  sentenced  to  14  years^ 
rigorous  imprisonment  and  fine.  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  widow^s  claim 
for  compensation,  but  will  inquire. 

IRISH  PRISON  ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  whether,  in  consequence 
of  the  numerous  complaints  relating  to 
the  present  system  of  management  in 
Irish  prisons,  he  will  cause  the  inquiry 
at  present  held  in  England  to  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Committee 
of  Inquiry  referred  to  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  a 
purely  Departmental  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  Home  Office  to  inquire 
into  the  administration  of  English  prisons, 
and  it  was  stated  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  on  May  28 
last  that  tlie  Inquiry  would  not  extend 
to  Ireland. 

EX-PRISON  WARDER  BARRETT. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  if  Barrett,  into  whose 
case  he  ordered  a  further  inquiry,  has 
since  been  refused  admission  to  the 
prisons  service  except  on  terms  which 
he  felt  bound  to  refuse  ;  and  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  have  him 
reinstated  in  his  former  position  and,  in 
consideration  of  the  harsh  treatment  he 
received,  grant  him  compensation  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Barrett  sent  in  his 
resignation  as  prison  warder  in  May, 
1892.  It  is  true  that  he  was  recently 
offered  re-employment  in  the  Prisons 
Service,  but  the  conditions  which  he 
asked  should  attach  to  his  re-engage- 
ment were  not  such  as  could  be  acceded 
to  by  the  Executive.  After  a  very  care- 
ful investigation  of  all  the  facts  of  the 
case,  the  decision  arrived  at  was  that  if 
re-appointed  to  the  Prisons  Service  it 
could  only  be  on  the  terms  attaching  to 
a  new  appointment.  But  Barreit 
declined  to  accept  employment  on  these 
terms,  and  the  Government  see  no  reasons 
for  altering  the  decision  arrived  at.. 
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Mb.  HARRINGTON  :  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  this  officer  had  eight  or  nine 
years^  service  ia  the  Prison  Service,  and 
was  recommended  for  promotion ;  that 
he  stood  for  examination  as  a  convict 
warder  and  failed  ;  and  that  instead  of 
getting  the  benefit  of  his  eight  or  nine 
years'  service,  or  being  remitted  to  the 
district  for  which  he  had  been  recom- 
mended for  promotion,  he  was  dismissed 
for  no  fanlt  except  that  of  failure  to  pass 
the  examination  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  went  into  the 
facts  of  the  case,  and  my  decision  was 
that  if  he  were  restored  it  could  only  be 
on  the  condition  that  he  came  in  as  a 
fresh  officer.  I  felt  that  his  claim  for 
salary  and  compensation  for  past  service 
was  beyond  what  was  fair  and  reasonable. 
I  think  what  I  decided  fully  met  the 
justice  of  the  case. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON:  Then  was 
it  meant  to  allow  him  nothing  for  past 
service  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  He  had  no  legal 
claim  whatever  to  back  pay  or  compen- 
sation, he  having  resigned  his  appoint- 
ment by  his  own  act  in  1892. 

FIJI. 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonics 
whether  any  Despatch  has  yet  been 
received  from  the  Governor  of  Fiji  with 
respect  to  the  recent  native  outbreak  in 
that  Colony ;  and,  if  so,  does  the  De- 
spatch acknowledge  that  the  fatal  dis- 
turbance originated  in  disaffection  with 
the  present  scheme  of  native  taxation  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) : 
No  Despatch  on  the  subject  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  has  yet  been  re- 
ceived. 

ATTACKS  ON  IRISH  HAYMAKERS. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  John  Hanreharty,  haymaker, 
a  native  of  County  Louth,  Ireland,  who 
was  sentenced  by  H.  E.  C.  Stapylton, 
Colonel  Trotter,  and  C.  H.  Cock,  at 
Bamet  Petty  Sessions,  on  2drd  July,  to 
three  weeks*  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  withont  the  option  of  a  fine,  and 
of  several  of  his  fellow-workmen,  also 
natives  of  Ireland,  who  were  fined   by 
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the  same  Justices  ;  whether  he  is « aware 
that  the  Justices  who  tried  these  men 
stated  that  the  landlord  of  the  ''Red 
Lion,'*  where  the  disturbance  took  place, 
should  have  been  present  to  give  evi- 
dence, and  that  they  did  not  adjourn  the 
case  to  enable  him  to  attend  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  sergeant  of  police  in 
his  evidence  stated  that  "These  Irishmen 
coming  into  the  district  are  a  nuisance, 
and  more  of  them  arrive  every  year,"  and 
that  the  police   constable   on   arresting 

them  said,  "  You  Irish !     We  have 

you  now, and  we'll  punish  you" ;  whether 
be  is  aware  that  these  haymakers  have 
been  brought  specially  from  Ireland  for 
a  number  of  successive  years  by  the 
same  farmer  who  attended  at  the  trial 
and  testified  to  the  steadiness,  diligence, 
sobriety,  and  trustworthiness  of  Hanre- 
harty and  his  fellow-workmen  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  it  was  proved  that  these 
Irish  haymakers  were  going  quietly 
home  when  they  were  attacked  by  a' 
number  of  loafers  outside  the  "Red 
Lion  "  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Patrick 
Shields,  one  of  the  men  who  were  fined, 
was  taken  from  his  bed  at  2  o'clock  on 
Sunday  morning  to  the  police  station,  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that,  having  been  ill 
during  the  day,  he  had  retired  for  the 
night  and  before  the  disturbance  took 
place  ;  whether  he  will  state  why  none 
of  the  Englishmen  who  were  the 
aggressors  were  fined  or  imprisoned  ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  he  will  recommend 
the  liberation  of  Hanreharty,  and  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  case,  and 
especially  into  the  evidence  of  the  police 
sergeant  and  the  statement  of  the  police 
constable  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  am  informed 
that,  after  hearing  the  evidence  at  Bar- 
net  Petty  Sessions  on  July  23,  the  Chair- 
man asked  at  what  public-house  the 
prisoners  had  obtained  their  drink,  when 
Mr.  Reid  replied  that  he  had  heard  that 
they  had  been  at  the  Lion,  Potter's  Bar, 
when  the  disturbance  commenced.  The 
chairman  then  said — 

"  The  landlord  should  have  been  present,  as 
the  disturbance  is  said  to  have  originated  in  his 
house." 

But  neither  of  the  prisoners  corroborated 
the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Reid,  nor 
was  any  suggestion  made  for  an  adjoum- 
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meot  of  tlie  caae  in  order  tlmt  the  JAod- 
lord  glionld  attend.  The  dJfitiirbauce  did 
not  take  place  at  the  publie-honse.  The 
jjergeant  of  police  did  not  give  evidoQce, 
but,  in  answer  to  aqueation  by  theChair- 
mao,  said — 

"  They  arc  Irisbmea,  nnd  belonf?  to  a  cLumi  of 
men  employed  as  haymakere  by  the  fnnners  in 
the  neigh  bo  urhooii.  Setcml  disturbancea  have 
oocurrod  at  Potter's  Bar  latcljr ;  they  arc  a  great 
annoyance,  iind  there  seem  to  t>e  more  of  them 
come  every  year.*" 

The  police  coDstables  who  arretted  the 
meu  emphaticatly  deny  haviag  nsed  the 
words  : — 

"  You  Irish I     We  have  you  now,  and 

well  puniBh  you." 

What  they  did  say  to  the  other  meu  when 
they  arrested  Haiireharty  and  Thomas 
M^Court  wae,  **  We  will  come  back  after 
you/'  I  understand  that  the  farmer  em- 
ploying  these  men  gave  them  a  good 
character.  No  evidence  was  taken  as  to 
the  origin  of  the  disturbance.  Patrick 
Shiehls  waa  not  taken  from  his  bed  ;  he 
was  found  with  others  at  I  a.m.  lying  on 
aome  hay  in  a  shed  in  a  field  on  Mr, 
ReidV  farm,  and  he  was  identified  as 
one  of  the  men  who  sfoued  the  police* 
Shields  did  not  say  he  had  been  ill  during 
the  day,  and  had  retired  before  the  dis- 
turbance took  place.  Wlien  the  first 
disturbance  took  place  the  police  dis* 
perseil  them,  and  the  two  parties  left  in 
different  directions  ;  no  arrest  would  have 
been  made  had  not  Hanreharty  and  his 
•companions  renewed  the  disturbance  by 
quarrelling  amongst  themselves  and 
assaulting  and  stoning  the  police  ;  Han- 
reharty having  also  threatened  the  police 
with  a  knife.  X  regret  that  I  do  not  see 
any  sufficient  ground  for  my  interference. 
I  have  made  full  and  careful  inquiry  into 
the  case,  with  the  result  that  the  Htatc- 
mecit  which  X  have  made  to  the  House 
appears  to  me  accurately  to  represent 
the  facts. 

Mr*  T.  M,  HEALY  asked  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  explaiueil  the  fact 
that  the  police  only  arrested  the  Xnshmen 
who  hud  been  assaulted  by  the  Etiglisb 
party,  and  why  were  not  the  English 
party  arrested  ?* 

Mr,  ASQUXTH  said,  that  did  not 
tally  with  the  account  he  had  receiveil. 
They  appeared  to  be  quarrelling  amongst 
themselves,  and  the  police  said  to  the 
remainder  of  the  crowd,  '*  We  will 
oome   back  for  you*'*      The  crowd  had 

Mr.  Aiquith 


dispersed  before  thft  police  had  any  Qf^por* 

tuuity  of  making  further  urrests.  He  did 
not  think  there  was  any  evidence,  so  far 
as  he  oould  make  out,  that  the  police 
acted  with  anything  like  partiality.  If 
they  hud  discriminated  between  English- 
men and  Xrishmen  in  the  matter  they 
would  have  left  themselves  open  to  very 
grave  censure.  <. 

Uh.  T,  M,  HEALY  :  Is  it  not  a  fMi 
that  these  Irishmen  had  for  years  been 
employed  by  a  farmer  in  the  district,  and 
that  they  bear  an  excellent  character  ? 

Mr.  ASQUXTH  ;  It  is  quite  true  the 
farmer  gave  the  meu  a  good  character. 
However,  X  find  that  Hanreharty  wa? 
sent  to  prison  for  threatening  to  assault 
the  police  with  a  knife. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
mail  referred  to  was  cutting  a  cake  of 
tobacco  when  the  police  interfered  ;  and 
would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make 
further  inquiries  into  the  case,  as  ] 
believe  that  the  information  now  given 
to  the  XI o use  is  undoubtedly  incorrect  ? 
Will  be  inquire,  for  instance,  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  Patrick  Shields  was  faying 
on  a  bed  of  hay — not  on  a  bed  of  linen, 
no  doubt — and  why  he  was  taken  from 
the  place  where  he  was  sleeping  ? 

Mr.  ASQUXTH  :  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  and  myself  are  at  one  on  the  facta 
as  to  Patrick  Shields.  He  was  found 
laying  on  some  hay  in  a  shed  on  Monday 
morning  and  he  was  arrested,  having 
l^en  identified  as  one  of  the  party  who 
assaulted  the  police. 

Mr.  weir  :  Did  not  the  abed  in 
which  he  was  found  contain  the  beds 
prepared  for  him  and  bis  brother  Irish* 
meu  to  sleep  in  at  night  time  ?  Will 
care  be  taken  that  Irishmen  shall  have 
some  measure  of  justice  meted  out  to 
tliem,  and  not  to  be  treated  in  this  brutal 
fashion  by  the  police  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Why  did  not 
the  [>olice  summon  the  man  instead  of 
taking  bim  at  1  o*clock  in  the  morning 
out  of  what  was  his  bed  ? 

Mr.  ASQUXTH  :  Whether  they  did 
rightly  or  wrongly — and  the  Magistrates 
found  they  did  rightly^ — it  is  quit«  in 
accordance  with  the  practice, 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  police 
could  find  the  Irishmen,  but  they  could 
not  find  the  Englishmen. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  As  it  is 
stated  in  the  question  that  the  Irishtnen 
were  going  quietly  home  when  they  were 
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llttaoked,  and  SkS  the  right  bon*  Geutle- 

nau  iu  \m  reply  admits  tliat  there  is  oo 

QforoiutioQ  in  Wi»  poH^essiou  a»  to  the 

rigiu  of  the  disturbance,  which  appears 

be  a  very  material  poiat,  I  would  aak 

Him  to  iuqiiire  a^  to  how  the  diaturbauce 

'  egan,  in  order  to  determine  whether  the 

Iri^nhnieiJ,  who  alone  have  Ijeen  punished, 

'mrere  Boleij  or  priraarilv  at  fault. 

Mr-  ASQUITH  :  I'will  make  further 
uquirjes  ;  the  result  might  bo  to  show 
wfkt  other  persons  are  guiltv- 
Miu  8EXT0K  :  If  it  be  fotiud  that 
^^other  persons  were  the  aggressors, 
^Hhould  that  not  qualify  the  amount  of 
^Khe  punishment  'f 

^M     Mii.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  no  evidence 
^*  to  point  to  that  state  of  things* 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  a  party  of  Irish 
haymakers  were  set  6 re  to  iu  Lauca* 
gbire  last  mouth  by  au  Kngliish  mob  ? 

Mit.  WEIR  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  aware  that  this  farmer,  who  ij^  au 
Englishman,  has  engaged  these  men  yetir 
jifter  yejir   for   16   years^  and   epoke  of 
liem    ju    the    highest    terms    of    their 
eneral  character  ?     Will  the  right  bon. 
irentleman  make  further  inquiries  ? 
Ch*   ASQUITH  :   I    have   answered 
question      already,      I     have    not 
iM'd  of  the  alleged  case  in  Lancashire, 
but  I   will   inquire   as  to    that.      I  can 
"only  repeat  what   I   have  said   before — 
1^     ^namely,    that   I   will  see  that  impartial 
^Mnstice  is  meted  out  as  between  English- 
^Bnen  and  Irishmen. 

THE  ACCOUNTANT  0KNERAU8  DKPART- 

IMENT. 
Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham)  :  I  beg 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
hen  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on 
ic  Accountant  GeneraPa  Department 
ill  be  published  for  the  informatiou  of 
e  gentlemen  immediately  coucerued  ? 
The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  RnBERTs.^y,  Dundee) 
(who  replied)  said  :  This  Report  is  nearly 
complete,  and  will  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Admiralty  very  shortly.  Any  decisions 
Refecting  the  future  of  the  stafiT  cannot  be 
made  known  to  them  until  the  Report 
ha«  been  considered  by  the  Admiralty, 
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BOYAL  VICTORIA  YARD,  DEPTFORD. 
Uiu   DARLING   (Deptford)  :  I  beg 
ask  the  Civil   Lord  of  the  Admiralty 


whether  six  permanent  day  coopers  etn* 
ployed  in  the  Royal  Victoria  Y'ard, 
Deptford,  have  had  their  wages  reduced 
from  30s,  to  26s.  weekly,  and  whether 
these  men's  pensions  will  be  calculated 
on  a  higher  rate  than  their  present  weekly 

Mr,   E.  ROBERTSON :   There  are 

no  pennanent  day  cooix^rs  at  Deptford ► 
Every  mau  who  wishes,  and  is  qualified, 
lias  his  turn  at  piecework.  There  has 
been  no  reibictiou  of  wages.  The  rate 
of  3()s.  was  paid  for  some  time  iu  conse- 
quence of  a  mistake  iu  an  Admiralty 
Letter  to  the  yard*  When  the  mistake 
was  discovered  the  authorised  rate  of  26s* 
was  resumed.  The  rate  assumed  cannol 
be  higher  than  the  actual  earnings* 

VENTILATION  OF  COMMITTEE  ROOM 
No.  10. 
Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
misaioner  of  Works  whether  he  is  aware 
that  many  Members  of  the  Scotch 
Standing  Committee  have  suffered  greatly 
from  the  defective  ventilation  of  Com- 
mittee Room  No.  10  during  the  present 
Session  ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps 
during  the  Recess  to  improve  the  ventila- 
tion of  that  room  ? 

•Mr.  H*  GLADSTONE  :  No  com- 
plaints  have  reachefl  me,  but  I  will 
inquire  into  the  matter  ;  and  meanwhile  I 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Accommoda- 
tion of  the  Housev  which  has  a  bearing 
on  this  question. 

ARMY  OFFICERS'  DEBTS  IN  INDIA. 
Mr,  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  he  will 
take  into  consideration  the  difficulty  of 
recovering  debts  from  Army  officers  In 
India,  and  alter  the  Rule  at  present  iu 
force  and  allow  the  India  Office  to  give 
the  addresses  of  the  officeTs  when  they 
come  home  on  leave,  as  this  is  the  only 
opportunity  a  trader  has  of  recovering 
the  debt  ?  * 

•Mr.  H*  IL  FOWLER  :    The  present 
Rule  was  laid  down  by  my  predecessors 
in  accordance  with  the  practice  of  thej 
War  Office,  and  I  am  not   prepared  to 
interfere  in  the  matter* 

MILITARY  EXPENDITURE  IN  INDIA* 
Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of   Stale  lor  India^ 

M  2 


: 


267       Military  Expenditure        {COMMONS} 


in  India. 


268 


with  reference  to  the  receut  Koturn,  eu- 
titled  "East  ludia  (Military  Expendi- 
ture),'* and  dated  India  Office,  8th  June, 
1894,  whetlier  he  is  aware  that  there  is 
DO  such  general  heading  as  "  Military 
Expenditure "  in  the  Finance  and 
Revenue  Accounts  of  the  Government 
of  India  ;  and  that  there  are  three  dis- 
tinct headings  under  which  Military 
Expenditure  is  shown  in  the  Indian 
Accounts — namely,  "  Army  Services," 
"Military  Works,"  and  *' Special  De- 
fence Works  "  ;  on  what  ground  in  the 
above-mentioned  Return  has  the  general 
heading  "  Military  Expenditure  "  been 
used  when  the  Return  has  reference  only 
to  "Army  Services,"  and  why,  if  this 
Return  was  intended  to  apply  to  "  Army 
Services  "  only,  has  not  the  usual  head- 
ing in  the  Indian  Accounts — namely, 
"  Army  Services,"  been  retained  ;  whe- 
ther the  figures  for  gross  expenditure  on 
Army  Services,  as  shown  in  the  above- 
mentioned  Return,  are  affected  by  the 
casual  purchases  of  extra  stores — i.e., 
stores  which  are  afterwards  sold  as 
surplus  stores  ;  whether,  during  the  18 
years  covered  by  the  Return,  the  increase 
in  net  Army  Expenditure  has  been 
Rx.7,910,271,  or  nearly  Rx.200,(X)0 
more  than  the  increase  in  gross  expendi- 
ture shown  in  the  Return  ;  whether  it 
is  to  be  inferred  from  the  form  of  the 
Return  that  over  Rx.l  1,000,000  of  ex- 
ceptional Military  Expenditure  has, 
during  the  last  eight  years,  been  distri- 
buted under  the  ordinary  headings  of 
"  Army  Services  "  in  the  Indian 
Accounts  ;  whether  he  will  grant  a 
Return  showing,  for  the  last  10  years, 
the  ordinary  expenditure  and  the  ex- 
ceptional payments  under  their  respec- 
tive headings  of  the  Government  of 
India  on  "Army  Services";  and  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
represent  to  the  Government  of  India 
the  inconvenience  of  keeping  the 
accounts  in  such  a  form  that  exceptional 
payments  are  habitually  included  under 
ordinary  headings  of  account,  and  so 
made  to  produce  a  fictitious  fluctuation 
in  what  is  classed  as  ordinary  expendi- 
ture ? 

•Mr.  H.  11.  FOWLER  :  My  answer 
to  the  first  question  is.  Yes.  In  reply  to 
the  second  question,  the  reason  is  that 
the  term  "Military  Expenditure"  was 
used  in  my  hon.  Friend's  notice  given  on 
Sir  I),  Macfarlane 


the  16th  of  April,  and  it  was  nnderstood 
to  mean  "  Army  Services.'*  The  answer 
to  the  third  question  is,  Yes.  The  varia- 
tion in  the  regular  (not  casual)  purchases 
of  stores  is  shown,  on  page  6  of  the 
Return,  to  have  been  from  a  maximum  of 
Rx.l, 154,000  in  1887-8  to  a  minimum  ot 
Rx.462,000.  The  fourth  question  cor- 
rectly states  the  fact,  the  reason  being 
that  the  receipts  in  1875-6  were  higher 
by  Rx. 193,057  than  in  1892-3.  With 
regard  to  the  fifth  question,  the  excep- 
tional payments  shown  on  page  4  of  the 
Return  amounted  to  Rx.11,032,781 
during  the  last  eight  years.  Of  this  about 
Rx .6,073,500  is  the  extra  expenditure 
incurred  in  Burma.  The  remainder 
(except  "mobilisation"  in  1889-90)  isr 
included  under  the  head  ^  Miscellaneous 
Services."  In  the  Indian  Financial 
Statement  laid  before  Parliament  eachr 
year  the  amount  due  to  special  expedi- 
tions is  stated.  The  Return  asked  for  in- 
the  sixth  question  cannot  be  compiled  in 
England,  and  it  would  be  little  more  than 
a  division  of  the  extra  expenditure  in 
Burma  under  the  various  heads.  As  to 
the  seventh  question,  the  head  "Mis* 
cellaneous  Services"  is  used  generally 
for  the  purpose  of  including  exceptional 
items  which  cannot  be  conveniently 
classed  under  the  other  heads.  The 
amount  due  to  special  campaigns,  &c.^ 
could  be  shown  under  a  sub-head,  if 
desired,  as  it  is  shown  in  the  Return. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLAI4E  :  I  beg  alse 

to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
an  article,  at  page  247  of  the  current 
number  of  India,  on  Indian  Military 
Expenditure ;  and  whether  the  figures 
which  are  given  in  the  table  at  page  248 
of  the  same  paper,  showing  that  net 
Indian  Military  Expenditure  has  in- 
creased by  Rx.7,106,511  during  the  last 
eight  years  out  of  a  total  increase  of 
Rx.8,198,596  for  the  last  18  years,  are 
correct  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  The  figures 
are  correct,  but  it  must  be  remembered 
(1)  that  Military  Works,  which  are  now 
included  under  the  head  of  *'  Military 
Expenditure,"  were  not  so  included  eight 
years  ago  ;  and  (2)  that  a  part  of  the 
increase  is  the  necessary  result  of  the 
fall  in  exchange  as  affecting  military 
pay. 
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THE  COURSE  OF  BUSINESS. 

Sib  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  :  May 
I  ask  when  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Bill  will  be  taken  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  had  hoped 
that  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill 
would  have  been  finished  last  night,  but, 
failing  that,  it  must  be  taken  first  on 
Wednesday.  The  Scotch  Bill  will  also 
be  put  down  for  that  day. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  I  presume  the  Equalisa- 
tion of  Rates  Bill  will  be  the  first  Order 
to-morrow  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:    Yes.    The 

Building  Societies  Bill,  which  will  only 

o  occupy  a  few  minutes,  will  be  taken  after 

the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill,  which  we 

bope  will  not  take  a  very  long  time. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  :  Suppose 
the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill  takes  the 
whole  of  to-morrow,  will  the  Scotch  Bill 
have  the  first  place  on  Thursday  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Should  the 
two  Bills  I  have  mentioned  take  the 
whole  of  to-morrow,  which  I  do  not  con- 
template they  will,  the  Scotch  Local 
Government  Bill  will  be  taken  on  Thurs- 
day. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 

EVICTED    TENANTS    (IRELAND)   ARBI- 
TRATION BILL,  changed  to   TENANTS 
ARBITRATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  846.) 

THIRD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  T.  Reid,  Dumfries,  &c.)  said,  he 
would  move  to  amend  the  title  of  the 
Bill  by  inserting  after  the  word  "  (Ire- 
land) "  the  words  "  Migration  and,"  so  as 
to  make  it  read  "  The  Evicted  Tenants 
(Ireland)  Migration  and  Arbitration 
Bill." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr,  J,  Morley.) 

Mr.  BRODRIOK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
Baid,  he  rose  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  third  time  that  day  three  months. 
He  had  not  risen  at  once,  because  he  had 
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hoped  that  the  Chief  Secretary,  in 
moving  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
would  have  given  the  House  some  means 
of  judging  to  what  extent  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr. 
Courtney)  the  other  night  had  influenced 
the  Government.  Nobody  having  regard 
to  the  course  of  proceedings  on  the  Bill 
could  be  surprised  at  a  Motion  for  its 
rejection  coming  from  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  though  he  very  much 
regretted  it  should  be  necessary  to  make 
it.  He  should  have  been  glad  if  the 
Chief  Secretary,  looking  to  the  position 
in  which  they  found  themselves,  had 
been  able  to  make  some  communi- 
cation to  the  House  which  would 
have  placed  them  in  possession  of  the 
most  recent  views  of  the  Government. 
On  the  last  occasion  on  which  effective 
Debate  on  the  Bill  took  place — ^for  he 
entirely  excluded  the  two  or  three  days 
of  discussion  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  enjoyed  without  the 
presence  of  the  Members  of  the  Opposi- 
tion— they  had  addressed  to  them  by  the 
Member  for  Bodmin  an  eloquent,  well- 
weighed,  and  earnest  appeal  to  save  the 
Bill.  That  appeal  was  addressed  to 
both  sides  of  the  House,  but  he  would 
point  out  that  it  only  affected  the 
Government.  If  there  was  anything  to 
be  done  towards  saving  the  Bill  it  was 
not  the  Opposition  who  had  to  do  it. 
'  The  Opposition  had  never  had  any  part 
or  parcel  in  the  Bill.  They  had  nothing 
to  do  with  its  preparation,  and  they 
were  not  responsible  for  what  was  con- 
tained in  it,  and  obviously,  from  their 
point  of  view,  besides  the  compulsory 
clauses,  the  measure  contained  very  much 
that  was  open  to  objection.  On  that 
point  he  would  say  something  presently  ; 
but  in  referring  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bodmin,  he  trusted 
he  migfit  be  excused  if  he  said  a  word 
on  behalf  of  a  body  of  gentlemen  to 
whom  he  had  addressed  something  that 
was  more  than  the  remonstrance  and 
warning  which  he  addressed  to  other 
Members  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
referred  to  what  he  called  "  a  junta  of 
irreconcilable  landlords,"  on  whom  he 
laid  practically  the  whole  blame  for.  the 
present  difference  between  Parties  in 
that  House  on  this  subject,  and  addressed 
to  them  what  was  more  a  scolding  than 
a  remonstrance.     He  said — 
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"  We  are  in  this  situation,  not  only  in  respect 
to  tlje  Bill  iteelf,  bQt  alwj  m  to  the  way  it  i* 
conducted  -^ttuit  the  tme  conduct  has  paased 
from  those  who  know  to  the  lees-informed  a* 
well  as  lefi8  responsible  clasH  of  Members. 
Whereas  we  had  the  evidexioe  aud  the  teatiniony 
ol  people  who  bad  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
meut  ill  their  hands  on  the  one  aide,  we  huvv 
now  on  the  other  got  a  junta  of  irresponKiUe 
landlortls  puttini^  their  power  on  those  who 
ou(fht  to  resist  them." 

Those  words  bad  been  loudly  cbeered  by 
all  aide»  of  tbe  House,  and  he  had  no 
reason  t^  think  that  hou.  Members  id 
the  lea^t  receded  from  those  cheers.  He 
did  not  thiok,  in  tbe  circum stances,  that 
it  would  have  been  very  difficult  to  have 
arrived  at  some  arrangement  or  compro- 
mise in  connectioo  with  the  subject.  He 
(Mr.  Bmdrick)  would  not  consent  to  sit 
down  under  the  imputation  that  the  Irish 
landlortls  or  any  other  class  of  persons 
had  dictated  to  the  Opposition  the  course 
to  be  taken  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  If 
there  had  been  any  departure  from  sound 
policy,  if  there  had  been  any  falling  back 
from  good  citizenship  in  this  matter,  if 
there  had  been  any  introtiuction  of 
private  interests,  it  was  not  on  that  side 
of  the  House.  Thej  must  search  for  it 
in  other  quarters.  If  they  wanted  to 
appreciate  the  present  position  in  which 
they  stood  that  night — ^and  he  admitted 
it  wag  a  critical  position — they  must  look 
back  to  the  past  history  of  this  Bill*  Win- 
was  it  pressed  upon  them  at  this  moment? 
It  wa«  pressed  upon  them  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  on  the  grounds  of  urgency  and 
of  expediency.  But  what  were  the  facts 
with  regard  to  this  urgency  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  made  a  speech  to 
hifi  constituents  as  early  as  August  or 
September,  1892,  in  which  he  declared 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  call  Parliament  together  in  the  autumn 
to  deal  with  an  Evicted  Tenants  Bill. 
Instead  of  doing  that  the  Government 
appointed  the  Mathew  Commission, 
which  body*  reported  in  February,  1 893, 
In  Marcb,  1893,  a  measure  was  intro- 
duced by  hon*  Members  beto>v  the  Gang- 
way to  deal  with  the  evicted  tenants* 
That  brought  the  subject  into  notice,  and 
the  Chief  Secrot-ary,  with  certain  reser- 
vations, supported  the  Bill.  Before  tbe 
Question  was  put  from  the  Chair  on  that 
occasion  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  rose 
jn  his  place  and  explained  in  justtlication 
of  the  Closure  Motion,  which  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  believed  the  hon.  Member 
moved,  that  the  matter  was  urgent.     It 
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was  a  matter,  he  said,  which  would  afi'eet 
targe  classes  of  tenants  in  Ireland,  and 
which  was  so  urgent  that  the  House 
should  not  delay  even  for  a  few  weeks 
dealing  with  it,.  There  was  no  doubt 
what  was  the  opinion  as  to  urgency  on 
the  Benches  below  the  Gangway  ;  but 
was  that  opinion  shared  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Government  ?  Farlia* 
ment  sat  for  12  months  after  that,  and 
not  an  effort  was  made  to  give  effect  to 
the  strong  feeling  on  the  Benches  below 
the  Gangway  by  giving  a  day  for  the 
further  discussion  of  the  measure.  Parisll 
Councils  were  declared  urgent,  Em- 
ployers' Liability  was  urgent,  varioue 
other  small  measures  to  which  days  were 
devoted  were  urgent,  but  the  question  of 
evicted  tenants  in  Ireland  was  not  urgent, 
and  did  not  assume  urgeuey  during  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament,  which  lasted 
up  to  March  of  the  present  year.  Then 
they  came  to  1S94.  It  was  true  that 
early  in  the  Session^ — that  was  to  sa\\  on 
the  19th  of  April — the  Chief  Secretary 
introduced  this  Bill,  but  he  gave  them  no 
idea  of  its  urgency  on  that  occasiou.  It 
took  its  place  in  the  general  scramble — 
with  tbe  Begistratiou  Bill,  the  Local 
Veto  Bill,  the  Welsh  Disestablisliment 
Bill,  and  all  the  other  Bills  for  which 
there  was  a  scramble  at  the  end  of  the 
Session.  He  woiUd  test  the  Chief 
Secretary *s  plea  of  urgency  by  what  he 
considered  an  infallible  test.  The  Finance 
Bill  had  precedence,  but  there  was  an 
interval  of  one  week  between  the  Com- 
mittee stage  and  Report.  What  did  the 
Goveniraeut  do  iu  thtit  week  ?  All  that 
week  was  given,  for  the  first  time  in 
Parliamentary  history  at  so  early  a  period 
of  the  Session,  to  the  discussion  of  Army 
Estimates  though  at  that  time  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  enough  money 
to  last  him  until  October,  On  July  18  the 
Bill  assumed  a  sudden  urgency.  Vigorous 
speeches  bad  been  made  against  it  on  the 
Second  Reading,  to  which  very  little 
reply  was  given  by  Her  Majesty *fl  Gq" 
verumeut.  Obvious  defects  in  the  measure 
were  pointed  out.  The  fact  that  it  dealt 
with  every  householder  in  Ireland  wha 
had  l>eeu  evicted,  as  well  as  every  land- 
holder, was  pointed  out.  No  reply  was 
forthcoming.  The  Chief  Secretary 
shook  his  head,  but  he  (Mr.  Brminck) 
would  put  it  to  him,  had  he  at* 
tempted  to  justify  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  ?   The  Bill  was  absolutely  riddled  by 
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tbe  right  bou*  ftod  learned  Geritlemau 
^_tbe  Member  for  Dublin  Uiiiversity. 
^HT'^  Oh  1  '*]  Yes,  everyone  on  the  Benches 
^Belovv  the  Gftngvraj  knew  that  the  Bill 
^B#6»  absolutely  riddlei  by  the  right  hon. 
^^n<i  learned  Member. 

All  lui»H  Member  i  We  are  not  fools. 
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Mb.  BBODRICK  said,  there  was  not 
ne  Member  sitting  on  the  Benches  below 

e  Gangway  who  would  not   have  risen 

todefond  the  Bill  had  he  had  a  placeon  the 

Front  Ministerial  Bench  after  it©  condem- 

ation  by  the  Member  for  the  University 

f    Dublin*      On    the   Committee   8tag'o 

ey  were  allowed  two  nights,  and  then 
be  Closure  was   rigidly  eufon-ed.     Pre- 

nt^d  in  tUi**  way  he  thought  the  case 
lOr  urgency  was  an  extraordinarily  weak 
tie.  When  ihey  cnnie  to  look  at  the 
pe  of  the  Bill  he  could  not  help  asking 

by,  if  the  Chief  Secretary  had  l>een  in 
nest  in  pressing  upon   tlie   House  this 

ea^nre  f^%  vital  to  the  peace  and  order 
f  Ireland  during  the  winter,  he  had  not 

«ti'icted  the  Bill   within  the  narrowest 

mits  wjiich  he  thought  were  likely  to 
ttain  his  object  in  order  to  get  it  through 
Parliament.  He  had  done  nothing  of 
be  kind.  Why  during  all  these  months 
id  he  not  take  some  means  of  ascertain- 

ig  the  view  of  those  without  whose  co- 
peration  he  could  not  expect  to  get  thin 
'ill  through   without  a   long  struggle  ? 

he  Member  for  Bodmin  talked  of  com- 
romise,   but  why   was   tfiat  not  in  the 

ind  of  the  Chief  Secretary  months  ago  ? 

ad  any  communication  passetl  with  i\\\% 
ide  of  the  House  ?     Until  the  speech  of 

at  right  hon.  Gentleman  no  attempt  at 
fonciliatioo    had    been    made   with    the 

pposition  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  The 
ight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  had  said — 

'  He  felt  that  it  was  desirable*  urgent,  and 
Rpc^«?ary  to  deal  in  some  way  with  the  eJoiid 
'  tcnantB  who  were  fonnd  in  a  lanrllpsR 
itSb  condition  near  the  places  where 
ey  'jnce  if  welt  aud  worke<l ;  and,  tu  his  mind, 
eir  nn'cssity  was  an  abiding  evil.*' 

Jut  wa*-  this  Bill  restricted  to  teuaut.H 
rh«  had  been  evicted  ?  On  the  first 
iit  in  Committee  the  Chief  Secretary 
lid  the  Law  Officers  were  forced  to 
infess  that  tlie  Bill  had  been  so  drawn 
bat  every  tenancy  that  had  been  deter* 
ained  during  the  lat^t  1 5  years  was  one 
which  a  tenant  might  claim  reinstate- 
lUlL     It  was  possible  under  the  Bill  as 
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it  9too<i  now — as  it  wae  presented  to  the 
House  for  Third  Heading — that  a  tenaot 
who  had  sold  his  holding  for  20  years* 
purchase  of  his  rent  might  claim  to  come 
imck  under  the  conditions  imposed  by 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  t  He  might  olaim 
the  Bank  of  England^  but  would  he  l^e 
likely  to  get  it  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  in  the 
ease  he  was  referring  tx>  the  thing  was 
quite  possible.  What  had  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  done  last 
night  ?  He  moved  an  Amendment  to 
empower  the  Commissioners  to  com- 
pensate an  evicted  tenant  who  had 
established  himself  in  business  and  did 
not  desire  to  leave  it.  The  hon*  Member 
said — 

'*  There  were  not  many  catses  of  the  kind  he 
souj^ht  to  meet  by  his  Amendment,  but  there 
might  be  a  few,  in  which  the  former  tenant 
might  have  set  up  in  badness  at  a  coasiilerable 
disfjiaee  away  from  the  holding,  having  formed 
new  relations,  and  might  be  willing  to  give  up 
the  goodwill  of  the  hoJdin^  on  recei\^ug  a  cer- 
tBin  sum.  f^omethiuf?  ought  to  be  given  to  a 
former  tenant  for  bis  goodwill,  even  if  be  was 
not  anxiouH  to  return  to  his  old  holding/' 

Me,  T,  M-  HEALY  said,  it  w^as  true 
he  wished  to  provide  for  a  few  cases  of 
widows  and  orphans.  There  would  be  a 
few  people  —  a  \evy  few  —  who*  ou 
account  of  their  position,  might  desire 
to  receive  a  sum  of  money  for  the 
goodwill,  lie  would  point  out  that  his 
proposal  had  not  been  accepted. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  that 
showed  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  was 
not  a  Bill  for  the  reinstatement  of 
evicted  tenants,  but  that  it  amounted 
to  a  tenants^  indemnilication  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  still  to  justify  his  position 
in  extending  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
beyond  the  cases  of  landless  and  destitute 
people  residing  in  Land  Lejigue  huts  or 
other  places  iti  the  vicinity  of  their  old 
holdings — these  being  the  people  who 
had  excited  sympathy.  These  were  the 
people  for  whom  the  Mathevv  Commis- 
sion had  regard.  They  had  said  that 
tliese  people  were  kept  out  of  holdings 
which  landlonls  were  often  endeavouring 
against  their  own  interest  to  cultivate^  or 
which  were  going  back  into  a  state  of 
nature.  The  Up^msition  had  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  eifect  that  tenants 
who  hail  left  the  country  should  not  Ije 
included  in  the  BilL     That  was  met  by 


: 


275         Tenants  ArbUraiion        {COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  BUI. 


276 


an  indignant  protest  from  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  the  Bill  was  now  left  in 
such  a  way  that  a  man  who  had  heeu  in 
America  for  12  years  might  come  back 
and  claim  to  be  reinstated.  By  this  Bill 
good,  bad,  and  indifferent  tenants  were 
placed  on  the  same  level.  One  of  the 
worst  delusions  with  regard  to  the  mea- 
sure was  that  it  would  punish  landlords 
who  were  equally  guilty  with  regard  to 
the  eviction  of  tenants.  What  ho  ob- 
jected to  was  that  it  placed  landlords  of 
all  classes  upon  the  same  footing.  If  a 
landlord  had  acted  unreasonably  he 
should  not  be  surprised  if  by  the  Bill  he 
was  compelled  to  receive  back  an  evicted 
tenant  whether  he  liked  it  or  not,  but  the 
Government  compelled  equally  to  con- 
sent to  such  a  course  the  landlord  who 
had  acted  reasonably.  The  Government 
tried  to  force  landlords  like  the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne  and  the  hou.  Member  for 
South  Hunts,  against  whom  before  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  nothing  was  alleged, 
into  the  dock  beside  Lord  Clanricarde. 
The  argument  of  the  National  League 
was  that  if  Lord  Clanricarde  had  given 
fair  reductions  such  as  were  given  by 
other  landlords  they  would  not  have  en- 
forced the  Plan  of  Campaign  against 
him.  But  that  contention  did  not  apply 
to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Meml)er  for 
South  Hunts  in  the  least  degree. 

Mr.  CONDON  :  That  was   a  worse 
case. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  there  had 
never  been  a  suggestion  that  there  were 
cases  of  hardship  on  his  estate,  but,  be- 
cause of  his  conduct  on  behalf  of  other 
landlords,  the  National  League  thought 
it  worth  while  to  spend  £70,000  in  trying 
to  reduce  the  hou.  Meml>er  to  submission, 
and  they  failed  to  do  it.  To  say  that 
what  was  sauce  for  Lord  Clanricarde 
was  sauce  for  other  landlords  in  Ireland 
was  a  proposition  he  hardly  thought  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  l>e  prepared  to 
uphold.  With  regard  to  the  Arbitrators, 
he  hoard  their  names  with  the  greatest 
astonishment.  If  anything  could  add  to 
the  dissatisfaction  which  was  felt  by 
those  who  wished  to  see  this  question 
settled  on  equitable  grounds,  it  was  that 
men  had  not  been  appointed  who  pos- 
sessed the  confidence  of  all  Parties.  He 
believed  that  by  merely  taking  the  Land 
Commission  they  would  have  taken  men 
not  only  of  high  standing,  but  of  judicial 
training,  and  who  would  have  commanded  i 
Mr.  Brodrick 


respect.  Mr.  Piers  White,  he  believed, 
was  universally  admitted  to  be  ao 
eminent  Queen^s  Counsel.  What  his 
politics  were  he  had  not  the  least  idea. 
[An  Irish  Member  :  '^  He  is  a  Union- 
ist."] Mr.  George  FottreU  was  a  man 
of  ability,  but  he  certainly  could  not  be 
described  as  a  representative  of  the  land- 
lords. If  they  were  not  going  to  put 
the  landlords*  and  tenants'  poBition  as  a 
selection  from  the  landlords  and  a  selec- 
tion from  the  tenants,  on  what  possible 
ground  did  the  Chief  Secretary  justify 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Greer  ?  Those 
who  had  read  Mr.  Greer's  evidence  before 
the  Committee  upstairs  must  be  aware 
that  there  was  not  a  single  point  on 
which  Mr.  Greer  had  a  word  to  say  on 
behalf  of  the  landlords'  side  of  the  case. 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary whether  this  gentleman  was  ap- 
pointed before  or  after  he  delivered  that 
evidence  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLE  Y  :  I  cannot  remember 
for  the  moment. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  if  the  hon. 
Member  is  in  Order  in  commenting  on 
evidence  given  by  witnesses  before  a 
Committee  which  has  not  yet  reported  to 
the  House  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  As  the  evidence 
lias  not  been  published,  or  any  Report 
yet  presented  to  the  House,  any  reference 
to  what  passed  before  that  Committee 
would  be  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
justifying  the  appointment  after  the 
Committee  had  reported.  All  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  would  say  was  that  a  person 
who  had  delivered  himself  strongly  on 
one  side  or  the  other  would  not  be  likely 
to.  give  satisfaction  on  the  Commission. 
The  status  of  these  Arbitrators  was  to 
be  entirely  irresponsible.  They  were  not 
like  Judges,  with  a  legal  reputation  to 
keep  up.  They  were  not  like  Members 
of  the  House  or  Ministers,  who  could  be 
challenged  in  the  House.  They  were 
not  permanent,  and,  therefore,  according 
to  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
they  were  liable  to  be  interfered  widi. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  thought  that 
at  least  the  Commissioners  should  have 
been  men  of  impartiality  and  recognised 
status.  When  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee  was  compared  with 
speeches  delivered  in  the  House  Members 
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would  understand  the  feeling  of  the  Oppo- 
-eitioD  with  regard  to  these  appointments. 
He  should  not  for  a  moment  say  that  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  if  the  House  would 
agree  to  its  rejection,  was  not  a  critical 
measure.     The  course  of  events  of  the 
present   Session,  and   the   utterances  of 
responsible   Members,    showed   that,   in 
some  respects,  the  tuniing  point  in  the 
Irish   Question    had    been    reached.     If 
they  rejected  the  Bill  they  had  been  pro- 
mised from  some  quarters  that  agitation 
would  take  place  in  Ireland  during  the 
^suing  winter  ;  but  if  they  accepted  the 
Bill,  were  they  certain  to   be  free  from 
such  agitation  ?     The  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford   (Mr.   J.   E.   Redmond)    had 
declined   to    accept    the   Bill,  and    had 
treated  it   as  an    instalment  and  as   in- 
complete.    What  was   there  to  prevent 
the  hon.  Member,  if  the  Bill  were  passed 
in  its   present  shape,  from  going   about 
Ireland  throughout  the  winter  exciting 
the  minds  of   the  tenants  who  were  not 
to  be  reinstated  because  those  who  had 
taken  their  places  refused  to  give  way  to 
them  ?     He  knew  that  it  was  said  this 
Bill    would  be   a    timely   concession   to 
Irish  grievances.  He  knew  what  followed 
on  the  rejection  of  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill  in  1880.     Possibly  hoii. 
Members  opposite  were  thiuking  of  some 
similar  result   if  this  Bill  were  rejected. 
He  would,   however,  remind  them  that 
after   the   Land   Act   of  1881    and    the 
Arrears  Act  of    1882 — a    measure   not 
very   dissimilar  from   the  present  Bill — 
agitation  proceeded   merrily   enough    in 
Ireland.     It   was   impossible    to    isolate 
this  particular  Bill  and  the  difficulty    it 
was  intended  to  meet  from    the  general 
laud   question    in    Ireland.     The   Com- 
mittee  upstairs  had  made  it  abundantly 
clear  that  in    the  opinion  of   a    certain 
number  of  Members  fresh  legislation  might 
be  required  on  the  land  question,  and  the 
complete  standstill  at  which  the  Purchase 
Act  had   arrived   must  present  to  many 
Members   a    subject    for    most    serious 
consideration.       If    this   Bill   were    ac- 
cepted    by     all    Parties     as      a      final 
settlement,    two    questions    would    still 
remain    open   for   future    agitation.     It 
was  an  almost  appalling  prospect   that 
after  15  years  of  struggle  and  the  passing 
of  five  great  Land  Acts,  after  safeguards 
and  concessions  had  been  given   which 
were  unrivalled    in    any  country  in  ihe 
world  in  regard  to  land  legislation,  and 


after  exertions    had    been  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  reference  to  Irish 
land  legislation  which  were  unparalleled 
in  the  history  of  any  Legislative  Assem- 
bly, even  if  this  Bill  were  passed  there 
would   be  left  open  two  great  questions 
on  which  the  Nationalist  Members  had 
time  after  time  expressed  their  intention 
of  asking     for  fresh    concessions.       It 
seemed  as  if,  even  after  the  acceptance  of 
this  Bill,  the  House  would  still  be  on  the 
threshold    of    its   lalK>urs.       On    what 
grounds  did  the  Nationalist  Members  ask 
the  landlords  to  give  a  complete  amnesty 
to  those  against  whom  they  considered 
they  had  a  valid  grievance  ?     He  did  not 
believe     there    was    any    irreconcilable 
spirit  on  the  part  of  the  landlords  in  this 
matter  if  they  could,  with  justice  to  those 
whom  they    were   bound   to    protect — 
namely,  the  tenants  who  had  shown  the 
courage  in  times  of  great  trouble  to  stand 
out  againt  inducements  to  dishonesty  at 
no   inconsiderable     personal    danger — if 
they  could,  with  justice  to  these  tenants, 
come  to  terms  with  the  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers, he  trusted  that  no  sense  of  injury 
and  no  feeling  of  personal  bitterness,  and 
no  desire  to  snatch  a  petty  triumph,  would 
stand   in   the  way.     If,  however,   there 
was   to   be   an   amnesty   it   must  be  an 
amnesty   on    both    sides.     He,  for  one, 
would  not  be  a  party  to  an  arrangement 
under  which  the  landlords  from  a  desire 
for  peace  were  to  accept  as  tenants  men 
who  had  wronged  them  in  the  past,  and 
men  who  would  not  be  able  to  pay  their 
rents  in  the  future,  unless  the  Nationalist 
Members  would    undertake  that  if  any 
of  those  tenants  who  had  occupied  the 
evicted  holdings  declined  to  go  out  there 
should  be  an   amnesty   for   them,    that 
there  should  be  no  denunciations  of  them 
as  land-grabbers,  and  no  attempt  to  drive 
them  from  their  holdings.       Was  there 
going  to  be  an  amnesty  as  regarded  the 
Purchase  Acts  ?      Were  hon.  Members 
who  wanted  to  give  the  tenants  a  right 
to   come   in  and  sell   their  interests  to- 
morrow for  as  many  years*  purchase  as 
they  could  get  for  them  going  to  take  off 
the  embargo  on  purchase  which  he  ad- 
mitted  had    brought   down  the  value  of 
land   from    17  years  to  14  or  15  years* 
purchase  ?       Hon.    Members    still    had 
ringing   in  their  ears  the  words  of  the 
hoQ.   Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) — 
namely,     that     when     the     Nationalist 
Members    came    out    of     the     struggle 
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they  would  remember  who  were  the 
'people's  frientk  and  who  were  the  people* is 
enemies^  aud  they  would  deal  out  their 
fewnrd^  to  the  ooe  and  their  punish- 
meiits  to  the  otlier.  If  the  Iiod,  Member 
fitili  adhered  to  these  words^  with  what 
face  could  he  aak  the  House  for  an 
amnesty  for  those  who  had  fallen  in  the 
struggle  ?  Not  a  whisper  had  been  heard 
from  the  Xational  181  Benches  which  would 
encourage  the  landlords  to  make  any 
concession  whatever,  nor  had  there  been 
heard  any  a«BuraQces  which  would  justify 
tboBe  who  desired '  peace  and  order  in 
Ireland  to  believe  that  a  limely  eonces* 
(siou  to  the  Nationalist  Members  would 
induce  them  to  turn  their  forces  in  the 
direction  of  peace.  The  Opposition  were 
asked  to  pass  this  Bill  with  all  its  imper- 
fections, not  having  been  allowed  to 
dificuBs  it,  not  having  had  one  concession 
»ina*le  to  their  views,  and  with  the  know- 
pledge  that  those  who  pressed  it  forward 
did  not  consider  it  to  be  a  complete 
settlement  of  the  question.  If  the  Go- 
vernment would  consent  to  make  the 
Bill  voluntary  it  was  certain  that  the 
whole  Nationalist  Party  would  go  to 
Ireland  saying  that  they  had  received 
half  a  loaf  for  breakfast,  and  that  there 
was  no  reason  why  they  should  not  have 
their  dinner  and  their  supf  er.  He  should 
not  despair  of  settling  this  question,  and 
the  whole  of  the  matters  connected  with 
Ireland  and  Irish  laud,  if  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  not  confuse  the  purpose 
of  securing  peace  with  that  of  coucili- 
atlng  his  Irish  forces.  If  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  take  up  the  three  subjects  of 
eirieted  tenants,  purchase,  and  the  settle- 
ment of  doubts  and  difficulties  which  hatl 
arisen  with  regard  to  the  interpretation 
of  the  Land  Acts— if  he  would  do  this 
in  the  spirit  of  compromise  and  concilia- 
tion, aud  attempt  to  bring  both  parties 
together  without  having  any  idea  of 
getting  a  Party  advantage,  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  did  not  believe  tliat  reasonable 
men  would  be  found  to  have  very  ex- 
treme differences  on  the  subject.  When 
the  right  hou.  GentlcmaD  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  (Mr.  W*  E.  Gladstone) 
introduced  the  Arrears  Bill  he  said  that 
ID  the  first  place  it  was  equitable,  secondly 
it  was  safe,  and  lastly  it  would  be 
effect uah  Whether  it  was  equitahle  he 
(Mr.  Brotlriek)  did  not  kuow^  but  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  safe^and  f»e  douiitol  whe- 
ther it  had  proved  effectual*     As  to   this 

J/r,  Brodrick 


Bill,  he  denied  that  it  was  equitable,  be 
doubted  whether  it  was  safe,  aud  he 
knew  that  every  Irtish  Member  in  the 
House  agreed  in  believing  that  it  wouhi 
prolong  the  difficulty.  If  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  by  this  Bill  to  revei^e 
the  policy  of  successive  Land  Actii  and 
to  run  counter  to  the  pledges  of  sueoes* 
sive  Ministers,  with  tlie  object  of  pro- 
ducing peace  aud  order,  they  must  do  so 
apart  from  the  idea  of  coercing  a  btrge 
minority  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  flinging  down  the  gauntlet  to 
a  laige  majority  in  the  other 
House.  Peace  could  not  be.  re- 
stored by  jeering  at  the  landlords  ae 
irreconcilable.  It  could  only  be  brought 
about,  if  at  all,  by  adopting  a  system  ef 
conciliation  instead  of  compulsion  and  by 
appointing  Arbitrators  who  were  not 
political  partisans.  The  question  eoiild 
not  be  settled  by  giving  everything  to 
one  side  aud  taking  all  from  the  other 
side.  He  trusted  that  the  Chief  ^Secre- 
tary  for  Ireland  would  give  up  these 
meauderings  after  ateinponiry  majority, 
aud  would  address  himself  to  the  Laud 
question  with  determination  and  stead- 
fastness to  meet  the  question  of  how  far 
peace  could  be  secured  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  believe  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  diil  this  he  would  find  him- 
self met  either  by  prejudice  or  by  per- 
sonal feeling  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House.  But  assuredly  if  he  olun^ 
to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  and  conld 
not  avoid  re-kindling  past  discord  and 
sowing  the  seeds  of  future  disorder  tiua 
measure,  even  if  it  were  affirmed  by  Par- 
liament, must  result  in  the  failure  which 
was  inherent  in  the  principles  embodied 
in  it,  and  which  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
himself  had  provoketl  by  briugiug  the 
Bill  forward  wnthout  discussion,  aud 
pressing  it  through  the  House  by 
measures  which  had  never  before  been 
employed  in  regard  to  any  measure  sub- 
mitted to  the  British  Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  on*  the 
word  "now,**  an<l  at  the  end  of  tlie 
Question  to  tidd  the  words  "upon  thik 
d«iy  three  months." — {3Ir,  Brodrivk,) 

Question  proposed,  *^That  the  word 
'  now  ^  stand  part  of  Uie  Question." 

Mk,  W.  (TBRIEN  (Cork) :  The  hon. 
Meml>er  for  Guildford  (Mr*  Brodrick) 
thought    it    neeeissary    to    set    out    by 
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i^eclaring  that  the  poliej  of  the  Oppoei- 
tion  in  regard  to  this  Bill  was  not 
Slctated  bj   the    landlords    of    Ireland. 

[•Wellj  Sir,  if  ibat  be  so,  it  feeems  rather  a 
pity  that  a  memher  of  the  landlord  class 
in  Ireland  should  have  been  selected  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  on  the 
Third  Reading,  and  that  another  Mem- 
ber of  that  class  should  have  been 
selected  to  mo?e  its  rejection   on  Hecond 

J  Reading,  and  to  announce  what  would  be 

[its  fate  in  another  plaee.  The  hon. 
f ember   for  Guildford  taunted   us  with 

^having  confounded  in  the  same  category 
of  Irish    landlord!*  the  hon.  Member  for 

rSouth    Houts    (Mr.    Smith-Barrj),   and 

rLord  Clanricarde,  Whose  fault.  Sir,  is 
that?  Why  did  the  hon*  Member 
deliberately  ally  himself,  and  combine 
irith  the  e:xterminating  landlords  of  Ire- 
Mid  ?  More  than  that,  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  up  to  this  hour  there  has  been 
no  repudiation  of  that  connection.     The 

lion.  Member  apparently  adopted  the 
Bociatiou  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hunts  and  Lord  Clanriearde.  I 
&k  the  House  to  remember  this   fact : 

Ftbat  not  a  single  Irish  landlord  who  has 
ipoken  in  this  Debate — ^o  far,  at  all 
events — has  said  a  single  conciliatory 
rorti  or  a  w*ord  of  anything  like  a 
anuiue  and  real  concession*  On  the 
contrary  ;  most  of  the  speeches  that  have 
'  ©en  made  by  Irish  landlords  in  these 
>ebatos,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  have  proved 
baly  loo  clearly  that  those  gentlemen 
ire  just  as  vindictive  and  irreconcilable 
ever.  All  the  giving  has  been  on 
t^tie  side.    {^Oppotition  laughter ^'^    Cer- 

'tainly  we  have  gone  to  the  utmost  pos» 
fitble  lengths  for  peace,  and  we  are  willing 
I  go  to  the  utmost  possilde  lengths  for 
eaoe.  We  want  no  personal  victory. 
The  Member  for  Guildford  has  talked 
ibout  amnesty.  We  have  not  con- 
cealed our  desire  for  an  amnesty  as  to 
the  past  on  both  sides.  We  cannot  now 
©peak  as  to  the  future.     We  are  dealing 

|.with  the  past  and  the  results  of  the  past^ 
ind  I  venture  to  say  that  w^e  are  now, 
and  we  have  always  been,  willing  to  go 
to  any  reasonable  length  or  to  make  any 
reasonable  etwritice  of  personal  or  political 

[feeling  in  order  to  create  a  genuine  peace 

In  Ireland,  and  a  better  feeling  in  Ireland, 
that  whatever  changes  may  come 
bereafter  in  the  law  of  Ireland,  as  of 
jursc  they    will    come,    they    may    l)e 

oaiTJcid  out  in  a  peaceful  and  constitu- 


tional way,  and  that  is  all  you  have 
right  to  vie m and  from  ns.  Even  at  this  ] 
moment  I  venture  to  say  that  we  would 
not  stop  at  trifles  if  thei-e  was  any  * 
genuine  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  to  this  Bill  to 
miike  an  adequate  response  to  tho 
memorable  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  B»Ddmin  (Mr. 
Courtney)  the  other  night,  or  if  there 
was  any  genuine  declaration  that  the 
landlords  meant  peace,  and  that  thej 
would  work  this  Bill  in  any  honest  way* 
I  venture  to  say  that  up  to  the  present 
moment  we  liave  hail  nothing  except 
declarations  of  hostility  and  insult  frottt 
the  landlords.  I  am  afraid  our  modem*- 
tion  has  been  only  too  great.  It  has 
been  misunderstood  by  the  House,  and 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  have  mistaken  our 
desire  for  conciliation  and  peace  among  our 
fellow-countrymen  for  a  sign  of  weakness 
and  fear,  I  believe  that  the  Irish  people 
and  their  Representatives,  instead  of 
erring  in  tho  direction  of  harshness  to* 
wards  the  Irish  landlords,  have  erred 
rather  in  the  direction  of  softness  and 
good  nature.  We  have  lalwured  for  the 
past  two  years  with  might  and  main  to 
create  a  better  state  of  feeling  in  Ireland, 
and  to  have  the  ditference  that  must 
exist  conducted  with  better  temjjer  and 
in  a  strictly  constitutional  way*  What  is 
the  position  with  regard  to  this  Bill  ? 
Here  it  is  pi-oposed  not  to  do  Irish  land* 
lords  any  injustice,  but  to  hand  over  to 
them  a  quarter  of  a  million  of  money 
which  they  could  never  otherwise  hope 
to  obtain  ;  we  oifer  them  peace  in  the 
country  on  the  one  condition  of  forgetting 
and  forgiving,  on  both  sides,  as  to  the 
past.  But,  no.  These  gentlemen  think 
that  the  desire  for  peace  on  the  part  of 
the  Irish  Party  means  that  we  are  afraid 
of  them.  They  think  that  their  oppor- 
tunity has  come  for  otTeriug  200  Irish  vic- 
tims on  the  altar  of  landlord  vengeance. 
That  is  their  calculation,  and  with  that 
object  they  are  now  willing  deliberately 
to  plunge  the  country  into  a  condition  of 
turmoil  and  disturbance,  and  to  arouse 
passions  before  which  I  venture  to  remind 
them  that  they  have  flinched  before,  and 
before  which  you  will  tind  them  crying 
out  in  panic  and  dismay  ere  six  months 
are  over.  It  has  been  so  in  the  past, 
and  it  will  l>e  so  in  the  future.  The 
landlords,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  think  that 
this   is  their  opportunity.      They  knew 
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that  there  were  certain  differences  among 
Iritih  Nationalists.  Thej  knew  that 
the  Irish  people  were  and  are  determined 
toco-operate  to  the  utmost  extent  with  the 
.Chief  Secretary  and  even  to  bear  injustice 
rather  than  interfere  with  the  process  of 
pacification  that  is  being  carried  on  in 
Ireland.  How  did  thej  take  advantage 
of  that  opportunity  ?  Did  thej  show  a 
Bingle  spark  of  anything  like  generous 
or  patriotic  feeling  in  Ireland  during  the 
past  two  years  ?  On  the  contrary ;  I 
venture  to  say  they  utilised  and  availed 
themselves  of  the  circumstances  in  order 
to  extort  more  rack  rents,  or  arrears 
of  rack  rents,  and  to  establish 
more  land-grabbers  in  Ireland  than 
they  had  any  power  of  doing  at  any  time 
for  the  last  15  years.  And  now  when 
the  country  is  trauquillisod  and  when 
they  think  that  the  power  of  the  popular 
organisation  is  more  or  less  relaxed,  these 
gentlemen  have  conceived  the  brilliant 
idea  of  striking  a  last  blow  at  the  popular 
organisation  by  exterminating  the  evicted 
tenants,  their  calculation  apparently  being 
that  if  they  could  succeed  in  nothing  else 
they  could  succeed  in  throwing  the  coun- 
try again  into  a  state  of  disturbance,  and 
in  that  way  attempt  to  discreiiit  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Chief  Secretary.  I 
venture  to  say  that  is  a  hateful  work, 
worthy  of  the  worst  days  of  Irish  land- 
lordism, and  in  my  humble  opinion,  at 
all  events,  it  is  very  d'^ubtful  whether  it 
is  a  wise  policy,  even  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  prettiest  party  wire-pullers. 
Irish  Nationalists  have  their  differences, 
no  doubt,  but  so  far  as  the  mass  of  our 
people  are  concerned  we  are  united  as  one 
man  in  detestation  of  laud-grabbing  and 
in  the  determination  that  these  evicted 
tenants  shall  not  be  hounded  down.  It 
is  just  possible  that  the  action  of  the 
landlords  in  this  matter  may  have  a  cer- 
tain influencG  in  obliterating  instead  of 
increasing  the  differences  among  Irish 
Nationalists,  because  if  men  in  another 
place  carry  out  their  treaty  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh 

CoLOXEL  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Member *s  pardon. 
There  is  no  treaty  between  me  and  the 
Members  of  another  place.  I  know 
nothing  whatever  about  the  intentions  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  I  only  stated  my 
opinion. 

Mr.  W.  O'Brien 


Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  I  hope  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  friends  in 
another  place  will  reconsider  their  deter- 
mination. At  any  rate,  his  annoaooe- 
ment  in  this  House  was  an  extremely 
positive  one.  But  whether  there  is  any 
treaty  or  not,  if  gentlemen  in  another 
place  throw  out  this  Bill  they  will  have 
created  a  crisis  and  a  national  emergency 
in  which  every  man  who  has  Irish  blood 
in  his  veins  will  think  of  nothing  bat 
how  he  may  best  pay  them  back.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  found  that 
before;  he  will  find  it  again.  Some 
politicians  apparently  calculate  that  it 
would  be  a  good  Party  policy  for  the 
Unionists  in  England  to  create  a  con- 
dition of  disturl)ance  in  Ireland  by 
throwing  out  this  Bill.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  be  an  authority  upon  that  subject. 
But  I  do  not  think  the  Unionist  Party 
found  the  policy  of  coercion  so  very 
profitable  a  policy  to  them  at  the  polls  at 
the  last  General  Election.  If  it  were 
otherwise,  I  do  not  know  why  they  are 
not  still  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  Do 
they  think  that  they  will  increase  their 
popularity  in  England  if,  owing  to  the 
effects  of  their  policy  in  throwing  out 
this  Bill,  they  have  to  return  to  the  policy 
of  naked  coercion  in  Ireland,  and  if  they 
have  again  to  call  in  the  removables  and 
the  gaolers,  and  possibly  the  hangman, 
to  coerce  a  country  which  the  Chief 
Secretary,  by  a  different  course  of  treat- 
ment, has  brought  at  the  present  moment 
to  be  the  most  peaceful  country  in 
Europe?  I  do  not  pretend  te  be  an 
authority  as  to  what  may  happen  in 
England,  although  I  think  we  have  solid 
reason  for  hoping  and  believing  that 
among  the  English  people  and  among 
Members  of  this  House,  and,  indeed,  I 
go  further,  and  say  that  among  very 
considerable  sections  of  the  Opposi- 
tion in  this  House  there  is  a  deep 
and  growing  feeling  of  abhorrence  at 
the  miserable,  petty,  hateful  work  of 
holding  down  Ireland  for  ever  by  coercion. 
But  I  venture  to  say  that,  whether  it  be 
good  policy  or  whether  it  be  bad  policy, 
or  whatever  may  be  its  effects  upon  the 
state  of  Parties  in  this  House,  the  Irish 
people  are  not  going  to  lie  down  tamely 
and  to  abandon  the  evicted  tenants  to  de- 
struction at  the  hands  of  their  cmel 
enemies.  We  have  very  nearly  reached 
the  limits  of  endurance  of  human  nature. 
I  do  not  think  gentlemen  in  this  House 
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fully  appreciate  jet  the  magnitude  of 
this  question.  But  I  am  sorrj  to  be- 
lieve that  thej  will  before  many  months 
are  over,  for  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Louth  said  in  his  eloquent 
speech  the  other  night — 

"  You  are  tugging  at  the  very  heart-strings  of 
the  Irish  race,  and  you  are  raising  passions 
which  had  far  better  be  allowed  to  sink  into 
oblivion." 

This  is  a  question  that  is,  comparatively 
speaking,  a  small  and  manageable  ques- 
tion if  it  is  dealt  with  in  the  way  in 
which  this  Bill  proposes  to  deal  with  it. 
But  it  is  a  very  great  and  vital  question 
if  it  is  deliberately  neglected — contrary, 
as  I  believe,  and  as  I  think  is  pretty 
well  known,  to  the  judgment  of  the  best 
minds  among  the  Opposition  in  this 
House,  and  neglected  at  the  dictation  of 
the  worst  and  most  rowdy  section  of  the 
Irish  landlords,  men  who  have  neither 
the  courage  to  make  war  nor  to  make 
peace  in  anything  like  a  thorough-going 
spirit,  men  who  may  laugh  and  be  bois- 
terous here  to-night,  but  who  before  12 
months  are  over  will  come  whining  to 
this  House  to  save  them  from  the  conse- 
quences of  their  own  folly  in  rejecting 
this  Bill.  Does  anybody  doubt  that  that 
will  be  the  result  ?  If  there  is  anything 
that  is  certain  of  the  struggle  of  the  last 
15  years  in  Ireland  it  is  this — that  at 
every  step  and  stage  in  this  struggle  we 
have  b^n  forc^  forward  by  the 
folly  of  the  landlords  and  of  their 
friends  in  another  place.  There  is 
another  certainty,  and  that  is  that  every 
snccessive  stage  of  that  struggle  has  left 
the  landlord  class  stripped  more  and  more, 
thank  God  I  of  their  evil  and  accursed 
power  on  Ireland.  I  have  said  that  this 
question,  if  it  were  approached  in  the 
right  spirit,  is  easily  manageable,  and  I 
do  not  shirk  the  difficulties.  !No  man 
who  knows  Ireland  doubts  that  by  some 
means  or  other  you  must  induce  land- 
grabbers  to  give  up  the  farms  that  they 
have  taken.  That  is  one  of  the  rudi- 
mentary facts  of  the  Irish  position.  But 
it  is  not  at  all  so  formidable  a  job  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  imagine.  It  is  my  firm 
belief  that,  if  this  Bill  were  passed  and 
were  worked  in  a  reasonable  and  an 
amicable'  spirit,  in  an  enormous  number 
of  cases  land-grabbing  in  Ireland  would 
disappear.  It  is  only  on  three  estates 
that  there  are  genuine  planters  to  any 
extent,  and  I  belief  there  the  difficulty 


will  settle  itself.  If  the  proper  constitu- 
tional redress  is  refused  to  us  in  this 
Parliament,  and  if  we  are  thrown  back 
again  on  the  resources  of  public  opinion 
in  Ireland,  I  venture  to  say  that  public 
opinion  in  Ireland  will  settle  this  matter 
for  itself  without  any  trace  of  violence 
or  outrage.  Hon.  Gentlemen  labour 
under  an  error  if  they  imagine,  as  is  often 
offensively  assumed  in  this  House,  that 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  cannot  assert 
itself  and  make  itself  felt  except  through 
crime  and  outrage.  On  the  contrary, 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  can  exert  itself 
as  powerfully  free  of  those  forces  as 
public  opinion  in  England  could  do  ;  for 
instance,  just  as  when  the  Primrose 
dames  want  to  exercise  public  opinion  on 
a  Radical  tradesman,  or  when  it  is  wanted 
to  drive  an  obnoxious  Wesleyan  minister 
out  of  Hatfield,  it  can  be  done  without 
open  violence  or  moonlighting.  The  Irish' 
feeling  as  to  land-grabbing  is  at  least  as 
legitimate  as  any  exercised  by  the  Prim- 
rose dames,  and  is  exercised  in  the  same 
manner.  ["  Hear,  hear  I  "  and  Opposi- 
tion cheers,']  1  repeat  it,  and  I  say  that 
public  opinion  exercised  in  that  manner 
you  cannot  put  down,  whether  you  call  it 
boycotting  or  Hatfielding,  or  anything 
else.  Lord  Salisbury  himself,  in  his 
famous  speech  at  Newport,  warned 
you  that  you  could  never  put  down  the 
exercise  of  public  opinion  in  that  form. 
And  to  public  opinion  in  that  shape  and 
form  I  venture  to  say  that  sooner  or 
later  the  great  majority  of  those  persons 
who  have  taken  evicted  land  in  Ireland 
will  be  induced  to  surrender,  with  or 
without  the  inducements  offered  by  this 
Bill.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  the 
landgrabbers  will  thank  you  for  with- 
drawing that  inducement.  Certain  hon. 
Members  above  the  Gangway  who  assume 
to  speak  with  authority  on  this  question, 
have  not  hesitated  to  declare  in  so  many 
words  that  they  would  go  into  armed 
rebellion  rather  than  submit  to  certain 
legislation  that  might  be  passed  by  this 
House ;  yet,  forsooth,  these  gentlemen 
pretend  to  be  scandalized  at  the  lan- 
guage we  have  used,  and  call  it  the  lan- 
guage of  menace.  I  might  easily  retort 
by  a  quotation  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin ; 
but  I  and  others  had  hoped  that  the  ne- 
cessity for  strong  language,  of  this  or  of 
any  kind,  on  the  part  of  Irish  Members 
in  this  House  had  passed  away  for  ever* 
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I  speak  the  £eeliiig«  of  every  man  of  the 
Piirty  to  which  I  belong  when  I  say  thnt 
we  participate  in  the  fullest  possible  de^ 
gree  in  the  spirit  which  aetuatevl  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Botlroin  in  hi^ 
speech  the  other  night — a  speech  memo- 
rable in  the  history  of  this  Debate.  It  i§ 
not  a  matter  of  rejoicing  to  us — it  h  a 
matter  of  the  deepest  pain  and  ansciety  to 
think  thiit  the  whole  edilice  favourable 
to  peace  which  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
been  laboriously  building  up  in  Ireland 
should  be  endaugcred,  and  perhaps  over* 
turned,  by  circumstances  too  strong  for 
him  and  for  us«  Hut  it  in  not  our  fault. 
Hod,  Meml>ers  may  tell  us,  and 
treat  us  as  if  we  were  the  persons 
who  created  outbreaks  and  discontent  in 
Ireland,  and  as  if  we  aroused  those  passions 
for  our  own  purposes.  Then  they  know 
little  of  what  they  talk  about.  If  they 
only  knew  all  the  risks  we  have  run — all 
the  misrepresentations  we  have  endured 
in  trying  to  restrain  our  people,  and  in 
preaching  peace  and  patience  to  our  people, 
while  the  landlords  were  seeking  to  take 
advantage  of  these  efforts,  they  would 
Ihink  differently.  But  circumstances 
may  make  It  im{K>ssible  for  us  to  restrain 
our  people  further*  We  have  the  deepest 
sense  of  the  dangers  that  lie  before  us  ; 
we  perceive  the  |>08sible  difficulties,  and 
we  shall  not  fail  to  confront  them  if  they 
arise.  We  are  bound  by  every  human 
tie  to  remember  those  thousands  of  help- 
less men,  women,  and  children  who  are 
waiting  by  the  roatlside  in  Ireland — who 
have  waited  for  justice  with  a  patience 
that  Is  never  equalled,  trusting  in  the 
sense  of  justice  of  this  House.  Yet  what 
do  we  find  ?  Timt  a  measure  brought 
forward  by  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  settle  this  trouble,  a  measure 
generally  admittetl  to  be  indispensable  to 
the  public  peace,  endorsed  by  the  vust 
majority  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  of  England,  and  recommended  by 
at  least  one  foremost  statesman — and,  in- 
deed, if  i*umour  be  true — two  of  the  fore- 
most statesmen  on  the  Opposition  side — 
is  in  danger  of  being  frustrated  at  the 
instigation  of  a  rump  of  the  Orange  laud- 
lord  Party  in  Ireland — of  men  who  dared 
not  face  the  Mathew  Commissiou,  and 
who  dare  not  now  face  a  Court  of  Arbi- 
trators, against  whose  impartiality  not  a 
word  has  been  uttered  UDtil  the  hou. 
Meml>er  for  Guildford  spoke  to-night. 
I  am  sorry  to  have  to  say  it,  but  the 

Mr.  W.  O'Brien 


simple  policy  of  these  landlords,  aa 
blurted  out  by  the  lion.  Member  for 
South  Hunts^  is  to  make  ^'examples  ^^  of 
the  evicted  tenants.  This  is  to  be  their 
vengeance  on  thousands  of  women  and 
children.  On  the  \'erY  (irst  night  of  the 
Debate  on  this  Bill  the  leader  of  the 
Orange  landlords  in  Ireland — whether 
he  spoke  authoritatively  or  not  I  do  not 
know- — warned  this  House  that  all  our 
Debate  would  be  in  vain,  that  whatever 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  decided 
their  decision  would  be  overridden  in  an- 
other place,  and  to  judge  from  The 
l^irues  and  other  Unionist  authorities 
the  House  of  Lords  is  about  to  carry  out 
that  pronouncement.  If  that  be  so,  all 
I  can  say  ia  that  we  accept  the  issue, 
merely  remarking  that  in  all  such  en- 
counters it  is  not  the  landlord  cla^^s 
w^hleh  is  ultimately  found  to  }>e  the 
most  powerful.  But  whatever  suffering 
may  come  to  lH>th  sides  from  such  a  state 
of  things  I  can  only  say  that  there  is  no 
point  on  which  our  consciences  are 
uneusy — thnt  we  have  done  all  that  men 
could  do  for  peace,  and  that  the  respon- 
sibility of  whatever  may  ensue  will  not 
rest  with  us,  nor  with  the  GovernmeDt, 
nor  with  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
with  those  lords  and  landlords  who  do* 
Uberatety  shut  their  eyes  and  ears  to 
every  appeal  for  peace,  and  those 
English  politicians  who  deliberately,  for 
their  own  vile  and  petty  Party  purposes, 
aid  and  abet  them. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S-) 
said,  he  did  know  that  he  hail  ever  spent 
a  worse  hour  in  the  House  of  Commoos 
than  the  last  hour  of  this  Debate*  There 
was  an  idea  at  the  opening  of  the  Sittiog 
that  even  yet  there  might  be  a  chance  of 
securing  compromise  and  peace  ;  but  both 
sides  had  put  up  speakers,  and  had,  he 
thought,effectually  prevented  the  slightest 
chance  that  there  might  have  been  of  aay 
arrangement  being  come  to.  The  hoD* 
Meml>er  for  Guildford  told  the  Houae 
that  after  15  years  of  struggle  and  five 
Land  Acts  there  ought  to  be  somethiag 
like  peace.  Yes,  the  House  of  Commous 
had  done  a  great  deal  for  Ireland  in  those 
15  years.  He  himself  recognisetl  the 
fact,  and  he  represented  men  who  were 
grateful  for  it.  But  what  about  the  80 
preceding  years  ?  What  did  those  80 
years  mean  and  teach  ?  The  seats  m 
that  House,  which  were  now  tilled  bj 
hou.  Members    opposite,  were  ocoupied 
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Imli  Libeml  landlords.  The  seat 
rblch  he  held  wa^  occupied  by  a  Con- 
Brvativ©  landlord,  aod  for  tho&e  80  years 
Irbh  Uudlordism  had  its  own  way.  The 
hou^e  of  the  Irish  teaaot  was  geuerally 
built  by  himself  ;  nearly  every  improve- 
aent  op  the  soil  was  effected  by  ibe  Irish 
it ;  the  roads  were  made  out  of  the 
[>uiQty  ceRS  which  he  paid ;  aod  yet  all  this, 
wh  ich  was  morally  the  property  of  the  Irish 
tenant,  was  legally  tbe  property  of  the 
Irish  landlord  under  tbe  laws  passed  by 
an  Assembly  in  which  thelrf^h  landlords 
were  supreme.  Elg^bty  years  of  such  work 
as  that  tbe  boiu  Meral>er  for  Guildford 
aought  was  compensated  for  sufficiently 
by  15  years  of  well-doing  on  the  part  of 
lie  British  Parliament,  There  ought  to 
ao  end  to  that  kind  of  talk.  Fifteen 
^years  of  well-doing  did  not  suffice  to  wipe 
out  of  remembrance  a  century  of  absolute 
rrong*dning.  The  hou.  Member  for 
ruildford  said  that  the  agitation  carried 
|>j  hou.  Members  opposite  below  the 
^way  had  resulted  in  reducing  tbe 
toe  of  land  from  i22  to  16  years'  pur- 
iise.  The  hon.  Member  forgot  one  ira- 
[>rtant  thing — namely,  tbe  depreciation  in 
rugricultural  values.  What  use  was  it 
for  an  Irish  laudlord  to  make  a  statement 
like  that  in  tbe  face  of  the  facts  regard- 
ing  British  agriculture  ?  He  could  tell 
the  hon.  Member — and  the  hou.  Member 
knew  it^ — for  they  had  sat  together  up- 
fllairs  for  three  mouths — that  Irish  land- 
lords dunug  the  last  lo  years  had  had 
Clieir  rents  reduced  by  20  per  cent.  But 
were  the  losses  of  British  landlords  mea- 
sured by  20  per  cent  ?  No  ;  they  had 
Jbst,  not  20,  but  40  per  cent,,  and  there 
ras  no  Land  Act  in  England.  The 
*nd  Acts  had,  in  fact,  been  more  of  a 
Dt-ection  to  the  Irish  landlords  than 
kny thing  else.  Nothing  could  be  more 
lopeless  than  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
'  f ember  for  G  uildf ord.  He  was  afraid  that 
be  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Billon 
lie  Second  Reading  by  one  Irisb  landlord 
ad  a  similar  Motion  on  the  Third  Read- 
iig  by  another,  would  be  very  apt  to  be 
aisunderstood  out  of  doors.  Now,  he 
arae  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
Cork,  Whatever  the  speech  of  the 
Member  for  Guildford  might  have 
,  he  feared  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  extinguished  the 
slightest  glimmer  of  hof>e  that  might 
have  eicisted.  His  was  a  speech 
bneathiug   war   from    beginning  to  end. 


There  was  not  one  conciliatory  senieuce 
i  n  it  from  start  to  tiuish«  If  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  desireil  a  compromise,  they 
\\m\  chosen  the  most  unfortunate  repre- 
sentative of  compromise  and  of  peace  to 
set  forth  their  views.  He  had  told  them 
quita  plainly  what  they  were  to  expect 
in  Ireland  if  this  Bill  were  rejected  or  if 
a  compromise  were  not  arriveil  at.  They 
were  to  have  the  old  dreary  story  once 
again  ;  they  were  to  have  boycotting, 
and  all  human  liberty  was  to  be  trampleil 
out  if  the  British  Parliament  could  not 
be  persuaded  to  endorse  the  views  of  a 
section  of  the  Irish  Members*  [A 
Nationalist  Member  :  Your  views 
also.]  No  ;  he  was  in  favour  of  com- 
promise, but  he  had  never  been  able  to 
support  this  Bill  ;  he  had  voted  against 
it  already,  and  he  was  sorry  to  aay  he 
should  have  to  vote  against  it  again 
that  night.  Hon,  Gentlemen  opposite 
could  not  understand  anyone  desiring  a 
compromise  voting  against  a  measure 
when  be  considered  that  it  would  be  a 
bad  aud  dangerous  settlement.  The  Bill 
had  been  treated  too  much  as  if  it  were  a 
Laud  Bill,  but  it  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 
It  was  simply  a  Bill  to  undo  the  mischief 
which  was  done  by  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. From  the  outset  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  a  wicked  and  insane 
policy.  Tbe  tenants  whom  the  leaders 
of  the  Plan  forced  out  of  their  holdings 
were  in  the  enjoyment  of  legal  rights 
conferred  upon  them  by  Parliament  ; 
they  had  an  occupation  right  in  the  soil, 
aud  the  right  to  sell  that  privilege,  aud 
yet  they  were  forced  out  of  their  hold- 
ings in  obedience  to  commands  which 
were  fatal  both  for  them  aud  for  the 
country.  Hon.  Members  who  asked  the 
British  Parliament  to  put  these  men 
back  into  the  position  which  they  occu- 
pied before  the  leaders  of  the  Plau  of 
Campaign  put  them  out  of  their  holdings 
had  no  excuse  for  coming  forward  and 
demanding,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
did,  that  they  should  be  put  Imck  as 
a  right.  It  could  not  possibly  be 
granted  as  a  right.  He  sympathised 
with  the  poor  people  who  were 
out,  and  warmly  desired  a  com- 
promise by  which  they  could  be  fairly 
and  honestly  restored,  but  he  must  tell 
the  hon*  Meml>er  for  Cork,  who  demanded 
that  these  people  whom  he  had  duped 
and  betrayed  —  [NaliofialUl  crieM  of 
^  Oh  I  '^] — should  be  put  back  aa  a  right, 
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that  that  House  was  Dot  likely  to  be  in* 
flueDced  bj  a  demand  couched  in  language 
of  that  kind.  It  would  have  been  in 
finitely  wiser  in  the  Nationalist  Party  if 
they  had  put  up  someone  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kerry,  who  under- 
stood the  British  House  of  Commons,  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  evicted  tenants, 
instead  of  the  man  who  had  duped 
and  betrayed  them  and  put  them  out. 
INationaiist  cries  of  "  Oh  !  "] 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Mr.  Speaker.  Is  the  hon.  Member  in 
Order  in  accusing  me  of  betraying  those 
tenants  ?  What  does  the  hon.  Member 
mean  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  will  tell  the 
hon.  Member  what  I  mean.  I  had  in 
my  mind  especially  the  tenants  in 
Tipperary,  and  I  believe  I  am  correct 
when  I  say  that  since  the  day  when  those 
poor  people  went  out  at  the  hon.  Mem- 
leer's  bidding  he  has  never  set  his  foot  in 
the  town.  That  is  what  I  mean  by 
betraying  those  tenants. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Stick  to  your 
word  now,  or  withdraw.  I  ask  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
Order  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  No  unparliamentary 
expression  reached  my  ears. 

Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  have  no 
desire  to  come  into  collision  with  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  Withdraw,  with- 
draw I 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Mr.  Speaker 
has  just  ruled  that  I  have  used  no  unpar- 
liamentary expression. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  If  anybody 
accuses  me  of  betraying  anybody  I  will 
reply  to  him. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 
•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  what  he 
was  asserting  was  that  this  Bill  was  not 
a  Laud  Bill  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word  ;  it  was  simply  a  Bill  to  deal  with 
the  cases  of  a  certain  number  of  tenants 
who,  unfortunately  for  themselves  and 
the  peace  of  the  country,  followed  advice 
which  they  ought  not  to  have  followed, 
and  surrendered  interests  which  Parlia- 
ment had  conferred  upon  them.  The  Bill 
simply  asked  the  British  Parliament  to 
undo  the  mischief  that  had  been  done,  to 
put  the  people  back,  and  to  whitewash 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  That  was  a 
plain  issue,  but  not  an  issue  to  be  forced 
upon   the   House  at    the  point  of  the 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 


bayonet.  What  was  the  policy  which  he 
had  a  sincere  desure  to  see  carried  out  ? 
The  Plan  of  Campaign,  as  he  had  saidy 
was  a  wicked  and  insane  as  well  as  an 
illegal  policy ;  but  when  the  Unionist 
Party  consented  to  pass  the  13th  seotioD 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1891  their  position 
in  respect  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
changed  greatly,  for  under  that  Act 
84  of  the  worst  Campaigners  were  re- 
stored to  their  holdings  on  the  Pon- 
sonby  estate.  They  were  typical  Cam- 
paigners. They  had  resisted  the  Sheriff; 
they  had  joined  in  the  conspiracy  to 
defraud  Mr.  Ponsonby ;  they  were  steeped 
to  the  lips  in  illegality  ;  and  yet  the 
Unionist  Party  consented  that  these  men 
should  be  put  back,  and  provided  facili- 
ties for  that  purpose.  From  that  moment 
they  abandoned  the  ground  that  connec- 
tion with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  suffi- 
cient to  bar  the  way  to  the  reinstatement 
of  a  tenant.  The  organs  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords found  fault  with  him  because  ho  stood 
by  that  policy  now.  It  was,  however,  a 
good  policy  when  the  Smith-Barry  syndi- 
cate put  money  into  their  pockets,  and 
why  should  it  be  a  had  policy  now  ? 
The  head  and  front  of  his  offending  waa 
that  he  remained  where  he  stood  in  1891, 
and  that  he  was  prepared  even  to  extend 
the  policy  then  accepted,  and  to  make  it 
more  wide  in  its  sweep.  He  should  be 
told  that  a  voluntary  measure  such  as 
the  13  th  section  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1891  would  fail  as  that  provision  failed. 
Well,  he  admitted  the  failure,  but  he 
would  point  out  that  there  were  influences 
at  work  in  1891  which  were  not  at  work 
now.  The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo, 
he  was  sure,  would  admit  that  he  did  not 
look  with  much  favour  upon  the  13th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1891. 

Mr.  J.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he 
was  glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining that  matter.  The  hon.  Member 
had  the  advantage  in  speaking  of  hin» 
more  frequently  than  he  (Mr.  Dillon) 
spoke  of  him.  The  hon.  Member  had 
frequently  charged  him  with  having 
obstructed  the  operation  of  Clause  18  of 
the  Act  of  1891.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  there  was  no  truth,  so 
far  as  he  could  remember,  in  that  charge. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  undeniable 
that  in  the  case  of  two  Campaign  estates 
in  Ireland  he  largely  assisted  in  the 
negotiations  for  a  settlement,  and,  in  one 
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instance,  a  considerable  amount  of  money 
was  advanced  from  the  national  funds. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  bon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  would  deny  that  he  had  made 
speeches  which  were  construed  in  Ireland 
as  not  being  very  much  in  favour  of  the  1  Sth 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1891,  in  the  course 
of  which  he  had  advised  the  people  of 
Ireland  not  to  be  in  a  hurry  to  purchase 
under  the  provisions  of  the  clause.  But 
at  that  time  there  were  influences  at 
work  that  had  now  ceased  to  exist.  The 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  alive  at  that  time, 
but  it  was  now  dead,  and  he  hoped  that 
it  would  have  no  resurrection.  The 
tenants  were  tired  of  it,  the  landlords 
were  tired  of  it,  and,  in  fact,  every- 
body was  tired  of  it.  If  this  Bill  could 
be  transformed  into  a  voluntary  measure, 
he  believed  that  80  per  cent,  of  the  cases 
would  be  settled  amicably  between  the 
landlords  and  the  tenants  withoutany  com- 
pulsion at  all.  The  other  night  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  had  taunted 
him  across  the  floor  of  the  House  with  the 
cry  of  "  Clanricarde."  All  he  could  say 
was  that  if  Lord  Clanricarde  stood  out 
against  a  voluntary  settlement  under  this 
Bill  in  the  face  of  his  brother  landlords, 
Parliament  would  take  care  that  one  un- 
reasonable man  should  not  be  allowed  to 
disturb  the  peace  of  the  country.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  time  had  come  when 
it  was  hopeless  to  attempt  a  compromise 
after  what  had  been  said.  [^Cries  of 
**  No  !  "]  But  now;  even  at  this  eleventh 
hour,  he  would  entreat  the  Leaders  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  also  the 
Irish  Leaders,  to  try  and  do  something 
towards  enabling  this  sore  to  be  healed, 
and  BO  conduce  to  the  preservation-  of 
that  peace  which  they  were  all  so  glad 
to  see  was  now  prevalent  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  lion.  Grcu tie- 
man  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
Btill  quite  sure  that  in  this  Bill  he  had 
hit  upon  the  right  plan  for  dealing  with 
this  difficulty.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  heard  speeches  made  from 
various  quarters  of  the  House.  He 
wondered  whether  he  would  welcome  as 
an  ally  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  Could 
hon.  Members  be  surprised  that,  when 
the  Irish  landlords  were  accused  of  being 
unjust    and     cruel     to     their     tenants, 
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those  who  valued  their  honour  and 
their  character  for  honesty  should  deter- 
mine to  fight  this  matter  to  the  very  last. 
He  regretted  the  fatal  failure  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  deal  with  this  problem.  He 
should  vote  against  the  Third  Reading 
of  this  Bill  with  reluctance,  but  without 
the  slightest  hesitation.  In  his  opinion, 
the  measure  as  it  now  stood  would  in- 
crease instead  of  diminish  the  evil  with 
which  it  was  intended  to  cope.  The 
difficulty  with  regard  to  this  question 
was  that  in  Ireland  it  was  impossible  to 
offer  this  amnesty — this  relief  to  the 
wounded  soldiers  of  the  land  war — with- 
out tending  to  the  renewal  of  such  wars 
in  the  future.  The  Government  had 
offered  the  House  no  middle  course  at 
all  ;  they  were  told  that  they  must 
either  accept  this  Bill  or  have  no  Bill  at 
all.  Therefore,  those  who,  like  himself, 
were  in  favour  of  some  extension  of  the 
13th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1891  were 
powerless  to  amend  the  Bill.  The  Go- 
vernment were  open  to  the  reproach  that 
they  had  moved  the  Closure  just  at  the 
moment  when  the  alternative  policies  of 
compulsory  reinstatement  and  voluntary 
purchase  were  about  to  come  on  for  dis- 
cussion. Why  had  not  the  Government 
allowed  them  to  proceed  for  four  hours 
longer  with  the  Debate,  in  order  that 
they  might  have  decided  that  question  ? 
They  would  not  then,  at  any  rate,  have 
wrecked  the  success  of  their  own  mea- 
sure. The  Opposition  were  entitled  to 
vote  against  this  measure  because,  in 
their  judgment,  it  would  prove  a  source  of 
danger  in  the  future,  and  only  dealt  with 
a  portion,  and  not  the  whole,  of  the  evil 
it  was  intended  to  remedy.  The  evicted 
tenants  were  not  all  fraudulent  or  bank- 
rupt. If  that  were  so,  the  Government 
would  not  dream  of  bringing  in  ex- 
ceptional legislation,  unless  they  were 
prepared  to  bring  it  in  for  the  bankrupts 
of  the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Some  of  them  were  the  victims  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  no  one  would  re- 
fuse to  grant  them  an  amnesty.  But 
whoever  heard  of  an  amnesty  being 
granted  until  the  conclusion  of  peace, 
and  would  it  not  be  madness  to  grant  it 
in  the  face  of  the  declarations  which  had 
been  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  ?  Moreover,  the  evil  with 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  deal  was  a 
diminishing  one.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  Member  for  West  Birmiiiglinm, 
tin  flic  coiirg^e  of  the  dirtenssion  uii    the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  hatl  pointed 
to  the  fact  that  the  number  of  evicted 
tenants  was  now  only  4,0(KK     It  might 
be    contended  npoii  nil   the  gronnds  he 
had   ennmerate<l   that   the   House   would 
be  juBtided  in  voting  that  no  attempt  at 
all   should  be   made    to   deal    with    this 
question,  becausie  the  danger  of  carrving 
out  such  legislation  was  so  great  and  the 
advantage    tliat    would    ronult   from    it 
would  be   so   s«mall,   and    tbat     Irelanil 
mu8t  trust  to  the   onh'narj  and  natural 
cnrative  proees>  which  wa^  found  to  be 
«o  etfeetnal  in  other   civilised   countries. 
He,    bowever,  had  not  advocated  such  a 
policy  of  inactivity,  and   be   bad  always 
spoken   in   favour  of   an   attempt  being 
made  to  deal  with  the  difficulty.     The 
numl>er  of  tenants  to  be  reinstated  and 
the  amount  of  money  that  that  reinstate- 
ment would  involve  were,  in  his  opinion, 
very   small  matter;^   for  consideration  in 
comparison     with    the    effect     that    the 
settlement  of  this   questiou  would  have 
upon  the  public   opinion  of   Ireland.     In 
his    view   the  .«ftate  of   things  in  Ireland 
would    never    be   brought  into   a   satis- 
factory condition    unless   a    compromise 
was  arrived  at.     That  was  bin  attitude  ; 
it  was  not  one  of  non  possumus  by  any 
means,  and  it  never  had  been.  They  had 
to  take  the  greatest  care  in  the  choice  of 
the   remedy  they  proposed  for    the   evil 
tbey    bad   to  deal  with.     The  Govern- 
ment, however,  in  the  preparation  of  this 
Bill  had  taketi  no  rare  whatever.     They 
had  roughly,   without    a  moment's  con- 
s'idem  tion,  ba.«cd   their   Bill  upon  the  re- 
commendations  of  the  Matbew  Commis- 
sion.    The    Chief    Secretary,    however, 
had  himself  l^een   foremost  in   deploring 
^the  fact  that  the  Commission   had  taken 
ridence  on  one  side  only.     How  much 
Btter  the   Commission  would  have  been 
able  to  judge  of   the  policy  of  relustate- 
ment  if  they  bad   beard  evidence  on  be- 
half of  the  landlords  an  well  a;*  on  behalf 
of  the   tenants.     So  far    from  deciding 
t>etweeu  reinstatement  and   purchase,  the 
Matbew    Commission    seemed    to    have 
drawn     no    distinction    in     their    minds 
l^etween  the  two  policies.     The  Commis- 
sion  had   put  forward  the   iilea  that  the 
policy  of   reinstatement  had   l»een  sanc- 
tioned by  Parliament  when  they  passed 
the  13th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1891.  That 
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f  nanntion,  however^  did  not  eontahi  one 
word  aljout  reinstatement,  but  ad%*ocat^ 
I  merely  voluntary  purcbafie.  The  Go- 
I  vemmeut  borrowed  this  policy  whcleaale 
from  the  recomniendaiiona  of  tiie 
Mathew  Commission,  and  then  put  for- 
ward this  Bill  on  the  plea  of  expedietioj. 
Was  it  possiWe  that  the  policy  uf  reiu- 
^tatement  could  l»e  put  forwfird  on  the 
plea  of  expe*Ueucy  .''  Was  it  notobviou.i 
I  they  must  prov^e  that  injustice  must  have 
boon  done  by  the  landlord,  and  was  it  not 
I  true  that  the  Government  themselves  hail 
«  set  up  a  tribunal  to  decide  whether  the 
landlords  had  lx*en  just  or  unjust  ?  That 
was  not  a  policy"  of  e.\ pedi eney  but  of 
retribution.  With  one  voice  the  Go- 
vernment said  they  wished  to  heal  a 
social  sore,  and  yet  at  the  same  time  they 
were  advocating  a  poiicy  which  would 
lead  to  law-suits  all  over  Ireland,  and 
wherever  a  tenant  was  reinstated  it 
would  tje  looked  upon  as  a  punishment 
on  the  landlord  for  gross  and 
callous  cruelty  in  the  management  of  his 
estate.  They  would  make  it  a  matter  pf 
personal  honour  for  every  single  landlortl 
to  take  advantage  of  provisions  of  the 
Bill  and  show  cause  why  a  tenant  should 
not  be  rcinstateib  This  policy  of  ma- 
statement  was  advocated,  an  a  wboledale 
remedy,  for  the  first  lime  in  the  Keport  to 
which  he  had  alluded.  Even  hon.  Geu- 
tletnen  from  Ireland  had  not  previously 
recommended  it,  except  as  a  punishment 
to  be  infiicted  upon  recalcitrant  landlords 
who  would  not  sell.  But  now,  like  the 
rain  of  heaveit.  it  was  to  fall  alike  upon 
the  just  and  upon  the  unjust*  If  the 
Chief  Secretary  told  him  that  it  was  m>t 
so  because  lus  trilnmal  would  decide,  and 
in  the  ca*^e  of  the  jus^t  landlord  would  not 
compel  him  to  receive  the  tenant  Imck, 
did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  see  in 
what  dilemma  he  was  landed  ?  If  the 
tribunal  intervened  to  save  the  landlord 
from  reinstatement  because  he  Wft«  just, 
then  it  was  evident  ilie  policy  of  the 
Government  would  only  alfeet  a  com- 
paratively small  area  in  Ireland*  This 
policy  of  wholesale  reiuBtatement  would 
either  alfect  the  just  landlords  or  it  would 
not.  If  the  tribunal  stepped  in  to  save 
the  just  landlord,  the  Bill  would  not  lutHit 
the  difficulties,  l^cau^e  in  this  very  Re* 
port  of  the  Mathew  Commission,  If  hoti. 
Members  would  turn  to  the  40th  pfira* 
graph,  they  would  see  it  stttted — 
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•^  t^M   .  bfouglit  l>efom  Vk%  we  find  I 
fiare  given  larg»?  and  ereu 

fbe  Commissioners  were  speakiDg  of  the 

kudlords   upon  these   IT  Plau  of  Cam- 

ligu  estates  *,  therefore  it  followed  that ' 

j»on  the  very  estates  the  Government 

riahod    to   do«l    witli    there   had     been 

Ian  J  cases  in  which  the   landlords  had 

cted    not   only   jnHlIy    bnt   generously. 

fhese  landlords  might  light  ;  in  fact,  the 

IHl  would  force   them    to    fight    before 

Iiis  tribuuttl,  and  was  it  not  certain  that 

ieir   tenants  would  not  be  reini^tated  ? 

luppO!<e  tiie  Government    attempted   to 

Bii force  ttj  wa^  not  their  policy  nbiquiton.'*^ 

Ind  if  Ihey  failed  to  enforoe  it  was  it  not 

Ibortive  ?     He  would  venture,  even  now, 

aek  the  GoverDment   to  consider  the 

llternative  which  they  practically  refused 

argue  in  Committee,  because,  whether 

Jiey  inflicted  injustice  or  failed  to  meet 

lie  case,  their  policy  would  not  bring  a 

message  of  peace  ;  it  would  be  an  iucite- 

iient  to  a  renewal  of  hostilities.     If  they 

>reed  the  landlord   who  had  acted  not 

Inly   justly   bnt  generout^ly    to    receive 

nek  a  tenant  to  lose  all  the  expenses  he 

^ad   legally   incurred,  what    peace   and 

harmony  wouhl  they   have  ?     If,  on   the 

pther  hand,  the  fase   was   ho  monstrous 

lat  no   tribunal   would   force   the  tand- 

[>rd     to    reinstate     the    tenant,    would 

^Ot     a     cootinual     agitation     bo     kept 

Vp     until     further     and     more     drastic 

pegialation    obtained     the     sanction     of 

aiB   House  ?     This  policy  of  reinstate- 

aeut,  he    thought,  stood  condemned  on 

318  ground*     He  would  a?^k  the  Govern- 

tteut  to  consider  whether  the  poHcy  of 

purchase  had  not  something  to  be  m\A  in 

favour  ?  By  the  poMey  of  purchase  be 

aeant    vohiutary  purchaJiC,  because  com- 

ptlldory     purchase    hibonred     under    the 

(lain  disabilities*  that  he  bad  indicated  in 

iio  policy  of  reinstatement.     Compulsory 

purchase    would  give,    for   one  thing,  a 

eeittl    advantage     to    these    particular 

finnts  which  had  long  been  denied  to  the 

^ulk  of  the  Irish  tenants.  On  that  ground 

llono    he   rejected  cornpnlsory  purchase. 

Jut  taking  voluntary  purchase,   he  knew 

if  DO  argument  whicli  had  l^en  brought 

_kgainst  it  except   t!ie    mere   cuckoo  cry 

•that    the  13th  section  of  the   Land  Act 

bitil  failed.     The  bon.  Member  for  South 

Tyrone  had    doalt  with  one   ground    for 

failure,  and    the  two  other  grounds 


were  that  that  section  contained  no  ade* 
qnate  provision  for  dealing  with  the 
question  of  arrears  and  costs,  and  it  left 
the  two  parties  to  approach  each  other. 
If  they  so  extended  the  policy  of  the 
iritli  section  as  to  institute  a  trihitnal 
wlu'ch,  where  it  considered  the  sale  of  a 
whole  estate  was  for  the  benefit  of  the 
locality,  should  fix  the  price  and  aBBees 
tlie  amount  it  was  prepared  to  give  for 
arrears  and  costs  and  compensation  for 
disturbance,  and  then  left  the  three 
parties  to  take  or  leave  their  decision,  he 
believed  that  would  be  operative  in  more 
cases  than  would  be  touched  by  the  Bill, 
and  that  the  three  parties  would  only 
too  gladly  welcome  their  deliverance  from 
the  bitter  legacv  of  ancient  feuds, 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  During  the 
speech  1  delivered  a  short  time  ago  I 
used  a  term  which  I  wish  to  recall.  The 
expression  I  used  was,  **  betrayed  the 
tenants."  I  wish  to  recall  the  word 
"  betrayed  "     I  used  it  hastily. 

Mr,  W.  O'Brien  was  underBtood  to 
accept  the  explanation, 

Mr.  bodkin  (Rogcmnmon,  N.)  said, 
that  there  was  no  question  that  in  some 
senses  this,  as  had  been  said,  was  a  smalt 
Bill.  It  dealt  with  a  comparatively  small 
sum  of  money,  with  a  snmll  number  of 
men,  and  he  thought  ho  should  be  able  to 
show  that  it  was  one  of  the  most  mode- 
rate Bills  ever  proposed,  and,  moreover, 
was  one  which,  in  Ids  view,  would  confer 
benefits  upon  every  class  that  it  touched. 
It  would  lienefit  not  merely  the  evicted, 
liut  the  e victors,  and  even  also  the  land- 
grabbers*  Though  it  wnsS  a  small  Bill  it 
was  one  of  vital  importance  to  the  Irish 
people.  It  went  straight  home  to  their 
hearts ;  it  touched  a  question*  that 
had  been  ever  present  to  them  during  the 
last  two  years,  and  from  the  settlement 
of  which  by  that  House  they  had  been 
waiting  with  a  painful  patience.  He 
thought  that  every  Member  of  the  House, 
if  he  would  bnt  speak  from  his  he^irt,  was 
honestly  anxious  that  the  poor  evict43d 
ttnints  should  get  back  to  their  holdings. 
These  men  had  waited  for  relief  wnth  a 
patience  which  was  beyond  all  praise  ; 
and  be  believed  that  no  one  really  wished 
that  relief  should  be  denied  to  them. 
Viewed  from  the  side  of  humanity,  this 
was  a  large  question,  as  4,000  tenants 
with  their  innocent  wives  and  families 
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were   involved  in   the  issue.     The  poor 
people  had  waited  not  only  patiently,  but 
crimeless ly,    trusting    to   I^irliumeut    to 
give  them  redress.     What  was  the  Bill  ? 
It  was    a  moderate  aud  equitable  Bill, 
and,  as  he  had  said,  it  benefited  every  class 
that  it  touched.     It  was  doubly  blessed  ; 
it  blessed  him  who  gave  and  him  who 
took.     It  was  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved   its  rejection  that  it  was  a 
Bill  to  pay  criminal  conspirators  out  of 
the  plunder  of  a  Church.     He  did  not 
wish  to  be  offensive  to  the  landlord  class, 
therefore  he  should  not  adopt  the  hon. 
Member's  words.      But  who    were    the 
people  who  were  to  be  paid  by  this  Bill  ? 
The  very  class  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  represented.    Of  this  £250,000 
almost  the  entire  sum  would  pass  into 
the  pockets  of  the  Irish  landlords.     If 
the  hon.  Member  called  them  criminal 
conspirators  that  was  no  reason  why  he 
should  follow  the  example.     What  was 
the    grievance  under    which    the    Irish 
landlords     laboured  ?       They     had     at 
present    on    their    hands    derelict    and 
evicted  farms  for  which  they  were  unable 
to  find  tenants.     These  farms  were  ab- 
solutely worthless    to  them  aud  to  the 
community.     They  had  no  hope  of  ever 
getting  one  penny  of  arrears  of  rent  which 
were  due  by  the  evicted  tenants,  and  what 
was   the    injustice  which  this  Bill    im- 
posed   upon    them  ?       What    was    the 
grievance  of  which  they  complained,  for 
they  always  heard  of  this  measure  as  one 
for  the  punishment  of  the  Irish  landlords.'^ 
They   would   get   back  a  tenant  where 
before  they  had  no  hope  of  a  tenant,  and 
two  full  years'  rent  in  addition,  and,  if 
they  did  not  like  that,  they  had  purchase 
instead.     W^here   was   the   grievance  in 
asking  the  landlords  to  come  under  such 
a  system  of  compulsory  purchase  ?     The 
Marquess  of  Londonderry  had  stated  it  as 
his  opinion  that  the  system  of  compulsory 
purchase  should  be  extended  to  all  the 
landlords  in  Ireland.      This  terrible  Bill 
did  no  more  than  to  apply  to  a  limited 
section  the  powers  which  the  Marquess 
of  Londonderry  was  desirous  should  be 
applied  to  every  landlord  in  Ireland.     It 
did  more.     It  gave  to  these  landlords  a 
power  and  privilege  never  before  given 
to    any    other    landlords    in   Ireland — 
namely,  that  of   immediately    receiving 
and  retaining  the  one-fifth   which  every 
other  landlord  was  obliged  to  leave  in  the 
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hands  of  theLand  Commission  as  secur 

Where  was  the  evil  to  the  landlord  in 

this  ?     If  the  Bill  were  not  adopted  i 

farms  would  remain  vacant,  no  rent  wa 

be  received  by  the  landlords,  aud  he  co 

find  no  other  motives  except  malice  i 

vindictiveness  that  Induced  the  landlt 

to  prefer  the  condition  in  which  he  J 

now,  with  his  lands  running  waste  a 

no  prospect  of  their  being  tenanted,  to  1 

condition  of  getting   a    large  pnrchi 

money  or  a  solvent  tenant,  as  he  woi 

get  in  the  alternative  given  under  1 

Bill.      There  were  another  class    tl 

were  told  must  be  considered — name 

the   land-grabbers.     He  did  not  prof< 

any  special  sympathy  with  them,  but  th 

were  represented    by    their    friends 

models  of  all  the   virtues.     The  lai 

grabber,  they  were  told,  was  a  person 

be  hedged  round  with  all  kinds  of  cf 

and  tender  precautions,  and   treated 

tenderly   as   a  geranium   or   an   orch 

When  they  said  that  the  land-grabl 

had  acted  within  his  legal  rights  th 

had  said  all   that  could  be  said  in   ] 

favour.  What  were  his  special  privily 

and  virtues  ?  He  would  tell  them.  Wh 

the  tenant  and  the  landlord  were  at  n 

— ^and  everybody  now  admitted  that  t 

tenant  had  good  reason  for  the  action 

took — the  land-grabber  stepped  in  fn 

a  mere  sordid  motive  of  personal  aggra 

disement  and  seized  the  property  of  1 

neighbour.    He  could  understand,  and, 

a  certaiu  extent,  sympathise  with  a  Ian 

lord    who    said    he     would     stand 

his    class     whether    they     were     rig 

or      wrong ;       but      what     were     t 

special    considerations   which  should 

extended  to  the  man  who  from  the  m( 

sordid   motives    of    personal    gain    h 

deserted  his  own  class  ?      He  thoug 

if  the  land-grabber  were  fairly  compc 

sated,  if  he  was  not  injured — as  he  I 

lievcd  he  would  not  be— and  if  he  iv 

benefited,  as  he  would  be  under  this  Bj 

any  more  could  not  be  asked  in  his  I 

half.     The    hon.  Member    for    Tyro 

would  bear  him  out  when  be  said  that 

very  large  number  of  these  land-grabb< 

were  only  too  anxious  to  get  out  of  t 

position  in  which  they  were,  apart  frc 

any  violence  or  suggestion  of  violence 

the  part  of  their  neighbours.     The  he 

Member  for  South  Tyrone  had  told  the 

that  he  planted  the  grabbers  himself 

the  Brooke  Estate  as  an  act  of  war.     ] 
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believed  these  particular  grabbers  were 
at  the  present  time  very  nearly  starved 
out,  and  they  would  be  delighted  if  they 
could  get  the  terms  this  Bill  gave  them 
of  an  honourable  truce  and  treaty,  and  if 
they  could  go  out  with  the  honours  of 
war — and  perhaps  some  of  the  booty  of 
war  along  with  it — in  their  pockets. 
The  land-grabbers  would  benefit  by  the 
Bill,  and  it  was  right  to  make  it  apply  to 
all  land-grabbers  and  to  make  it  compul- 
«ory  in  their  regard.  The  Bill  gave  the 
land-grabber  the  option  of  saying  whe- 
ther he  would  Stay  in  or  go  out.  It  did 
not  affect  the  public  opinion  of  the 
district — no  Bill  could  do  that — but  it 
^ve  him  the  legal  option  to  stay  in  or 
gio  out.  The  vast  majority  of  the  land- 
-grabbers were  anxious  to  go  out  on  re- 
ceiving the  compensation  this  Bill  afforded 
them,  and  its  rejection  would  deprive 
them  of  the  opportunity  they  were  so 
anxious  to  embrace.  It  was  said  that  a 
voluntary  Bill  would  settle  this  question, 
but  he  and  the  Party  to  which  he  be- 
longed held  a  different  opinion.  But, 
after  all,  what  did  the  difference  between 
the  two  Parties  amount  to  ?  Compul- 
sion under  this  Bill  only  applied  to  cases 
in  which  compulsion  was  necessary. 
Suppose  that  the  one  man  who  refused 
to  come  before  the  tribunal  set  up  by  the 
Bill  were  the  most  noble  the  Marquess 
of  Clanricarde.  Was  there  a  man  in  the 
House  who  would  say  that  he  was  not  a 
man  to  whom  compulsion  would  fairly 
apply  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone 
had  promised  to  back  a  Bill  for  that 
nobleman's  expropriation,  and  he  (Mr. 
Bodkin)  and  his  hon.  Friends  merely 
asked  that  in  a  case  in  which  the  laud- 
lord  had  ruthlessly  and  cruelly  exercised 
a  power  ^hich  an  unjust  law  had 
given  him  the  House  of  Commons 
should  step  in  and  adjust  the  balance. 
Surely  that  was  a  case  in  which  compul- 
sion might  be  fairly  applied.  Over  1,000 
human  souls — men,  women,  and  children 
— dependent  upon  the  will  of  Lord  Clan- 
ricarde, had  been  evicted.  He  had  made 
desolate  a  whole  stretch  of  country,  and 
the  Irish  Representatives  might  fairly 
ask  the  House  to  redress  the  Avrong  he 
faad  done.  Not  content  with  driving 
these  men  out  of  their  holdings,  he  had 
deprived  them  of  the  shelter  they  had 
obtained,  and  the  unfortunate  tenants 
who  had  afforded  them  that  shelter  had 


in  turn  suffered — that  being  their  only 
crime.  Was  that  the  man  the  House 
would  protect  from  compulsion  ?  On  the 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde^s  estate  alone 
there  were  over  200  families  to  whom 
gross  injustice  had  been  done,  and  each 
case  demanded  redress.  Was  such  a  man 
as  that  the  kind  of  person  over  whom 
the  House  would  extend  its  segis  ?  It 
had  been  urged  that  it  was  impossible 
for  that  House  to  do  justice  to  the  tenants 
unless  they  did  some  injustice  to  the 
landlords.  Even  if  that  were  so,  was  it 
not  a  case  in  which  they  ought  not  to 
hesitate  and — 

•«  To  do  a  great  right,  do  a  little  wrong, 
And  curb  this  cruel  devil  of  his  will." 

They  were  told  that  the  House  of  Cont- 
mons  was  merely  a  Debating  Assembly 
for  this  purpose,  and  that  whatever  they 
might  do  was  subject  to  the  will  of 
another  place  ;  that  all  their  words  and 
actions  were  to  be  revised  and  controlled 
by  the  Lords  in  the  neighbouring  building, 
who,  whatever  this  Ij^ouse  might  choose 
to  do,  would  throw  out  the  Bill.  At  any 
rate,  he  hoped  that  they  would  not  identify 
themselves  in  any  way  with  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  House  who  would  do 
all  in  their  power  to  throw  out  the  Bill. 
The  people  of  Ireland  had  waited  for  two 
long  years  in  the  hope  of  conciliation, 
and  during  that  long  time  the  country 
had  been  absolutely  quiet,  law-abiding 
and  peaceful ;  and  they  were  proud  indeed 
to  be  told  that  that  result  was  due  to 
the  efforts  of  his  Party.  They  had 
been  told  by  the  Unionist  Members  of 
the  House  that  their  proper  course  to 
pursue  was  to  wait,  and  that  as  soon  as 
they  convinced  the  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons  of  the  reality  of  their 
grievances,  those  grievances  would  be 
redressed  in  a  proper  and  constitutional 
way.  Well,  they  had  convinced  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
the  Imperial  Government  of  the  country 
had  endorsed  that  opinion  by  bringing 
forward  the  present  Bill.  If  the  House 
of  Lords  threw  out  the  Bill — as  they 
were  told  it  would — what  answer  were 
they  to  give  to  the  Irish  people  after 
waiting  patiently  for  two  long  years? 
Having  patiently  trusted  the  Imperial 
Parliament — "asking  for  bread,  they 
would  be  given  a  stone,"  and  told  that 
there  was  no  justice  or  redress  for  them 
from  the  House  of  Commons,  because 


Tenanii  ArbUraiion  (COMMONSj 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


30^  J 


the  veto  wiis  in  the  House  of  Lords,  bj 
whom  tbe  decision  was  to  be  giveu.  If 
the  Peers  were  to  accept  or  reject  BilU 
that  were  seot  up  to  them  just  as  thej 
tliought  fit,  tlien  in  reality  Ireland  wouid 
be  governed,  not  by  tbe  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment at  all,  but  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
Irish  Meml>ers  had  been  accused  of 
starting  an  agitation  throughout  Ireland 
in  order  to  beneHt  themselves.  He 
scorned  to  answer  so  baselesifi  an  imputa- 
tion. They  had  been  accused  of  violence 
and  of  showing  no  conciliation.  Were 
they  expected  to  ait  down  tamely  under 
such  circumstances  ?  Were  they  to  say 
to  the  4,000  people  who  looked  to  them 
for  redress — '*  You  may  starve;  you  are 
to  serve  as  examples  and  scarecrows  ; 
you  are  to  have  no  help  ;  the  House  of 
Commons  wiJI  not  assist  you  **  't  Their 
answer  was  that  they  had  come  to  the 
House  with  one  object  alone^  neglecting 
their  own  means  of  livelihood,  and  disre- 
•garding  the  homo  ties  so  dear  to  Irish 
hearts.  They  had  ^one  what  they  con- 
sidered ivas  their  houndeu  duty  towards 
their  country,  and  in  doing  so  had  not 
counted  the  personal  cost.  If  the  Lords 
rejected  the  Bill  the  Irish  Representatives 
w^ould  be  again  sent  back  to  Ireland 
empty-handed,  and  in  that  case  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  not  w^ait  on  quietly  for 
another  indefinite  period,  sulfering  in  the 
meantime injusttcoand  misery.  Who  could 
blame  them  ?  After  the  way  their 
appeal  for  justice  had  been  heard,  would 
they  not  take  the  remedy  into  their  own 
hands  ?  He  believed  that  the  Irish 
people  had  a  weapon  still  that  would 
bring  their  cause  to  a  triumphant  issue, 
and  the  weapon  that  would  win  them  the 
battle  was  strong,  steady,  and  united 
agitation.  That  had  been  heretofore, 
and  they  were  now  told  w^as  still  the 
only  weapon  by  which  even  an  instalment 
of  justice  could  l>e  wrung  from  the  Im- 
perial Parliament. 

Mk.  CORBETT  (Glasgow,  Trade- 
6 ton)  said,  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
must  learn  that  a  threatening  attitude 
had  no  effect  upon  the  British  people, 
who  in  this,  as  in  other  matters,  would 
go  on  their  way  dealing  out  justice 
between  man  and  man,  irresjiective  of 
any  threats  of  violence  w*hich  might  lie 
addressed  to  them.  He  confessed  that 
he  was  much  struck  by  some  of  the 
Mr^  Bodkin 


remarks  of  the  hon.  Memljer  for  CorJc^^ 
who  had  said  that  it  was  necessary  for  , 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  to  get  redreaa  bj 
one  means  or  auother^  antl  that  the 
pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  the  land* 
lords  and  others  in  Ireland  under  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  was  very  similar  io  Ita 
character  to  that  brought  to  bear  by 
political  organisations  and  agitations  io 
this  country  upon  soriul  questions.  Those 
who  had,  like  himself,  visited  Tipperary 
when  it  w^as  under  the  directorship  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  kuew^  that  na 
parallel  at  all  could  be  drawn  with  any 
political  orgnnisatiou  in  any  part  of  Eng* 
land,  Scotland  J  or  elsewhere  throughout 
the  Empire.  No  British  party  had  ever 
set  spies  outside  boycotted  shops  to  foUour 
people  who  purchased  goods  there  anil 
assault  them  aud  destroy  the  goods.  Na 
British  party  had  ever  compelled  tenants 
to  leave  their  own  houses  and  shops  and 
go  into  quarters  built  for  them  by 
H  political  league  making  themselves 
curetiikers  for  the  priests.  It  waa 
useless  for  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
appeal  to  British  Radicals  as  if  they  had 
anything  in  common,  and  ask  them  to 
support  a  policy  of  degradation  aud 
tyranny.  ]So  one  could  be  surprised  that 
the  Government  had  done  their  utmost 
to  confine  the  discussion  on  the  BUt 
within  the  narrowest  limits,  for  it  related 
to  a  subject  upon  which  they  were  not 
likely  to  gain  the  sympathy  of  any  hon. 
Membej*s  who  represented  English  con- 
stituencies. When  the  real  facts  of  the 
case  became  thoroughly  exposed  they 
could  not  hope  to  carry  with  them  the 
sympathy  of  British  electorates.  Every 
Amendment  mo  veil  and  every  Divisiou 
taken  would  have  the  effect,  therefore^ 
of  damaging  this  measure,  by  expoding 
its  character  more  fully  to  the  public 
at  large.  No  Scotchman  or  Englishman 
if  left  to  himself  w^ouUl  have  devise*!  a 
proposal  by  which  a  landlord  who  haU 
l>ought  a  property  10  years  ago  shoulii 
be  obliged  now  to  take  backti  tenant  who 
had  been  evicted  five  years  before  he 
became  the  owner.  This  measure  could 
riot  be  defended  upon  the  ground  that 
these  tenants  had  been  evicted  under 
harder  land  laws  than  prevailed  in  other 
civilised  countries.  [Mr.  Bodkin  :  Oh, 
oh  IJ  Would  the  hon.  Member  name 
one   civilised    countrv   where   the    laud 
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laws  were  more  favourable  to  the  teuauts 
and  the  tenants  were  more  secure  against 
the  landlords  than  Ireland  ?  [Mr. 
Bodkin  :  England.]  Well,  he  ventured 
to  say  if  a  proposal  were  made  to  as- 
similate the  lancl  laws  of  Ireland  to  those 
of  England  the  Irish  tenants  would  have 
something  to  say  to  it,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  would  be 
likely  to  oppose  it  very  strongly  in  the 
interests  of  the  tenants  in  his  con- 
stituency. It  was  said  that  some  laud- 
lords  in  Ireland  had  carried  out  their 
powers  very  harshly,  and  perhaps  some 
of  them  might  be  said  to  have  had  a 
doable  dose  of  original  sin.  But  even  if 
it  could  be  proved  that  some  of  the  Irish 
landlords  had  carried  out  their  powers  in 
a  very  hard  way,  that  would  be  no 
justification  for  punishing  not  only  the 
landlord  who  had  evicteil,  but  the  laud- 
lord  who  succeeded  him  in  his  title,  as 
was  done  by  this  Bill.  There  was  one 
element  of  this  proposal  which  showed  a 
good  deal  of  insincerity  in  the  attacks  made 
by  the  present  Government  against  the  pro- 
posals of  the  late  Unionist  Administration. 
The  danger  of  the  land  proposals  of  the 
late  Government,  it  was  contended,  lay 
in  British  credit  being  used  to  enable 
Irish  tenants  to  acquire  their  holdings, 
but  the  danger  of  the  present  measure 
arose  from  the  fact  that  it  was  not  for 
the  benefit  of  the  best  kind  of  tenants. 
When  the  land  purchase  proposals  of  the 
late  Government  were  before  the  House 
hon.  Members  said  that  serious  risk  was 
to  be  thrown  on  British  taxpayers,  be- 
cause British  credit  was  to  be  used  for 
carrying  out  land  purchase  in  Ireland. 
But  now  British  credit  was  going  to  be 
used  for  carrying  out  purchases,  not  by 
the  best,  most  deserving,  and  most 
solvent  tenants  in  Ireland,  who  were  the 
most  likely  to  meet  their  obligations, 
but  on  behalf  of  those  who  either  would 
not  or  could  not  pay  the  rents  which  had 
been  fixed  for  them  by  the  Land  Courts 
established  for  their  protection.  A  pro- 
posal of  this  sort  could  not  seriously 
be  relied  on  to  promote  the  interests  of 
the  peace  of  Ireland.  They  could  not 
promote  the  interests  of  peace  by  enabling 
those  who  had  openly  defied  the  law  to 
see  they  had  been  able  to  defeat  the 
law ;  they  could  not  secure  against 
criminal  conspiracy  in  the  future  by  a 
surrender  to  the  criminal  conspirators  of 


the  past ;  and  this  Government  could 
only  secure  peace  in  Ireland,  as  in  all 
other  parts  of  the  world  where  British 
authority  was  exercised,  by  showing  that 
they  would  never  surrender  to  threats, 
never  do  injustice,  but  calmly  go  on  their 
way,  holding  the  balance  evenly  between 
man  and  man  and  doing  justice  to  all. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
hour)  said,  the  indignant  language  in 
reference  to  threats  which  had  just  been 
addressed  to  the  House  followed  exactly 
the  language  used  on  a  previous  occasion. 
When  the  hon.  Member  stated  that  Par- 
liament would  never  surrender  to  threats, 
he  wondered  what  the  hon.  Member 
thought  of  the  threats  which  were  held 
out  by  the  Representatives  of  Irish  land- 
lords on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 
The  main  objection  to  the  measure  was 
that  it  introduced  the  principle  of  com- 
pulsion ;  but,  practically  speaking,  there 
was  very  little  compulsion  in  the  Bill. 
Certainly,  no  compulsion  was  placed  on 
the  new  tenant,  who  was  master  of  the 
situation.  If  he  objected  to  the  pro- 
ceedings they  were  at  an  end.  Where  a 
farm  was  in  the  hands  of  the  landlord,  or 
was  lying  derelict,  the  landlord  was 
offered  the  option  either  of  taking  the 
evicted  tenant  back,  or  of  selling  to  him. 
Where  was  the  compulsion  there  if  the 
evicted  tenants  were  to  be  reinstated,  or 
compensated,  where  objected  to  ?  Accord- 
ing to  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
had  been  brought  forward  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dealing  with  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign tenants.  That  was  the  whole 
tenour  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech.  But 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  those 
tenants  were  but  a  small  proportion  of 
the  tenants  who  would  come  under  the 
Bill.  The  Plan  of  Campaign  was  not 
started  until  Parliament  had  refused  to 
do  justice  to  the  Irish  tenants.  On  the 
question  of  compulsion  he  should  like  to 
have  known  what  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bristol  would  have  said  if  he  had 
been  present.  He  would  ask  bon.  Mem- 
bers whether  they  had  never  heard  of 
the  pressure  within  the  law  which  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach)  thought  it  necessary  to  apply  to 
certain  Irish  landlords  ?  Was  not  that 
compulsion  ?  If  there  was  anything  to 
regret  in  the  administration  of  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  it  was  that  he  had  not 
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dealt  with  the  same  determiDation  as  the 
right  hoD.  Member  for  West  Bristol  had 
dealt  with  the  landlords  iu  Ireland.  He 
must  venture  frankly  to  tell  the  Chief 


tenant.  What  he  complained  of  in  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  was  that  if  the  Chief 
Secretary,  instead  of  this  partial  compul- 
sion as   applied  to  the  landlord,  applied 


Secretary,  for  whom  he  had  a  great  per-  the  principle  of  compulsion  in  dealing 
sonal  respect,  that  a  great  deal  of  the  !  with  all  cases,  then  hon.  Gentlemen 
difficulty    of     the    situation    had    been  '  above   the    Gangway  would  have  been 


created  by  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
given  way  to  the  landlord  party  in  Ireland. 


glad  to  accept  this  small  bit  of  compal- 
sion.     The   Irish  Members  were  not  in 


Of  course,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  favour  of  compulsion  upon  Irish  landlords 
Member  for  Bristol  would  tell  them  that  or  anybody  else  if  there  was  any  other 
when  he  was  Chief  Secretary  he  never  !  way  of  settling  the  question.  They  were 
refused  police  for  eviction  duty,  but  he  interested  in  the  peace  of  the  country,  and 
was  most  careful  when  an  unreasonable  if  they  had  an  honest  conviction  in  their 
landlord  applied  to  him  for  protection,  ;  minds  that  there  was  any  means  of 
when  he  wanted  to  commence  a  cam-  settling  this  question  by  the  voluntary 
paigu  in  Ireland,  to  tell  the  representa-  j  principle  they  should  be  the  first  to  adopt 
tive  of  the  landlord  that  he  was  busy,  and  |  it.  He  noticed  that  hon.  Members  who 
to  call  again.  If  the  present  Chief  stood  up  and  declaimed  agaiust  compul- 
Secretary  would  tell  the  landlords  who  sion,  and  who  pointed  to  it  as  the  great 
persisted  iu  burning  down  the  houses  of  |  blot  on  the  Bill,  incidentally  came  roand 
their  unfortunate  tenantry  in  this  ruthless  [  to  some  man  who  was  a  leader  in  the 
work  of  eviction,  when  they  applied  for  Plan  of  Campaign,  or  a  leader  iu  politics 
police  protection  for  eviction  duty,  to  ,  in  his  district,  and  asked,  "  Will,  you 
call  again,  he  would  find  them  in  a  much  throw  this  man  back  upon  the  land- 
better  frame  of  mind  to  accept  a  mode-  lord  ?  ^'  Was  it  reasonable  to  assume 
rate  proposal.  It  had  been  said  by  many  that  in  the  case  of  men  who  had  been  in 
of  the  speakers  in  the  House  that  many  the  thick  of  the  fight  that  the  landlords 
of  the  men  who  were  going  to  be  rein-  were  likely  voluntarily  to  reinstate  them? 
stated — in  fact,  they  spoke  as  if  the  They  were  not  dealing  with  the  better 
whole  body  were  going  to  be  reinstated —  class  of  landlords  ;  not  with  those  who 
were  the  bad  characters  on  the  estate,  had  shown  forbearance  and  humanity, 
On  that  point  he  would  also  like  to  have  but  with  the  men  who  rack-rented,  who 
the  opinion  of  a  right  hon.  Member  of  ,  refused  concessions,  who  refused  to  give 
the  House  who  had  experience — the  ■  to  the  tenants  in  1886  the  concessions 
Member  for  Bristol.  When  application  wrung  from  them  by  the  Land  Act  of 
was  niaile  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  '  1887,  and  there  was  nothing  in  the 
before  the  Act  of  1887,  in  reference  to  history  of  these  men,  nothing  in  their 
the  very  crisis  they  were  dealing  with  in  i  relations  with  their  tenants,  which  would 
the  speeches  that  night  the  right  hon.  justify  them  for  one  moment  in  expecting 
Gentleman  made  inquiry  into  the  circum-  that  this  question  could  be  settled  if  any- 
stauces  of  these  evictions,  and  asked  \  thing  were  left  to  the  discretion  and  the 
questions  as  to  the  rent,  the  valuation,  voluntarv  action  of  these  men. 
the  capability  of  the  tenant  to  pay  the  Mk.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
rent,  and  he  should  like  to  have  the  I  W.)  said,  he  did  not  pretend  that  his 
valuable  testimony  of  the  right  hon.  ;  personal  opinion  on  this  matter  was  of  any 
Gentleman  as  to  whether  the  people  I  importance.  But  he  represented  to  a 
whom  he  endeavoured  to  keep  in  their  i  certain  extent  a  very  large  body  of 
farms  were  all  bad  characters.  The  hon.  opinion  which  he  felt  was  much  more 
Member  who  had  just  addressed  the  |  valuable  than  his  own.  He  did  not 
House  spoke  of  the  difficulty  created  for  represent  the  landlord  class,  or  any  class 
the  new  tenant  in  Ireland  by  placing  him  ;  directly  interested  in  this  question ;  and 
in  the  position  of  having  to  refuse  to  I  yet  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
sanction  proceedings  under  this  Act.  '  he  must  follow  the  example  of  the 
That  was  no  new  difficulty  created  by  j  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  and  vote 
this  Bill,  for  the  new  tenant  even  now  '  against  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
was  constantly  in  the  position  of  refusing  He  had  long  thought  there  was  a  possible 
to  allow  the  reinstatement  of  the  evicted  >  via  media  ;  he  had  said  so  from  the 
Mr,  Harrington 
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begiiiDiDg ;  but  he  supposed  now  it  was 
absolutely  too  late.  What  the  Unionist 
Party  had  to  complain  of  was  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  treated  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill  throughout  as  if 
they  were  enemies  of  the  public  peace.  He 
thought  the  Bill  might  have  had  a  real 
success  if  it  had  been  made  voluntary, 
but  unfortunately  no  proposal  in  that 
direction  would  be  received  by  the  other 
side.  It  was  said  that  the  Opposition 
had  given  no  reasons  for  their  policy. 
But  the  Opposition  had  been  given  no 
opportunity  of  stating  their  arguments, 
and  therefore  it  was  unfair  to  say  that 
they  were  to  blame  for  not  advancing 
arguments  Jn  support  of  their  policy.  It 
seemed  to  be  supposed  that  this  Bill  was 
entirely  an  Irish  Bill — that  it  dealt  merely 
with  Irish  landlords  and  Irish  tenants. 
The  Bill,  however,  appealed  to  a  totally 
different  set  of  considerations.  There 
were  considerations  in  connection  with 
this  Bill  which  affected  not  only  Irish 
landlords  and  tenants,  but  other  classes  of 
the  community,  and  those  considerations 
would  have  to  be  faced.  He  could  assure 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  there  was  a 
genuine  and  legitimate  opposition  to  this 
Bill  from  large  classes  of  the  community 
who  were  entitled  to  be  heard.  There 
were  many  who  felt  that  there  were 
duties  incumbent  upon  a  great  State  like 
this,  and  that  those  duties  could  never  be 
disregarded.  There  were  many  who  felt 
that  there  were  propositions  in  the  Bill 
at  variance  with  what  was  right  and 
honest  in  private  and  public  life.  The 
proposals  in  the  Bill  to  legalise  wrong 
and  to  make  a  new  form  of  fraud  a 
meritorious  action  would  not  be  tolerated 
for  a  moment  in  private  life  ;  and  to 
reward  persons  who  had  no  claim  except 
their  successful  resistance  to  the  law  was 
an  insane  thing  in  the  interest  of  the 
State.  There  were  many  outside  that 
House  who  regarded  the  Bill  as  contrary 
to  the  traditions  of  their  national  life,  and 
who  felt  that  if  they  gave  their  sanction 
to  the  Bill  they  would  l)e  doing  violence 
to  the  best  and  most  noble  sentiments  of 
their  national  life.  He  was  moved  by 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth,  but  he  must  remind  him 
that  they  had  their  feelings  and 
their  sense  of  honour  as  well 
as  the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends, 
and  that  they  had  duties  to  perform  to 


those  they  represented.  He  felt  it  ab- 
solutely as  a  matter  of  duty  on  behalf  of 
thousands  of  men  and  women  in  Ireland, 
and  he  was  bound  under  no  considerations 
whatever  to  recognise  the  violence  to  the 
great  principles  of  honesty  and  fair  deal- 
ing between  man  and  man  which  he  be- 
lieved was  inflicted  by  this  Bill.  Those 
were  his  sincere  feelings ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  would  like  to  know  whether  it 
was  yet  too  late  to  give  effect  to  a  senti- 
ment, which  was  far  more  general  than 
some  people  imagined,  in  favour  of  com- 
promise. His  own  earnest  desire,  even 
at  this  moment,  was  to  see  some  settle- 
ment arrived  at  and  an  avenue  of  escape 
found  from  this  administrative  difficulty, 
which  undoubtedly  did  exist  in  Ireland. 
He  recognised  the  difficulty  that  existed 
in  Ireland,  and  he  should  be  honestly  and 
truly  glad  if  some  solution  could  be 
arrived  at  which  his  sense  of  duty  would 
allow  him  to  support.  If,  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  the  Bill  could  be  so  framed 
that  unhappy  evicted  tenants  could 
receive  by  the  grace  of  Parliament  that 
which  they  could  not  obtain  as  a  right, 
he  should  be  glad  to  accept  it.  But  he 
could  not  on  this  question  separate  him- 
self from  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged. 
It  was  absolutely  impossible  for  the 
Members  of  that  Party  to  conceal  their 
hatred  and  detestation  of  many  things 
that  had  been  done  in  Ireland  ;  and  they 
could  never  give  their  consent  to  a  com- 
pulsory Bill  of  this  kind,  because  they 
were  convinced  it  would  do  grave  wrong 
to  many  honest  and  honourable  men. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  said,  it  had 
so  often  been  urged  in  the  course  of  the 
Debate  that  the  opposition  to  the  Bill 
came  altogether  from  the  landlord  fac- 
tion, and  from  a  "junta  of  Irish  land- 
lords " — as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin  said — that  bethought 
it  well  as  the  Representative  of  a  borough 
to  express  his  view,  and  the  view  of  his 
constituents,  with  regard  to  the  Bill. 
None  of  his  constituents  were  directly 
affected  by  anything  contained  in  the 
Bill,  for  he  did  not  suppose  there  was  a 
single  landlord  who  had  evicted  a  tenant 
or  a  single  evicted  tenant  who  would 
come  under  the  Bill  residing  in  his  con- 
stituency ;  but  they  regarded  the  Bill  as 
a  serious  matter  for  the  peace  of  Ireland, 
and  one  that  required  their  most  careful 
consideration.     He    should    be   glad   to 
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agree  with  the  principle  of  forget  and 
forgive  ;  to  wipe  out  the  past,  and  to  let 
bygones  be  bygones  ;  but  in  his  view  the 
permanent  mischief  that  would  be  caused 
by  the  Bill  would  be  50  times  greater 
than  any  temporary  good  that  could  be 
effected  by  it.  But  if  he  could  have 
brought  himself  to  support  the  Bill  at  all, 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
to-night  would  have  convinced  him  that 
it  was  his  duty  to  vote  against  the  Bill. 
For  what  did  the  House  hear  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ?  Instead  of  the  men  at 
whose  door  the  whole  blame  for  this  unfor- 
tunate state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  was  to  be 
laid,  acknowledging  that  perhaps  they  had 
acted  in  ignorance  of  the  law,  or  in  a 
spirit  of  great  rashness,  they  had  the 
founder  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  defend- 
ing,  before  the  House,  that  movement, 
and  threatening  and  insulting  the  land- 
lords. That  was  the  reply  to  the  noble 
and  touching  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bodmin  ;  that 
was  the  way  that  noble  speech  was  re- 
ceived by  the  Nationalist  Members.  He 
would  give  the  House  some  idea  of  the 
operations  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
It  appeared  that  in  the  year  1890  the 
tenants  on  the  Glcnsherrold  Estate 
owed  five  years'  arrears  of  rent,  amount- 
ing to  £2,600;  and  the  landlord 
offered  to  wipe  out  all  those  arrears  if 
the  tenants  would  pay  one  years  rent, 
less  30  per  cent.,  of  £384.  Tlie  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Limerick,  Dr.  O'Dwyer,  a 
most  eminent  ecclesiastic,  wrote  to  the 
parish  priest  at  Glcnsherrold,  strongly 
urging  the  people  to  accept  the  very 
favourable  terms  offeretl  by  the  landlord. 
'  What  happened  ?  On  the  11th  of  July, 
1890,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
of  Dublin,  went  down  to  Limerick,  and 
publicly  denounced  the  Bishop  for  ad- 
vising the  tenants  of  the  Glcnsherrold  pro- 
perty to  accept  this  offer  of  paying  £384, 
and  having  £220  of  arrears  wiped  off. 
Theiresult  was  that  the  tenants  refused  the 
landlord's  offer,  and  wont  in  for  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  And  yet,  in  face  of  an 
event  of  tliat  kind,  those  who  opposed 
the  Bill  were  charged  with  doing  a  very 
cruel  thing  to  the  evicted  tenants.  He 
believed  there  could  be  no  Bill  framed 
more  calculated  to  demoralise  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland.     On   the  day.  that 

Mr.  Ross 
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the  Bill  was  passed,  every  hoDest  tenant^ 
who  held  his  farm  and  complied  with  th^ 
law  in  the  face  of  threats  and  sometimes 
of  outrages  perpetrated  on  him,  would, 
feel  that  he  was  a  fool  ;  while  every" 
rogue  who  had  gone  in  for  lawlessDess 
would  think  himself  a  very  clever  fellow 
indeed.  If  those  were  the  object- 
lessons  the  House  intended  to  hold  out 
to  the  very  impressionable  people  of  Ire- 
land, it  was  a  very  black  look-out  for 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  this  Bill  was  an  absolutely  unpre- 
cedented Bill.  Attempts  had  been  nuide 
to  trace  some  of  its  principles  to  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  and  to  the  13th  sec- 
tion of  the  Land  Act  of  1887.  That 
meant  that  when  the  Unionist  Party  in  a 
case  of  emergency  advanced  to  the  ex- 
tremest  limit  they  could  go  and  made  a 
concession  in  the  Act  of  1887,  that  con- 
cession, instead  of  being  accepted  as  a 
compromise,  was  made  a  platform  from 
which  totally  new  and  serious  demands 
were  made.  He  disputed  altogether  the 
dangerous  method  of  reasoning  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  had 
indulged,  that  the  fact  that  the 
Unionist  Party  had  passed  the  13th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1887  under 
which  80  of  the  Ponsonby  tenants 
had  got  back  to  their  holdings  was 
an  argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
What  wa8  the  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 
The  gentlemen  called  Arbitrators  were 
to  proceed,  without  any  appeal,  to  re- 
verse the  decisions  of  the  Superior 
Court  of  Ireland  for  the  last  15  years. 
He  and  his  colleagues  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  represented  a  number  of  planters, 
or  the  descendants  of  planters,  of  a 
couple  of  centuries  ago ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  tenants  had  been  evicted  to 
make  room  for  them  ;  and  perhaps  if 
the  Bill  were  passed,  it  would  be  pro- 
posed to  extend  its  principle  to  the 
English  and  Scotch  settlers  of  Ulster. 
He  was  for  a  long  time  unable  to  per- 
suade himself  that  the  Bill  had  been 
drafted  by  any  serious  person.  He  could 
hardly  imagine  three  gentlemen  sitting 
down  to  consider  what  a  bo7id  ^fide  case 
was  ;  what  were  the  circumstances  of 
the  district  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
eviction ;  and  the  other  mysterious 
reasons  suggested  by  the  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  reinstating  a  tenant.  Why, 
those  gentlemen  were  to  be  absolutely 
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Eitrusted  with  powers  that  he  had  never 
rn  to  be  entrusted  before  to  u  judicial 
ly  other  lx>dj  iu  this  Kingdom*  It 
%a  said,  '*  Trust  those  Arbitrators ; 
key  lire  three  most  respectable  geotie- 
Biu**  But  there  were  some  tilings  that 
bo  person  could  he  eutruj^ted  with.  Were 
the  Arbitrators  to  bo  allowed  to  put  back 
rery  in«oleiit  teuaut,  every  idler,  every 
iu  who  had  druuk  him»eJf  out  of  his 
m  siuee  1879  ?  But  when  they 
^pointed  a  lawyer  of  great  emiueuce, 
Isiisted  by  two  other  emiueut  geutlemeu, 
gathered  that  it  was  in  tended  that 
ey  Bhouhl  exercit?e  some  discretioo,  aud 
insider  who  they  were  to  admit,  aud 
lio  they  were  not  to  admit.  Why  was 
ere  DO  guidance  giveu  to  those  geutle- 
m  ?  Was  the  whole  matter  to  be 
fl  to  their  whim  ?  Was  the  assiintauee 
be  awarded  according  to  merit,  aud 
are  those  tenaota  lu  be  considered  the 
3t  meritorious  who  Imd  defended  their 
Hist-'S  with  pitchfork;^  and  atones,  and 
broken  the  heads  of  the  police  ? 
fHfi  that  to  be  the  test  of  merit 
the  reverse  ?  From  ifie  begiu- 
ig  of  the  Bill  to  the  end  there  was  not 
line  to  guide  the  tribunal  about  to  be 
^pointed.  He  fancied  that  if,  iu  the 
jrse  of  their  Roving  Commiasiou,  the 
Oraini-ssiooers  rejected  the  claim  of  any- 
|e»  their  live?i  would  bo  very  uneu viable, 
tbey  would  have  to  be  provided  w^ith  , 
llet-proof  cuirasses.  What  struck  him  ' 
mo9t  extraordinary  iu  this  matter  was  i 
It  there  was  not  even  a  pretence  of  | 
ality  about  the  Bill.  lie  had  heard  , 
lish  Ra^llcals!,  one  after  the  other, 
ly  that  thif?  w^as  only  the  beginning, 
pd  that  they  would  go  on  to  further 
Bosures;  so  that  they  were  to  have»  not 
preJy  an  Evicted  Tenaots  Bill,  but  an 
ricted  tenants  code,  for  the  purpose  of 
filing  with  the  question.  With  regard 
i  the  new  tenants,  an  hon.  Member  hotl 
id  that  where  conditional  orders  were 
xle  against  tJiem  they  would  be  in- 
fteuced  by  moral  suasion.  Another  hon, 
|ember  had  said  tbey  would  1*q  influenced 
a  moral  blunderbuss — a  particularly 
fortunate  expression.  If  the  hou. 
ember  for  Mayo  went  amongst  the  neiv 
&ut6  lie  would  probably,  starting  with 
preamble  that  no  crime  w^as  to  be  per- 
il ted,  make  a  speech  to  the  etTect  that 
Jy  was  to  deal  with  them  and  that  i| 
py  were  to  be  isolated  and  left  to  manage 


as  best  they  could.  Would  ttiat  be 
efiective  ?  He  believed  it  would.  It 
would  be  possible  to  reduce  every  one  of 
the  tenants,  even  assuming  that  no  out* 
rage  was  committed  at  all.  It  must  be 
reDiembere<l  that  these  new  tenants  w*ere 
men  to  whom  the  credit  of  the  nation 
was  pledged*  Thej  entered  into  ilieir 
farms  at  a  time  when  an  infamous  con- 
spiracy was  being  deuounce<l  by  every 
lawyer  in  the  Kiugdom,  aud  by  others 
who  had  authority  to  speak  on  the  sub- 
ject of  moral ity»  Were  these  men  now 
to  be  delivered  over  to  the  tender  mercies 
of  their  enemies  ?  Were  tbey  to  be  com- 
peiJed  to  leave  their  farms  uotwithstiiuding 
all  the  labour  bestowed  on  their  cultivation? 
Hod.  Members  said  the  Bill  would  only 
affect  the  Irish  landlords,  whom  tbey  did 
not  care  for ;  but  ho  would  point  out  that 
it  would  atlect  the  tenants  a  great  deal 
more.  Tlie  biggest  landlord  in  Ireland 
was  not  the  Marquess  of  Ckiuricarde,  but 
the  British  taxpayer*  He  w*as  becoming 
a  bigger  and  bigger  landlord  every  day, 
though  he  was  only  in  receipt  of  a  rent- 
charge  which  was  terminable.  And  sup- 
posing at  some  future  time  an  Irish 
political  leader  ordered  that  the  instal- 
ments to  the  State  should  not  be  paid^ 
w*otild  the  Government  get  men  from  the 
North  of  Ireland  to  take  the  holdings  ?,. 
They  might  cull  long  and  loud,  but  tbey 
would  never  get  these  men  to  come  again. 
If  there  was  to  be  any  respect  for  law, 
the  new  tenants  could  not  be  abandoned. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  was 
very  frank.  He  rarely  concealed  hii* 
opinions.  In  1891,  at  Drogheda,  he 
mode  some  observations  which  were  very 
instructive, 

Mr.    DILLON  :    They   appeared    in 
The  Times  of  this  morning. 

Mb,  ROSS  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear 

that  the  hon.  Mejmber's  sayings  were  so 
widely  disseminated*  The  hon.  Member 
had  said  it  would  be  hopeless  for  any 
Irish  political  leader  again  to  call  on 
Irish  tenants  to  make  .^acrilices  for  the 
cause  if  the  Flan  of  Campaign  tenants 
were  left  in  the  lurch.  That  was  a 
strong  statement.  What  did  it  mean  ? 
It  meant  that  this  measure  was  a 
political  move  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
vancing the  political  cause  championed 
by  the  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Hayo.     The  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
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been  defended  on  the  ground  of  the  ex- 
cessive rents  which  had  been  charged, 
but  it  was  no  use  sajing  that  to  people 
who  lived  in  the  country .  Such  a  state- 
ment could  not  be  made  in  regard  to  the 
Olphert  Estate,  which,  perhaps,  had  had 
a  larger  number  of  these  tenants  upon  it 
than  any  other  estate.  It  was  for  a 
political  purpose  that  the  tenants  had  been 
driven  out  of  their  holdings  ;  they  had 
not  gone  because  they  wefe  unable  to 
pay  the  rent,  and  it  would  be  a  mon- 
strous thing  to  compel  the  landlord  to 
put  them  back  against  his  will.  Were 
they  dealing  with  serious  legislation  ? 
Would  such  a  Bill  be  entertained  in  any 
other  country  in  the  world?  It  was 
more  like  the  libretto  of  a  comic  opera 
than  a  piece  of  serious  legislation.  The 
return  in  triumph  of  the  evicted  tenants 
would  be  the  glorification  of  lawlessnebs, 
showing  men  that  they  had  only  to 
struggle  long  enough  in  order  to 
get  the  British  Parliament  into 
such  a  weak-headed  condition  that 
it  would  be  prepared  to  white- 
wash offenders  who  had  done  any 
amount  of  mischief  in  Ireland.  But  he 
had  something  to  say  on  the  money 
question.  It  had  been  calmly  assumed  by 
some  Irish  Members  that  this  money  was 
their  own.  They  said,  "  It  is  an  Irish 
fund,  and  how  could  it  be  better  spent 
than  on  these  unfortunate  people  ?"  He 
did  not  deny  that  there  was  suffering 
amongst  the  evicted  tenants,  but  they 
were  not  the  only  class  who  had  suffered 
and  were  suffering  in  Ireland.  If  the 
evicted  tenants  had  suffered,  so  had  many 
artizans  in  Ireland  who  had  never 
entered  into  any  political  plot  or  attempted 
to  defraud  any  man  ;  but  Parliament 
could  not  make  its  legislation  subservient 
to  sentiment.  It  had  been  suggested  that 
this  was  a  subject  for  compromise,  but  it 
was  clear  that  the  Party  below  the  Gang- 
way did  not  desire  a  compromise.  The 
truth  was,  the  Bill  was  never  intended  to 
pass.  If  it  had  been,  it  would  have  been 
drawn  in  a  more  moderate  spirit,  in  which 
case  the  Opposition  would  have  been 
prepared  to  go  a  long  way  to  meet  it. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  was  only  one 
of  the  many  bubbles  blown  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  their  supporters  to  catch  at. 
It  was,  perhaps,  the  greatest  bubble  of 
all,  and  no  one  would  be  very  much  sur- 
prised when  it  burst  and  resolved  itself 
Mr,  Ross 


into  its  constituent  elements  of  soap  and 

•Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Donegal,  W.) 
said,  this  Bill  had  been  very  violently 
denounced  by  Irish  landlords  and  by  Irish 
lawyers.  This  House  and  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  ought  to  know  by  this  time 
that  Irish  landlords  and  Irish  lawyers 
were  very  bad  advisers.  He  should  like 
to  know  what  Bill  of  relief  or  of  reform 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  was  ever  passed 
or  proposed  in  that  House  that  bad  not 
the  opposition  of  Irish  landlords  and  the 
Irish  Tory  lawyers  ?  They  had  been  told 
that  night  that  five  Land  Bills  had  been 
passed  within  a  limited  space  of  time  for 
the  relief  of  the  Irish  people.  Which  of 
these  five  Bills  was  ever  supported  in 
that  House  by  the  Irish  landlords  or 
by  the  disinterested  lawyers  of  the  Tory 
Party  ?  Not  one.  Every  one  of  them  in 
its  time  was  opposed  and  denounced  as 
the  present  healing  and  righteous  measure 
was  being  denounced.  He  believed  the 
character  and  nature  of  the  proposals 
now  before  the  House  were  pretty  well 
understood  by  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  people  of  England.  But  why 
were  these  five  Bills  necessary  ?  Because 
not  one  sufficient,  complete,  or  satis- 
factory Land  Bill  had  been  passed  or 
would  be  passed  by  the  Parliament  in 
those  days,  or  had  any  chance  of  being 
passed  by  the  House  of  Lords.  Even 
when  the  Irish  tenants  had  friends  in  the 
House  of  Commons  the  Bills  were  drawn 
up  in  such  a  way  that  they  could  be 
nothing  but  unsatisfactory  and  incom- 
plete, because  of  the  consciousness  of  the 
framers  of  them  that  peril  and  defeat 
awaited  them  in  another  place.  All 
along  in  the  Debate  that  had  taken 
place  on  this  Bill  it  appeared  to  be 
quietly  assumed  by  its  opponents  that 
the  evicted  tenants  were  dishonest 
people,  and  that  they  had  acted  fraudu- 
lently as  well  as  illegally.  As  to  ille- 
gality he  did  not  say  much.  There  had 
been  times  in  Ireland,  and  perhaps  they 
would  come  again,  when  good  men  and 
honest  men  were  bound  in  honour  and  in 
conscience  to  have  very  little  regard  for  the 
letter  of  the  law.  He  hoped  those  times 
would  not  come  again  ;  but  was  there  a 
man  in  the  House  who  could  deny  that 
such  times  did  come  in  Ireland  ?  If 
they  committed  acts  which  were  con- 
sidered  illegal   in  Ireland,   they  did   so 
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from  a  sense  of  duty  to  their  coun- 
try, and  if  the  occasion  should  arise 
again,  the  Irish  people  and  their 
Representatives  would  be  able  to  take 
action  and  do  as  they  had  done  before. 
The  hon.  Members  who  spoke  about  five 
Land  Bills  knew  very  well  the  reason  why 
the  present  Bill  had  to  be  introduced.  A 
situation  arose  that  had  become  intoler- 
able, and  which  required  that  the  state 
of  things  existing  in  Ireland  should  be 
revised.  Everyone  knew  that  there  had 
been  a  fall  in  prices,  bad  seasons,  and 
bad  crops,  and  that  the  Irish  people  had 
been  compelled  to  agitate  again  and 
again  for  revisions  and  remissions  of 
rents.  In  England  no  such  revi- 
sion was  necessary,  because  the  English 
landlords  had  a  higher  sense  of  justice, 
and  had  more  sympathy  with  their 
tenants,  than  the  Irish  landlords.  In 
.  his  (Mr.  Sullivan's)  constituency  there 
were,  and  had  been,  a  large  number  of 
evicted  tenants.  Were  they  to  be  stig- 
matised as  rogues  and  frauds,  and  as 
dishonest  men?  He  absolutely  denied 
that  any  epithet  of  that  character  could 
properly  be  applied  to  them.  They  had 
been  evicted  for  the  non-payment  of 
cruel  and  extortionate  rents,  against  the 
payment  of  which  they  had  been 
struggling  for  many  a  long  and 
bitter  year.  How  did  they  manage 
to  pay  those  rents  ?  Was  it  out 
of  the  produce  of  this  soil  ?  By  no 
means.  They  made  the  rents  by 
coming  over  to  England  and  Scotland 
in  the  harvesting  season,  during  which 
they  worked,  and  in  that  way  they 
earned  what  the  Irish  landlords  after- 
wards claimed  as  rent.  He  had  heard 
the  word  "robbery"  applied  to  Irish 
tenants  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  that 
night.  He  asserted  that  the  epithet  went 
appropriately  the  other  way  round.  It 
had  been  proved  beyond  doubt  by  the 
decisions  in  the  Land  Courts,  where  the 
tenants  got  their  rents  reduced  often  by 
lo  and  20  per  cent.,  that  the  landlords  all 
along  had  been  guilty  of  robbery,  for 
such  it  was,  even  though  they  had  the 
sanction  of  the  law  to  exact  those  rents. 
He  claimed  for  the  evicted  tenants  of 
Donegal  and  of  other  parts  of  Ireland 
that  they  had  borne  this  burden  too  long ; 
that  at  last  they  were  compelled  to  strike 
against  it,  for  it  was  a  duty  they  owed  to 
their  wives  and  their  families  and  their 


class.  Did  not  everybody  know  that  if 
these  men  had  not  taken  this  strong 
measure  they  would  have  waited  a  long 
time  before  relief  would  have  come  to 
them  from  the  House  of  Commons,  or 
before  the  hearts  of  the  Ulster  landlords 
or  the  Ulster  Tory  lawyers  would  have 
been  touched  ?  He  claimed  for  these 
tenants  that  they  did  not  deserve  the 
epithets  that  had  been  hurled  at  them. 
He  claimed  they  were  driven  to  the 
course  they  adopted  not  by  the  speeches 
of  agitators,  but  by  the  hard  and  stem 
necessities  of  the  case.  Let  no  man  tell 
him  that  any  agitator  in  Ireland,  no 
matter  how  eloquent  he  might  be,  had 
the  power  of  inducing  large  masses  of 
Irish  people  to  act  contrary  to  their  own 
interests  and  their  own  knowledge  and 
conception  of  what  was  requisite. 
The  so-called  "  influence  of  the 
agitator "  arose  in  this  way  —  that 
he  voiced  the  grievances  and  spoke  the 
sentiments  of  the  Irish  people.  If  he 
did  not  do  that,  his  eloquence  would  be 
wasted  on  the  east  wind  or  the  west 
wind,  as  the  case  might  be.  There  had 
been  a  real  trouble  and  wrong  at  the 
bottom  of  all  this  long  agitation,  oon- 
tention,  and  strife  in  Ireland,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  of  Commons  would  not 
be  led  away  by  appeals  to  sentiments 
of  sympathy  for  the  poor  suffering 
Irish  landlords.  Amnesty  was  asked  for 
these  poor  fellows.  For  how  many  years 
and  generations  had  they  been  draining 
the  heart's  blood  of  the  Irish  people 
and  making  miserable  the  homes  of  Irish 
tenants,  who  were  then  taunted  by  English 
writers  with  their  poverty  and  squalor  ? 
A  most  important  question  was  at  that 
moment  awaiting  settlement.  The  time 
was  critical  for  the  hopes  of  Ireland  and  the 
peace  of  the  whole  country,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  of  Commons  would  deal  with 
the  question  promptly  and  generously,  so 
that  the  Bill  might  not  be  lost.  Some  men 
were  labouring  to  bring  about  that  result, 
and  it  was  no  use  attempting  to  pass  off 
the  blame  of  failure  upon  the  Represen- 
tatives of  the  Irish  people,  who  were 
asked  for  humiliation  before  any  promise 
of  concession  was  made  to  them.  They 
had  heard  something  about  a  soap  bubble 
from  the  last  speaker.  What  sort  of  a 
bubble  would  it  be  if  the  Irish  Members 
were  to  pledge  themselves,  as  they  had 
been  asked  to  do,  to  accept  this  Bill  as  a 
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complete  pacificatiDQ  and  settlement,  iu 
the  sense  and  degree  that  not  a  word 
lihoiild  ever  more  be  said  iu  Ireland,  no 
"tuatter  how  things  niij^^ht  go,  in  favour  of 
better  terms  for  the  Irish  tenant  farmers  ? 
The  lrit*h  Members  were  A«ked  to  make 
these  protestatious,  but  where  was  the 
iiecuritr  that  if  this  were  made  a  volun- 
inry  tupasiire  it  would  be  availed  of  and 
accepted  honestly  and  heartily  by  the 
Irish  landlords  ?  The  way  to  deal  with 
this  question  of  the  evicted  tenants  was 
in  the  spirit  of  the  Bill  as  it  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty V  Government.  It  did  not  quite  f\dHI 
the  desires  or  hopes  of  the  Iri?li  people^ 
but  no  doubt  it  would  have  a  healing 
effeet.  It  would  be  attended  with  bcne- 
rteial  results  and  produce  peace  amongst 
the  Irish  people*  He  believed  it  would 
act  as  a  blessing  in  the  country  that  it 
would  relieve  sutf'ering  ;  that  it  would  work 
not  injustice,  but  justice,  and  tliat  it  wonbl 
calm  and  cool  in  many  an  Irish  heart 
the  feelings  which  now,  perhapt^,  existed 
there,  and  which  miglif,  he  feared,  lie 
blown  into  flame  if  this  measure  were 
ignoniintonsly  rejected  in  the  House  of 
Commons  or  elsewhere,  and  if  nnliapptly 
effect  should  \te  given  to  the  opinions  of 
the  irreconcilables  who  had  spoken  from 
above  the  trungway. 

Mk.  AMBROSE  (Middleses:,  Har* 
row)  said,  he  must  enter  his  protest 
against  the  Third  Heading  of  the  Bill, 
because  he  believed  that  instead  of 
leading  to  the  pacification  of  Ireland,  it 
would  tend  in  entirely  the  opposite  direc- 
tion. Not  only  would  this  be  the  case, 
but  the  measure  would  form  a  precedent 
for  further  legislation,  which  would  tenti 
to  displace  the  conditions  now  existing 
between  landlords  aud  tenants*  In  his 
view,  the  measure  iu  all  its  provisions 
violated  the  sanctity  of  contract,  AH 
our  troultles  in  Ireland  had  arisen  out  of 
the  fact  that  the  Legislature  had  violated 
what  should  be  the  first  principles  of 
legislatiou  there.  Observations  had  been 
made  from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  especially  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  as 
to  those  wIjo  had  taken  up  a  non 
poftifumits  attitude  upon  the  Bill.  He 
entered  his  protest  against  the  anxiety 
which  some  hoo.  Gentlemen  had  shown 
to  disclaim  this  attitude.  Either  the  Bill 
was  right  or  it  was  wrong.  If  it  %va8 
right  there  ought  to  be  no  ojiposition  to 

Mr,  T.  D.  Sullivan 


it,  and  if  it  was  wrong  why  should  ihty 
object  to  anyone  attributing  to  them  a 
non  possum  us  attitude  ?  If  they  mad? 
the  Bill  a  thoroughly  voluntary  nioasure, 
and  destroyetl  its  compulsory  pniviaioue, 
then  they  might  assume  an  attitude 
wholly  different.  For  his  own  pnrt^  he 
should  be  perfectly  o|ien  tx)  consider  a 
voluntary  method  of  procetlure  tf  he 
thought  it  was  calculated  to  reliev©  the 
diflBcnIties  of  administration  in  Ireland. 
But  then  the  question  arose,  what  volun- 
tary measure  could  possibly  be  devised 
which  would  satisfy  the  hon.  Mejitbera 
behind  him  (the  Irish  Members)  P  They 
hrnl  evidence  of  what  tlie  tiotjons  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  with  regard  to 
what  was  %'oluntary,  and  they  know  thiit 
they  might  have  a  nominally  voIuntiirT 
measure,  but  that  it  might  be  one  which 
would  in  effect  Iks  compulsory.  An  in* 
stance  of  the  way  iu  which  misconce|>- 
tion  might  arise  upon  this  point  arose 
in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Harbour  Division  of  Dablio, 
who  put  it  to  the  House  that  this  i-eally 
was  a  voluntary  measure.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  put  to  them  the  argument — 
where  was  the  compnlsion  in  a  case  where 
the  landlord  might  choose,  iustead  of 
accepting  a  man  as  a  tenant^  to  have 
him  as  tfie  purchaser  of  the  farm,  and 
insist  upon  his  purchasing  ?  An  argu- 
ment of  that  kind  was  really  too  much 
strain  upon  one's  patience.  A  landlord 
had  a  rebellious  tenant  ;  he  was  evicted 
after  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and  the 
landlord  got  no  rent  ;  yet  this  man  was 
to  be  replaced  on  the  farm,  with  alt  the 
rights  of  a  freeholder,  and  settle  himself 
perhaps  in  the  midst  of  an  estate  where 
he  might  give  no  end  of  trouble  to  the 
landlord,  and  oppose  him  in  every  pos* 
sible  way,  and  the  landlord  was  held  to 
be  under  no  compulsion,  tnerely  becaufre 
he  could,  if  he  choose,  force  the  ob- 
noxious tenant  to  pnn*hase.  The  hon* 
Mem  tier  for  the  Ilurbour  Divi  ht 

take  exceptional  views  as  to  ^  -  a 

voluntary  proceeding,  but  if  one  had  to 
take  back  a  man  expelled  from  an  estates 
and  accept  him  as  a  purchaser  at  a  price 
to  lie  fixeil  by  hostile  Commissiouers* 
surely  that  was  not  a  vohintary  pro* 
ceeding,  but  rather  a  shamcfnl  and 
wicked  infliction  on  the  landlord.  The 
hon.  Member  said  it  was  a  voluottiry 
feature  of  the  Bill  that  the  new  tenaut 
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was  not  compelled  to  come  out.  He  (Mr. 

I  Ambrose)  gmntc*!  \\mi  if  the  n^w  tennut 

^objected  to   give   up  his  funu,  the  Arbi* 

tratora  iniglit  say    that   they    could  not 

Iprocc4:Hl  furtber  iu  tlie  matter.     But  be- 
fore   they   eame  to  that^   there  was  the 
fact  to  be    oousUlered    that    the   erictetl 
teuaut  bad  a  rtgljt  to  petitiou,  and  if  Kc 
petitioned,  his  petition   eame  l^ofore  the 
Commisstouers,  who  had  to  decide  whether 
be  was   a  new   tenant  or  an  old  tenant. 
iTbey  could  imagine  what  would  be  likely 
to  be  the  result  of  that.     Ac^aiu,  the  new 
tenant  might  be  denounced  as  a  grabber, 
Rnd  hit*  life  was  not  likely  to  be  a  happy 
One  ;  and  if  he  came  into  open  Court,  be 
would  be  sun  ply  exposing  himself  as  a 
target    for     the    IriBh     Laud     League* 
Landlords  were  entitled  to  consideration 
aa    much   as    any   other  cla^s,    and    the 
liouse   ought    not    to   violate    the    fir&t 
r  principles    of    legislation    in   destroying 
I  freedom  of  contract,  but  to  respect  their 
Irigbts,  and  to  afiford   them   that  justice 
rhrcb  ever  distinguished  that  House  iu 
|lt«    transactiouhi.     The   hon.    Geutlemau 
the  Member  for  Douegul  f>eemed  to  grasp 
the  position  involved  iu  the  Bill  as   well 
uuybotly.     He  said   there  were  case^ 
|n    which    men  who   were   trne  patriots 
rere  bound  in  honour  and  in  conscience 
act  illegally-     He  (Mr.  Ambrose)  did 
""Hot  know  how  far  ho  n,  Gent  I  emeu  around 
him  were  actuated  by  those  sentiments, 
"^ut  they    were  evidently   on   dangerous 
ground  now*      Whatever  might    be  the 
opinion  of  bon.  Gentlemen,  however,  he 
b'egarded    the    principle  as  a   dangerous 
and   one    which  he    must  ask   the 
louse  not  to   adopt.     If 
j^lace    in    the    Kingdom 
9Ught   to   me  maintained 


louse,  and  the  land  lords 
ftutit 


there  was  one 
where  justice 
it  was  in  that 
were  as  much 


titled  to  that  justice  as  anybody  else. 
The  Chief  Secretary  hnd  drawn  atten* 
lion  to  the  ditfereuce  between  the  Eng- 
lish and  l?he  Irish  tenant,  and  used   it  as 

argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill,     He 

Ir.  Ambrose)  took  an  entirely  difierent 
riew.  The  English  tenant  was  bouud 
(>y  contract.  He  accepted  his  tenancy 
lud  was  liound  by  his  contract,  and  if  he 
lid  not  pay  his  rent  he  was  not  allowed 

remain  iu  possession,  but  must  give  up 
fiirm  to  somebody  who  could  and 
rouJd  pay  the  rent.  Thfit  was  a  prin- 
iple  necessary  to  the   proper  cultivation 

the  soiL     But  by  a  whole  series  of 


Acts  of  Parliament  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  tenant  had  been  altogether  altered, 
and  he  was  now,  owing  to  this  iegislation^io 
the  eonditiou  of  a  part-owner  of  the  farm. 
What  was  done  by  the  Act  of  1882,  which 
i  he  had  only  just  lookecl  into  ?  There 
the  struggle  was  for  the  *' three  Ts  " — 
free  sale,  fair  rent,  and  tixily  of  tenure — 
and  it  was  said  that  w4ien  the  tenants 
had  got  thtit  they  conid  not  be  turned 
out  by  the  landlords,  and  that  so  long  as 
a  tenant  bad  these  three  ho  practically 
owned  the  property.  In  dealing  with 
cases  of  that  sort  it  was  not  like  dealiug 
with  a  man  whom  they  could  tnrn  out  of 
the  letiancy  upon  six  mouths'  notice,  ex- 
piring at  the  end  of  the  year  ;  they  were 
uot  dealing  with  a  man  dependent  solely 
upon  the  produce  of  the  soil  for  the 
actual  payment  of  the  rent,  because  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  in  the  soil  had  be- 
come a  property  that  would  fetch  on 
sale  from  18  to  20  years'  purchase,  ami 
sometimes  as  much  as  22  ye&T»^  pur- 
chase. In  the  majority  of  instances  the 
tenant  right  and  the  tenaut^s  interest 
would  fetch  a  larger  prices  than  the  land 
itself.  The  result  was  that  in  Ireland, 
where  the  Land  Acts  applied,  the  laud- 
lords  M*ere  no  longer  landlords ;  they 
were  mere  rent-chargers,  being  placed  iu 
the  position  by  virtue  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. It  was  said  upon  the  passiug 
of  the  Act  of  1882  that  the  landlord*s 
I  rights  should  not  be  further  interfered 
I  with  ;  but  bow  had  Parliameut  kept  faith 
I  with  the  landlords  from  that  time  ?  They 
ba<l  been  still  further  encroaching  on  the 
'  landlords'  rights  by  tirst  one  Act  and 
then  another,  until,  by  a  final  Act,  even 
leaseholders  were  included,  and  the 
various  tenants  had  had  their  rents  re- 
duced until  they  had  becoaie  practically 
the  owners  of  the  property*  When  the 
hou.  Member  for  Donegal  talked  of  the 
reduction  of  these  rents  he  (Mr.  Ambrose) 
I  was  struck  with  the  inconsequential 
character  of  the  observations  the  bon. 
Member  made,  though  he  had  heard  the 
same  remarks  made  before  many  times. 
The  remarks  were,  that  because  the  Com- 
missioners, or  the  Judges  appointed 
to  fix  fair  rents,  as  they  were 
called,  had  considerably  rtnluced  the 
rents,  had  continued  to  reduce  them 
according  as  the  produce  of  the  farm 
yielded  one  year  less  and  another  more, 
that  each  reduction  that  took  place  ac- 
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cording  to  the  hou.  Member  for  Done- 
gal, was  a  proof  that  the  tenant  was 
enormously  rackrented.  It  was  nothing 
of  the  kind.  It  might  be  that  the  Com- 
missioners were  justified  ;  he  did  not  im- 
peach their  decision,  but  he  protested 
against  it  being  said  the  tenants  were 
enormously  rackrented ;  it  was  nothing 
of  the  kind,  it  was  only  a  carrying  out  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  If  they  had  not 
had  the  rents  reduced  below  the  actual 
Talue  of  the  property,  would  the  tenant 
right,  he  asked,  have  fetched  18,  20,  and 
even  22  years'  purchase?  When  hon. 
Members  talked  about  rackrenting,  espe- 
cially after  the  Act  of  1882,  he  replied 
that  the  fact  that  the  tenant  right  would 
fetch  these  large  sums  was  proof  that 
the  tenants  were  not  over-rented.  The 
effect  of  the  policy  of  the  Land  Act 
and  of  the  Acts  carrying  out  the 
Land  Act,  had  been  to  transfer  a  large 
portion  of  the  interest  from  the  landlord  to 
the  tenant,  and  to  place  them  in  a  position 
wholly  different  to  the  position  of  any 
tenant  in  England,  or  in  any  other  part 
of  the  civilised  world.  He  challenged  any 
hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  him  of  any  coun- 
try in  the  world  whore  the  tenants  had 
been  so  favoured  as  had  been  the  Irish 
tenants.  Therefore,  he  accepted  the 
view  of  the  Chief  Secretary  when  he  said 
the  position  of  the  Irish  tenant  was  not 
like  that  of  the  English  tenant,  and  he 
held  that  that  view  was  hostile  to  the 
Bill,  and  was  hostile  to  the  suggestion 
that  there  was  any  ground  for  the  present 
measure.  One  point  that  occurred  to 
him  in  regard  to  this  was  that  this  kind  of 
thing  was  most  damaging  to  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  soil.  ["  Hear,  hear  !  "]  Yes, 
it  was  so,  because  instead  of  the  tenant 
being  stimulated  to  cultivate  the  soil  in 
the  best  manner,  and  obtain  from  it  the 
largest  amount  of  produce,  his  aim  was 
10  neglect  cultivation  in  order  to  show 
a  small  production  against  the  time  the 
revision  of  rents  came  round,  so  that  he 
could  again  get  the  rent  reduced.  That,  he 
maintained  was  destructive  to  the  wel- 
fare of  Ireland,  and  would  be  destructive 
to  the  welfare  of  every  country.  The 
policy  of  our  laws  should  be  to  encourage 
thrift,  to  let  people  understand  that  when 
they  took  land  they  were  under  the 
obligation  of  paying  the  rent  they  had 
agreed  to  pay  and  which  had  been  fixed 
by  judicial   tribunal,  and  that  they  were 
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bound  to  produce  from  the  farm  the 
utmost  it  was  capable  of  producing.  That 
policy  had  been  abandoned,  and  no- 
thrifty  cultivation  had  taken  its  pltce 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  rents  reduced 
at  the  period  of  revision  and  when  those 
appeals  were  made  to  the  Legislature 
which  came  regularly  as  every  Parlia-  ^ 
ment  met.  But  what  struck  him  as  the 
most  serious  matter  they  had  to  grapple 
with  was  the  fact  that  this  demand  for 
the  reduction  of  rent  had  arisen,  not 
because  the  tenants  had  found  them- 
selves unable  to  pay  the  rents  that  had 
been  demanded,  but  because  they  had 
been  made  the  subjects  of  a  manifesta- 
tion of  judicial  rents.  ["  Hear,  hear  V*"] 
Yes,  hon.  Gentlemen  behind  him  said 
'^  hear,  hear  " ;  he  was  glad  they  appre- 
ciated the  point.  No  attempt  had  been 
made  to  produce  before  this  House  the 
case  previously  put  forward  before  the 
Mathew  Commission  of  lands  lying  un- 
cultivated, of  evicted  tenants  living  in 
huts  in  the  neighbourhood  of  those  lands, 
practically  preventing  the  cultivation  of 
them,  living  in  comparative  starvation, 
suffering  hunger  and  presenting  a  real  case 
of  distress.  If  and  so  far  as  there  were 
cases  of  real  distress,  caused  by  an  honest 
inability  to  pay  the  rents  demanded, 
his  hand  would  be  held  up  and  his 
vote  given  in  support  of  the  Bill. 
Show  him  a  real  case  of  distress  and  he 
was  not  behind  any  man,  he  would  yield 
to  no  man  in  the  House,  wherever  he 
might  sit,  in  his  willingness  to  relieve  it. 
But  what  evidence  did  he  find  of  it  in 
this  case  ?  He  had  seen  none  ;  none  had 
been  presented  to  the  House,  and  none 
was  presented  before  the  Mathew  Commis- 
sion. What  he  found  was  that  the  whole 
thing  was  laid  down  as  a  scheme  by  Mr. 
Davitt,  one  of  the  ablest  of  the  Irish 
leaders,  as  far  back  as  1880.  The  Bill 
proposed  to  deal  with  tenancies  deter- 
mined since  1879,  a  date  which  was 
about  the  commencement  of  the  agitation, 
and  they  found  that  in  1880,  in  Kansas 
City,  Mr.  Davitt  said  they  had  declared 
an  unceasing  war  against  landlordism, 
not  a  war  calling  on  their  people  to 
shoulder  the  rifle  and  go  out  in  the  open 
field  and  settle  the  question  agitating 
Ireland — though  he  was  not  opposed  to 
that  provided  he  could  see  a  chance  of 
success — but  a  war  against  Irish  land- 
lordism,  and  by  not  paying  any   rent 
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breaking  dowu  tbc  English  garrison  in 
altiiiil.     In  tbftt,  Mr.  Davttt  said,  thej 
rere   doiog   a   proper   work    aud    were 
iviog  the  way  for   that  Indepeadeatie 
hey  desired  to  see  ;  they   were  eugaged 
a  peaceful  revoUttioo*     The  peaceful 
evohitloti  these  Irish  loaders  were  en- 
aged  iu  was  a  land  war  that  was  to  he 
rorkeil  out  by  a  couspiraey  for  the  aon- 
nnent  of  rent*     Not  that  they  always 
for   an   absolute   non-payment   of 
That  was  explained  by  the  hon, 
[ember    for   East    Mayo  (Mr,    Dillon), 
^r  one  of  the  Irish  Members  ;  it  was  to 
a  process  of  graduation,  to  retluoe  the 
Bnt    from    time    to    time     until     they 
m1  brought  the  rents  down  to  a  nominal 
aount.     In  the  Report  of  the  Special 
Commission  the  Commissioners   referred 
the  fact  that  even  Mr.  Parneil  boasted 
_  liat,  by   virtue  of  the  operation  of  the 
Land  League,  rents  had   been  consider- 
mhly  reduced,  so  that  if  a  land   purchase 
[?heme   came  on  it   would  be  bused  on 
iie  rents  of  that  time.     The  Commis- 
l^ioners  found   that  the  respoudeuts,  in- 
cluding all  the  memtjers  who  wore  made 
parties  at  that  time, 

"  Entered  in  to  a  conspiracy,  illegal  both  in  its 

t^hjectK  aud  in  the  means  which   were  adopted, 

-VI   nf  coercion  and   intimidation,  to 

1 1  ration  against  the  payment  of 

,:  ijU  for  the  purpose  of  iinpoverish- 

ug  tiud  cx^Hilling  twin  the  country  the  Irish 

iloixb  who  were  descriljett  as  the  English 

'  mr 

was  the  fiading  of  a  tribunal  that 
ras  appointed  by  virtue  of  an  Act  of 
irliament.  which  passed  the  Second 
iing  with  the  assent  of  hou.  Mcm- 
I  of  this  House,  a  tribunal  whose  im* 
irtiality  had  not  been  questioned.  Thus 
was  established  that  the  agitation  was 
Marteilfirstby  Mr.Davitt in  l880,and  that 
lie  Irish  Members  meant  to  have  an  a^i- 
itioQ  for  non-payment  of  rent,  which 
bould  aid  a  political  movement.  Instead 
if  its  being  a  case  of  distress,  it  was  a  case 
^f  agitation  for  political  purposes  ;  and 
iie  Legislature  ought  to  realise  the  fact 
khat  in  proportion  as  it  yielded  to  agita- 
tion of  that  kind  it  would  he  promoted 
lod  increased.  Assuming  that  it  was  a 
ae  of  distress,  why  should  Ireland  alone 
dealt  with  ?  There  was  distress  ail 
^ver  the  agricultural  districts  of  Kngland. 
'/V^hat  had  the  agricultural  labourers  iu 
i^tigland  done  not  to  be  legislated  for  ? 
Tas  Parliament  to  coufine  its  charitable 
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operationrt  to  the  Irish  tetiants  ?  Oue  of 
the  most  painful  points  io  eonuectiou  with 
this  Bill  was  that  the  fact  could  uot  be 
disguised  that  it  was  the  reward  for  the 
support  hoo*  Members  frotn  Ireland  had 
given  to  the  Government  during  the  last 
two  years.  The  Government  were 
bound  to  introduce  aud  press  forward 
this  Bill  as  a  debt  due  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
hers  who  had  kept  them  in  Office.  Had 
the  Goveruraent  the  slightest  hope  or 
belief  that  the  Bill  could  pass,  their 
conscience  might  have  been  strong 
enough  to  enable  them  to  resist  such  an 
iniquitous  meJistire.  But  if  it  should  pass 
this  Hoiise  it  was  capable  of  doing  a  very 
considerable  mischief,  because  by  passing 
it  through  this  House  the  Govcrnmeut 
endangered,  and  very  seriously  endan- 
gered, the  peace  and  prosperity  of  Ire- 
laud.  They  were  creating  hopes  iu 
Ireland  that  could  never  be  realised  ; 
they  were  teaching  the  lesson  to  the 
agitators  and  the  evicted  tenants  that  the 
way  to  get  rewarded  was  to  violate  the 
law,  to  carry  out  the  principle  the  hou. 
Member  for  Donegal  had  a^ked  this 
House  to  recognise,  to  have  no  respect 
for  legality,  to  pursue  their  illegal  course 
and  trust  to  hou.  Members  iu  this  House 
to  secure  them  indemnity,  ^^ot  only 
was  it  an  injury  to  Ireland,  but  was 
such  a  violation  of  the  first  principles  of 
legislation  as  would  make  property  and 
labour  insecure,  and  would  make  every 
man  feel  there  was  no  such  thing  as  right 
to  be  expected  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, or  indeed  from  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said,  that  in 
so  far  as  the  speech  of  the  iion*  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  was  at  all  relevant 
it  was  an  attack  upon  the  laud  legihlation 
of  the  past  1.5  years,  and  it  was  au 
eloquent,  glowing,  and  inconsequent  viu* 
dication  of  free  trnde,  and  they  were 
asked  why  they  should  not  do  something 
for  the  English  labourer.  Ho  had  read 
somewhere,  at  some  time  or  other,  that 
when  English  agriculture  was  very  pro* 
sperous  aud  wlieat  was  fetching  100a,  a 
quarter,  the  English  labourer  was  worse 
off"  then  than  he  was  to-day,  Perhaps, 
in  the  light  of  an  argument  of  that  kind, 
they  might  l>e  able  to  attach  a  pro|>er 
value  to  the  observations  of  the  hou* 
Gentleman  on  this  question  of  the  evicted 
tenants.  They  had  to  deal  with  the 
question  as  it  stood  in  Ireland  at    the 
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present  tiTDc»and  this  HouBO,fiud another 
place,  would  act  wisely  if  they  accepted 
this  very  important  Bill,       All  tbrcuigh 
these  Debates  one  thing  had  particularly 
struck  him,   and  that  was  the  absolute 
disregard  that  was  showo  by  hou.  Mem- 
bers   for  Irish    public   opinion    iu    con* 
nection  with  this  important  matter.  Was 
Irish  pubilo  opinion  of  no  importance  iu 
connection    with    this    matter  ?       Irish 
public  opinion  was  very  strong  upon  the 
point,   and    it    had   been    expressed,    lie 
might  say,  without  a  dissentient    voice. 
Ireland  pleaded  for  the  reinstatement  of 
these  Irish  evicted  tenants*    In  the  past 
this  Huuse  and  Parliament — he  spoke  in 
aa   historical    sense — had    often    treatetl 
Irish  public  opinion  in  this  way^  and  had 
hail  cause  to  rue  it*     Another  phiee  that 
had  been  referred  to  had  oftrm   trc»ited 
Irish  public  opinion   with  contempt   aud 
disregard  ;  it  did  so  in  1880  in   rejeeti ug 
the  Compensation  for  Disturbance   Bill, 
a  very  moderate  Bill,  a  Bill  that  sought 
to     protect    the     roof  -  trees     of     these 
destitute    tenants ;    but    were  the    Irish 
landlords  any  better  otf  in  consequent^e  ? 
His     hon.     Friend     the     Member     for 
Cork     City     (Mr,    W.    O'Brien)     was 
accused  of  using  the  Innguageof  threivts. 
His  hon.  Friend  did  nothipg  of  the  kind  ; 
he  showed  that  the  Bill  did  not  Goutuiu 
provisions  of   the  alarming  character  the 
hon.  Member  for    (iuildfonl    oonsidered 
them  to  be.     The  hon.  Member's  threat^ 
if  they  would  so  cull  it,  was  this  :  that  if 
they  rejected  the  Bill  they  would  have  no 
guarantee  for  the  continuance    of  iiocial 
order  in   Ireland.     His   hon.   Friend  did 
not  threaten  them  ;  he  said   that   if  the 
Bill   passed  every   Party  Leader  in  Ire- 
land— that  all  Irish  Societies  would  do  all 
that  could  be  done  to  work  it  in  an  honest 
and  workable  manner.     His  hon.  Friend 
did  not  use  a  threat,  but  used  the  language 
of  warning.     As  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
of  1880,  and  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  of 
1886,  introduced  by  Mr,  Paruell  to  deal 
With   the  question  of  aiTears,   were  fol- 
lowed   by    agitation,   the   hon.  Member 
warned  them,  as   all   the   Irish  Members 
warned   them,  of    what    was    likely    to 
happen  if  this  Bill  were  rejected.     They 
— the    reckless,     hard-hearted,    excited, 
sometimes    merciless   agitators — did    not 
widh  to  see  these  things  ;  they  did  not 
wish  to  see  the  present  peaceable  condi- 
tion of    things  disturbed  ;    they  invited 
Mr,  Flynn 


the  Hou»ie  to  cut  the  ground  from 
their  feet,  and  by  giving  this  Bill  to  J 
a  message  of  peace  and  social  or<\( 
Ireland,     The  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  liussell)  descrll: 
responsible  Member  of  this  House 
arbitrator.     The  hon.  Member  wbc 
acted  as  arbiti^lur  in  the  Committe 
stairs  never  gave  his  vote  for  the  te 
except  on  trivial  Amendments,  whe 
knew  it   would  not  hurt  his  own  P] 
and  on  such  occasions  the  hon*  Me 
was  ilie  most  independent  of  all  tod^ 
dent  men  ;  but  when  it  became  a  cr^ 
question  1>etweeu   landlord    and   tea 
when   it  was  a    quostiou    of     print 
between  rackreutiug  landlords  aud 
rented  impoverished   tenants   then 
found  that,  no  matter  what  the  argu 
might  be,  the  vote  of  the   hon*  Me 
for  South  Tyrone   (Mr.  T.  W.  Rua 
was  always  found  against  the  teuan^ 
whom  he  professed  to  havo  so  much  i 
pat  by.     An  efibrt  had  )»eeu  mtide  du 
the  course    of  these    discusBious, 
on     the      Second      Keailing      and  i 
Committee^  to  contine  the  eiiect  ufj 
Bill    to    Plan    of     Campaign     ten 
There  wae^  no  justificatiou  for  this  ^ 
tude    in    the    history   of    tlie    agr 
struggle  in  Ireland  ;  there  was  do  jij 
fication   for  it    in   connection    with 
present  state  of  the  evicted  tenants  i 
the  Irish  landlords.     Let  no  one  supj 
that  a  single  Member  amongst  the 
Party   would    withdraw    his    symf 
from    the  Plan  of  Compaign,   but 
did  not   base  their  claim  for  the  Bil 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.     This  Bill  w|| 
not  be   confined   to   Plan    of    Cam| 
tenants,    but    there    were    thou  sandal 
tenants  outside  the  combination  to  wli 
it  was  hoped,  the  measura  would  af 
1879  was  a  year  of  terrible  distrea 
bad   crops   and    low   prices.       How^ 
those   landlords   who   had    been    p^ 
with    pitiless  panegyric  to*uight   re 
that  distress  ?    They  denied  the  distr 
they    denied    the    fall    iu    prices, 
laughed  at  it.     On   the  Kenmare  ea| 
though   the    agent  admitted    before 
Cow  per   Commission    that  he   had 
the    tenants    famished    and    blue 
hunger,  it  was  denied  that  there  ^vasi 
distress.     A  Bill  was  brought  in  h\ 
Irish  Members  to  deal  with  the  mm\ 
but     Parliament     rejected      the 
ings   of     the     Bepresentativea     of 
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j»eoplo.  Thouaands  of  renautt* 
>el  to  the  Laud  Court,  but  could  not 
■  their  rents  fiite«l.  Some  of  tliem  had 
wnit  three,  four,  and  five  years  before 
liey  i^oiild  Utko  advantage  of  the  Laud 
Let.  In  the  meantime  many  of  them 
rere  evietetl,  an<l  to  these  the  present 
HH  would  come  as  a  measure  of 
Blief,  as  they  had  been  driven 
rem  their  homesteads,  and  all  their 
little  property  had  been  sacrifieed.  He 
Bould  not  say  how  many  tetmiits  were 
Evicted  poudiug  a  setllemenf,  but  there 
have  been  close  on  2,(XK).  TljOf^e 
>ple  were  evioted  owing  to  the  tardy 
pgi*^lation  of  Parliament — -being  unal>le 
get  fair  rents  fixed  and  not  being  able 
pay  the  raekrents  demanded  of  them. 
ft  *vas  a  physical  imposjiibility  to  deal  i  of  the  remarkft 
rith  the  large  iiumtier  of  originating 
fciotices  that  went  before  the  Courts.  In 
lis  own  const! tuencv  the  Land  Leagire 


Commiflftiou  «howed  that  ^^uob 
was  not  the  ease.  He  had  t4iken  thred 
counties  from  each  of  the  four  provincou 
of  Ireland  in  order  to  asceruun  what 
were  the  average  arrears  of  the  evicted 
tenants  who  were  not  connected  with  th^ 
Plan  of  Campaign.  He  found  that  lO 
Antrim  the  tenants  were  evicted  for  ail 
average  of  H  years*  rent,  in  Armagh  for 
an  average  of  2 J  years'  rent,  and  in 
Cavan  for  an  average  of  2* la  years.  In 
Carlo w  the  average  was  2*10,  in  Dublin 
it  was  l%50,  and  in  Kildare  it  was  I 'HO, 
In  Gal  way  the  average  wan  2*35,  in  Roe- 
common  it  was  2*40,  and  in  Sligo  it  was 
3»  In  Clare  it  wa.s  2*07,  in  Limerick 
I'OOJn  Wat^rford  1*90,  and  in  Cork 
1*90.  These  figures  ei^ectnally  disposed 
which  Tory  gentlemen 
were  so  fond  of  making— that  the  rent 
amounted  to  4  or  o  years.  In  the  ease  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  tenants  the  aver^ 


ras  started  in  the  County  of  Cork  iu  |  age  wa^  between  2  and  2i   years,  and 
(880.     In   the    western  portion  of    the  '  tnuch  of  that   included  arreari^.     In  Ire* 
C»unty  Ixjrdering  on  Kerr}'  was  a 


pmall  '  land  the  arrears  had  accumulated  almost 


betnte  consisting  of   two  farms,  the  rents 
'  which  were  £30  and    1*38   odd.     The 


from  generation  to  generation.     In  Eng- 
land    tlie     landlords     frequently     made 


ind  was  marshy  and  of  that  kind  rj>ost  I  remissions    of  perhaps   40   i>or  cent,    to- 


acted  by  the  low  prices  that  prevailed 

1879  and  1880.     The  tenants  on  these 

lirmi  were  evictal  for  otie  year's  rent, 

they  hai!  taken  steps  to  serve  their 

iginating    notices.      The    farms    were 

ftkeo   possession   of  by   a   grabber,   and 

I  that  day  to  this  he  had  not  paidhts 

ont,  and  was  not  tilling  the  land  pro- 

erly.     He  wan  simply  in  possession  as 

example  to  people  who  would  not  do 

irhat  the  landlords  desired   them   to  do. 


the  struggling  agriculturists  to  meet 
timee  of  depression  j  but  in  Ireland, 
instead  of  nniking  such  remissions^ 
the  landlord  wonld  pile  up  the  40 
per  cent,  as  arrears,  so  that  if  ever 
they  wanted  to  come  down  upon  the 
tenants  they  could  alwitys  bring  Uie 
arrears  against  tb^m.  Tite  opinion  of 
the  Irish  people  on  this  qimstion  of  the 
evicted  tenants  could  not  be  mistaken* 
For    several    yearg  past,  and  especially 


here  ha^l  I»een  ifjree  policemen  on  these  i  since  the  present  Government  came  into 


k wo  farms.  Each  constable  was  supposed 
represent  £100  to  the  British  tax- 
iiyer,  so  that  the  three  constables  would 
^st  £300  a  year,  and  that  expeiKlI- 
B  during  10  years  would  amount 
£3,000,  No  douln  these  gra  It- 
ers, who  in  certain  quarters  were 
Bgarded  m  the  salt  of  creation,  would  be 
jlftd  to  go  out  on  receipt  of  fair  eompeu- 
itiou.  If  the  land  were  given  up  in  this 
a.se  a  saving  to  the  taxpayer  of  £300  a 
would  t>e  effected.  The  extraordi- 
statement  had  been  made  by  the 
:>Q«  Member  for  North  Armagh  that  the 
Ige  tenant  was  not  evicted  by  the 
Ige  landlortl  in  Irelaud  unless  he 
fed  at  least  five  years'  rent.  An  ex- 
titiatiou   of    the    Appendix    G  of  the 


Olfice,  Public  Bodies  all  over  the  country 
who  were  interested  in  social  order  and 
peace  in  Ireland,  and  who  con  id  not  be 
supposed  to  have  any  innate  or  inborn 
sympathy  with  dishonesty,  had,  with 
very  few  exceptioDs,  paf-sed  rcsolutioue 
in  favonr  of  the  Bill.  If  there  was  onepor^ 
tion  of  the  addresses  and  speeches  of  th« 
Nationalist  Members  during  tlie  General 
Election  of  1892  which  gave  more  sattB- 
faction  than  another,  it  was  their  declara* 
tions  that  they  would  do  all  in  their 
power  to  bring  Ijefore  Parliament  a  Bill 
of  this  kind.  Unionii^i;  speakers  ba^l 
often  said  that  they  could  not  grant  Ire- 
land Home  Rule,  but  that  they  would 
grant  what  was  fiiir  and  reasonable  in 
ternal   affairs.      This 
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Bill  was  a  test  of  the  geoiiinenea^  of 
these  declarations.  To  lum,  peraoually, 
wishing  as  he  did  for  peace  nud  order  iu 
Ireland,  it  had  been  a  keen  and  bitter 
disappointment  to  find  how  the  nifasure 
had  been  met.  The  Irish  Representa- 
tives thought  it  all  too  little,  but,  such  as 
it  was,  if  it  were  to  pass  into  law  they 
would  do  ail  they  eould  to  recommend  it 
to  tbeir  people,  and  to  make  it  work 
equitably  as  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
There  existed  no  power  on  earth — no 
power  in  Parliament,  aud  no  power  in 
Birmingham  or  Manchester — that  could 
prevent  the  Irish  people  giving  expres- 
sion to  their  feeling  of  dislike  and  detes- 
tation of  the  land-grabber.  If  Ireland 
had  been  quiet  iu  the  past  two  years  find 
more;  if  there  hiwl  been  no  outbreak  of 
disorder,  it  was  because  the  people  had 
exorciried  a  phenomenal  patience  and  put 
a  restraint  on  themselves  in  comieclion 
witb  this  burning  question  which  he 
could  not  always  guarantee  they  would 
do.  If  the  House  rejected  a  moderate 
measure  of  this  kind  that  restraint  would 
be  withdrawn,  aud  there  was  no  power 
in  this  Parliament  which  could  prevent 
public  opinion  Ijeiug  exercised  in  such  a 
manner  as  would  teach  both  landlords 
and  new  tenants  that  Iri^h  public  opinion 
was  sorely  and  grievously  dissatisfied 
with  the  condition  of  things  that  at  pre- 
sent obtained.  While  there  was  yet 
time  the  House  would  do  well  to  pass 
this  Bill  by  a  large  majority.  He  would 
entreat  the  House  not  to  repeat  the  inis- 
take  made  by  another  Chamljer  in  1886, 
but  to  send  this  message  of  peace  aud  re- 
conciliation to  Ireland,  trusting  that  it 
would  do  good  t^  the  tenants >  to  the 
landlords,  and  to  all  who  were  interested 
in  the  prosperity  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  (Cheshire,  Altrin- 
eham)  said,  the  hou.  Member  who  Imd 
just  sat  down  had  made  a  gretU  point  of 
Irish  pablic  opinion.  In  discussr ug  a 
Bill  of  tbis  kind,  however,  there  was 
another  public  opinion  to  take  into 
account,  and  that  was  English  public 
opinion.  Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  tropical  imagination  of  some  Members 
of  the  House.  He  did  not  think  that 
those  who  had  listened  to  the  Debate 
could  fail  to  consider  that  that  de^erip* 
tiou  applied  to  the  imaginations  of  gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway,  They  had 
dealt  with  the  Bill  not  as  a  subject  for 
Mr,  Fiffnn 


immediate  and  practfenl   legislation,  but 
as  a  subject  for  sentunent  and  for  a  greiil 
deal  of  hysterics*     It  was  asked    whftt 
guarantee  was  there,  if  this  Biil  was  re* 
jected,  that  there  would  be  order  iu  Ire- 
land.    If,   however,   the  House    pasaed 
the  Bill,  what  guarantee  was   there  that 
tJiere  would  be  order  in  Ireland,  or  that 
,  the   measure    would     bring    aljout    that 
!  position  of  peace  aud  security  which  the 
Nationalist    Members    promised  ?      He 
himself  saw  no  fiuality  about  tlin  Bill. 
He  only  saw  a  most  inadei^uate  measni^ 
which  was  to  take  the  place  of  the  BUI, 
I  which,  if  it  were  brought  forward  at  all* 
I  ougUt    to   l>e   full    and    thorough.     He 
wished  to  deal  with  the  matter  from  the 
point    of   view    of   an    English  County 
Mendjer.     He  thought  tluit   an  English 
County   Member   and    a    small    English 
landlord  like  himself  had  ^  right  to  etiler 
into    a   question    of    this    kind,     which 
affected  the  agrarian  credit  of  the  whole 
country.     What  was   Irish  agrarian  law 
to-day     was    English   agrarian    law    to- 
morrow.     There   had   been  one  t«peech 
from    a    Radical    County    Member,   who 
bad  talked  very  glibly  alx>ut  Lauil  Courts 
and    other  subjects  which  arose  out  of 
the  question   of   Irish    land    legiglatiou* 
These  were  matters  which   he  thotigbt 
must  sometimes  come  within   the  sphere 
of  English  agriculture.     It  was  only  fair 
to  ask  what  effect  this  measure  would 
have  upon  the  agriculture  of  this  country  ? 
After  all,  there  were  more  English  agri- 
cultural  Memhers    in    this    Hou^e   than 
there  were  Irish  agricultural   Members, 
Irish       public       opinion       might       be 
strongly    iu    favour    of    tlus    Bill,    but 
he  thought  that  English   public  opinion 
ought    to    be  taken    into   account    also, 
and  that  was  strongly  against  the  BUL 
Supposing  that  after  the  success  of  tho 
hou.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  W,  O'Hrien) 
in  turning  out  the  tenants  of  the  hon* 
Member   for  South   Hunts  (Mr*  Smith- 
Barry)  iu  Tipperary  he  had  gone  down 
to  the  County  of  Cheshire,  and  had  trietl 
to    briug   out    the    tenants    of    the   hoo. 
Member  for  South  Hunts  in  that  county, 
aud  supposing  those  tenants   had    gone 
out,  would   an   evicted  tenants^  quediioii 
have   been  started   in  Cheshire  ?     If  s>o, 
would    it    have    been   possible    to  bring 
forward  some  local  trust,  say  the  Wt^aver 
Trust,  for  the  reiustateruentof  tlie  evicted 
tenants  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
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mtmts  ?  He  thought  thiit,  \n  the  fir^t  place, 
Uli©  Chesbire  teiittDtd  would  have  laughed 
'nt  tlie  boo.  Member  for  Cork  ;  and  even 
if  tbey  had  gone  out  aa  evicted   t-euauts 
quesiioii  would   uevor  have  been  raised, 
bocauae  tb©  evicted  temint^  would   have 
%one    hy    the  board    aud    other  reiiauts, 
iTould  have  taken  their  places.    He  knew 
Ihat   all    the  evicted   tenants  iu  Ireland 
rare  not  Plau  of  Campuigu  fenauts,  but 
Itill  the  House  could   not  get  over  the 
|fael  that  except  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
stign    this  question    would    never   have 
eii  brought  forward.     But  for  Plan  of 
^ampaigu   tenants,  who  were   promised 
IhattUey  should  lose  nothing  by  going  out, 
^ad  who  in   maiAy  cases  had  lo8t  esBry- 
^hiiag,  the  Houseof  Commons  would  never 
Tlave  been  troubled  with  this  Bill,     Tbo 
liuu.  Member  for  Eatst  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
iad  fiUted  that  he  had  never  prevented 
peoplo  i:i  Ireland  from  taking  advantage 
>f  the  clemency  which  w^as   held  out  to 
them  by  the  exceptional  agrarian  laws  of 
Ireland.     But  the  mosi  notable  point  of 
Ihe  i*peech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry 
fMr.  Roi^s)  was  that  in  which  he  showed 
ihat  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  had 
"u  one    case  prevented  the  tenants  on  a 
ertaio   estate  from   taking  advantage  of 
be  clemency  of  the  Irish  agrarian  laws* 
Soglish  County  Members  could  wot  close 
\ieir   eyes   to    the    fact    that   this    Bill 
rould  assist  men  who  had   gone  out  of 
heir    holdings    knowing    perfectly    well 
Wt  they  could  pay  their  rent.     The  Bill 
ras   brought   in  not   only  to  whitewash 
"be  leaders  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  but 
reins tHte  tenants  who  had  been  partv 
>  a  conspiracy,  and  could  Iiave  paid  but 
refused  to  do  so.     He  did   not  say 
bat  all  the  evicted  tenants  were  iu  this 
oaition  ;  but  all  the  provisiona  of    this 
^ill  were  over^badoweil   by  the  fact  that 
it    was  a  Plan  of  Campaign    Bill,    and 
'        it  aroEie   out   of  an  unlawful    con- 
ey.    This  w^ould  be  the  first  time  iu 
'Slistory    of    Parliament,  if   this   Bill 
i,  that  the  law   of  the  League  had 
come   tiie   law   of  the    land.     Iu   cou- 
tlering  the  speech  of  the  hou.  Member 
*  Cork  (Mr. W,  O'Brien)  Membere  could 
forget  that  be  had  in  a  very  large 
^ree  been  the  vehicle  for  a  great  deal 
the  distress  that  had  been  brought  on 
be  Irish  tenants.     It  was  too  late  now  to 
"resurrect  the  Plan  of  Campaign  story,  but, 
wlieu  such  a  Bill  was  brought  forward  the 


hon.  Member's  conrmclion  w*ith  I  hat  or- 
ganisation could  not  be  forgotten.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Haddington 
(Mr.  Haldane),  In  his  very  able  speech 
OD  the  Secorid  lieading,  asked  the  House 
tjo  bury  the  hatchet.  Never  would  the 
hatchet  be  buried  until  the  Member  for 
Cork  and  &ome  of  his  frieuils  had  been 
buried  also.  \^NationalUt  cries  of 
^^  Oh  J  *']  He  did  not  mean  that  they 
should  be  given  their  quietus,  but  that 
the  House  of  Commons  would  never 
listen  to  a  proposal  for  reinstating  the 
evicted  tenants  until  certain  of  the  ring- 
leaders of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
withdrawn  from  the  position  they  had 
taken  up  with  regard  to  that  organisa- 
tion. He  had  no  wish  that  this  Bill 
should  be  turned  into  a  question  of  com- 
promise* He  did  not  think  that  waa  a 
subject  which  would  allow  of  discussion. 
The  Bill  would  be  a  very  bad  e:xample 
in  the  future  not  only  in  Ireland  but  in 
England,  aud  would  destroy  ail  good 
feeling  which  should  exist  between  land^ 
lonls  and  tenants.  On  those  grounds  it 
ought  to  be  rejected. 

Mtt.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  (Devoupoit) 
trusted  that  no  words  which  he  might 
utter  would  tend  to  widen  the  breach 
between  the  two  sides  in  this  controversy. 
He  would  explain  to  hon.  Members 
opposite^  whose  bitterness  in  this  con- 
troversy was  due  to  the  fact,  or  rather 
was  inteusifieil  by  the  fact,  that  attacks 
bad  been  made  from  time  to  time  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate  on  Irish  landlords, 
that  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  did  not 
allude  to  the  whole  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland,  but  to  those  particular  Irish 
landlords  who  would  be  affected  by  the 
BilL  He  admitted  cordially  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  Irish  landlords  were 
not  unkind  or  cruel  landlords;  but  if  they 
took  the  tenants  who  had  been  evicted 
since  1879,  and  who  wonld  claim  under 
that  Bill,  he  thought  he  should  not  be  far 
wrong  in  saying  that  the  landlords  of 
those  tenants  were  not  men  the  like  of 
whom  could  bo  found  among  the  laud* 
lords  of  England.  They  had  been  en- 
gaged iu  this  controversy  over  the  Irish 
question  for  the  past  eight  years  in  an 
acute  form,  and  yet  it  would  appear 
from  the  Debate  that  even  now  some 
Members  had  not  mastered  the  ele- 
mentary facts  of  the  land  question. 
He   wa«   particularly  stnick   by  the  re- 
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marks    of    the    hotj*    Member    for    the 
Harrow*  Dlvi!»iort  nod  the  hotu  Member 
for  the  Tradestoti  Diviaiiou  of  Glasgow. 
Both  of  thosie  hon.  Members   stated  that 
Ireland  enjoyed  a  system  of  land   laws 
more    favourable    to    the    tenauts    thau 
estii^tefl    in    any   other   conntry    in    the 
world,       li  they    looked  at  the    matter 
teehnica!K\  or  from  a  legal  point  of  view, 
or  as  it  appeared   on  paper,   he  admitted 
that  that   wa**   true :    bnt    if   they   took 
account  of  the  circumstances  of   the  caae 
in    Ireliunl,    the    economic  conditions  of  i 
Irehmd,  the  customs  that   had  grown  up  I 
in  Ireland,  and   a  series  of  unfortunate 
circumstances  which  confined   the  Irish  ' 
people  to  the   land,  then  they  would  see  ' 
that  the  condition  of  the  tenant  in  Ire- 
land was  wor^e  than  that  of  the  tenant 
in  any  civilised  country.     The  opponents 
of    mejisures    like    the    Bill    before    the 
House    frequently    compared   the    Irish  I 
farmer   and    the   Irish  hind  system  with 
the    English    farmer    and    the    English 
Iftud  system  ;   Vint  those   l»*»n.  Clentlemeu  i 
altogether  forgot  the  fundameutftl  ditifer-  | 
<juoo  between  the  two  systems.  Althouj^h  ^ 
there    were    land     grievances    in    this  I 
country,  those  grievances,  great  as  they 
were,    only    immediately    liud    directly  j 
-affected  a  minority  of   the  people.     The  \ 
dit!erence  was  that  the   people  in  Great 
Britain  earned  their  living,  not  by  tilling 
the  land,   hut  by  enj^aging   in  other  in- 
dustries, while  in  Ireland  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  had   no    moans  of  earning 
their  daily  bread  except  by   agriculture. 
In  Ireland  tliere   were   next    to   no  non- 
agricultural  industries.     The  mass  of  the 
Irish  people  had  no  other  methmls  of  em- 
ployment than   agriculture.      This  Par- 
liament in    the   Inst   and    the  preceding 
century   crushed    out — and    delil^erately 
crushed  out,  as  the  Preambles  of  the  Acts 
showed — the  Irish  industries  which  were 
started  at  the  same  time   as  the  English 
industries,    and     the     result     was    the 
Irish       tenant      wa«      now      absolutely 
imder  the  heel  of  the    landloni.     Well, 
the   tirst   effect   of   that    was    that    the 
frish  landlord  never  made  pennanent  im- 
provements like  the  English  landlord,  or 
like   the   English    landlord   paid  for  the 
permanent   improvements   made    by   the 
tenant.     The  Irish   tenant,  or  his  father 
'before    him,  or    his    grandfather    before 
him,  reclaimed   the   land   from  the  bog, 
gathered  the   stones    to  build   his  little 
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hut ;  put  up  the  shed  for  the  cow 
pigsty e  ;  and  his  love  for  his  littfo 
iiig  was  wo  great  ^greater  even  thau 
Englishmau^s    proverbial    love    for 
home — that   when  the    landlord  said 
him,  '*  You  must  give  up  that  bold 
unlejis  you  pay  the   rent  I  demand, *'^ 
elf'eet  was  that  the  tenant  wonld  proiT 
to  pay  rent  which  be  could  not  pa 
order  to  avoid    eviction  and  exile 
Ireland^    whicli    he   feared    worse 
death    itself.     That  was  the  real 
of    the    land    difHculty,     The    con 
history  of  eviction  since  1H79  was 
the  tenant  had  obtained  a  small  port  to 
of  unproductive  moorland,  and  hy  il 
or  four    years*  labour    bad  reclaime ' 
and  that  when  the  holding  was  of 
value  the  landlord  increased  the  r©d 
[*^No  I  "]-^iboiigh  lie  himself    hadJ 
expended  a  sixpence  on  it»     That  w| 
common  case* 

Mr.   BHODRICK  :  What  al^outl 
Land  Act  of  1881  ? 

Mk.  E,  J.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  | 
speaking  of  the  beginning  of  the  hia 
of  those  holdings.     He  contended 
the  Irish   landlord   never  had  any 
at  all  to  the  rent.     The  English  te 
knew  that  nine-tenths  of  the  vabieol 
holding  which  he  look   had  been  er 
by  labour  and  capital  not  his  own. 
the  most  extreme  land  national iser  n|| 
cialist  bail  never  contended  that  rent  sli( 
not  be  paid  in  England.     The  only 
tion  was  to  whom  the  rent  should  bei 
But  the  Irish  tenant   knew  that  sll 
value  of  his  holding  had  been  create 
himself,  or    his   father  and  gramlfat 
ami  to  ask  him  to  pay  rent  on  the 
he  had  ereateil    himself    was    iega 
robbery*       At  though    he   wa«   not 
tieularly  fond  of  landlords  as  a  c1a9 
j?»hould  say  that  it  was  a  slander  o^ 
English  landlord  to  compare  him  wil 
I  Irish  landlords.      When    land  bad 
I  recleimed  by  the  tenant,  the  Irish   las 
i  lord  raised  the  rent  of  the  boldingj 
I      Mr.    BRODRICK:     Will    the 
1  Gentleumn  quote  a  case  where  the! 
lord  raised  the  rent  on  account  o| 
provements    made    by   the    tenant 
where  eviction  followed  ? 

Mr.  K.  J.  C.  MORTON   raitlJ 
every  single  case  of  eviction  between  I 
and  1881  was  an  ilKistration  of  thpf 
ment. 
Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Quot^  a  erne 
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Mr.  E.  J.  C,  MORTON  mul  he  could 
quote  Uuudredi^  of  caseti  of  evictions 
between  IH79  and  1881,  in  which  the 
value  of  the  holdiuga  wero  made  hy  the 
teoatit^  ;  where  the  teuants  were  rack- 
rented  ou  tbeir  own  iraproveinents,  and 
then  when  bad  ttiues  came,  and  could 
tiot  meet  tho»e  rents*  were  evicted. 
There  was  the  eitse  of  Mrs.  Ahearn  on 
Che  GJensharrold  estate.  Her  husJmud 
6ad  sold  jili  the  stock  on  the  farm  to 
pay  the  rent  on  his  own  improvemeuts 
under  threat  of  eviction  ;  then  the 
fnrniture  went,  and  finally  tbe  widow 
was  turncxl  out  of  the  bare  house*  That 
was  a  sample  of  the  iniquitous  robbery  of 
Iri*h  tenants  by  Irish  landlords.  The 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  referred  to. 
There  were  two  methmls  of  treating  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  wbicli  was  very  inconsistent. 
They  were  extremely  angry  with  it  on 
Iheoue  hand,  while  thuy  oallod  it  a  despi- 
cable faihire  on  the  other  hand.  Under 
jast  law»  and  under  a  Constitutlnn  where 
the  people  had  tlie  power  to  make  their 
own  laws  this  Plan  of  Campaign  could 
not  bo  possibly  defended  ;  hut  as  it  was 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  the  war  of  an 
Mnarmod  people.  That  was  its  justitica* 
tiont  and  as  to  its  justification  from  the 
point  of  view  of  success,  it  was  adopted 
on  nearly  100  estates,  and  it  succoodcd 
absobitely  on  80  of  them*  Be:? ides  that, 
there  were  an  enormous  imniberof  settle- 
tneuts  made  hy  landlords  with  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  their 
tninds.  He  welcomed  the  Bill  as  the  first 
»tep  towards  a  reorganisation  of  the  whole 
land  sy^tenh  It  was  objected  that  the  Bill 
wa«  vagne  and  uncertain,  and  that  the 
•word  •*  unreasonableness  '*  as  to  the  con- 
<luet  of  tbe  landlord  or  the  tenant  in  the 
ease,  which  the  Arbitrators  had  to  take 
into  account,  which  was  used  in  tiio  Bill, 
no  legal  definition.  That  was  an 
bjoetion  which  came  with  au  ill  grace 
rom  a  party  whose  leader,  in  almost  the 
last  act  of  bis  tenure  of  office,  created  the 
iiew  criuie  of  oppression  by  a  County 
Couuci),  without  a  word  of  definition*  The 
^auditions  to  he  dealt  with  in  Ireland  were 
revolutionary  in  character,  and  iiltogether 
4inomalous  ;  and  the  only  hope  of  an 
^equate  settlement  was  by  some  such 
method  as  that  which  the  Bill  proposed* 
He  did  not  see  bow  tbey  could  deal  with 
the  liiffieulty  if  tbey  were  met  with  legal 


definitions  at  every  turn*  Of  the  Arbi- 
trators, two  were  avowed  opponents  of 
Nationalist  politics,  and  the  third  had^  in 
his  profession  as  a  solicitor,  probably 
represented  the  landlords  in  the  Lami 
Courts  more  than  any  other  solicitor  in 
Ireland.  It  showed  a  strange  want  of 
faith  in  their  own  views  on  the  part  of 
hon*  Members  opposite  to  distrust  the 
discretion  of  such  a  Comniisslon.  They 
bad  been  asked  to  reject  the  Bill  because 
hou.  Members  opposite  had  not  Injen 
allowed  to  discuss  it ;  but  if  il  had  not 
been  for  the  nnignificent  display  of  thoir 
dignity,  which  they  made  by  leaving  the 
House  in  a  body,  and  so  creating  a  political 
strike,  hon.  Members  might  have  been 
disciiBsiug  the  Committee  stage  of  tbe  Bill 
at  th  is  moment.  The  Tory  Party  in  variably 
used  the  argument  in  regard  to  Ireland 
which  he  could  only  describe  as  ''''  heads  I 
win,  tails  you  lose/*  When  Irehtnil  was 
quiet  they  said  there  was  no  demand  for 
reform  ;  and  when  Ireland  was  on  the 
verge  of  rebel  Hou  they  said  tbey  could 
not  yield  to  force.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  consult 
the  dignity  not  only  of  Parliament  and  of 
tbe  country,  but  of  their  Party*  if  they 
fteized  upon  this  moment  of  peace  and 
quiet  in  Ireland  to  effect  a  settlement  of 
this  question.  Bub  be  doubted  whether 
they  would  do  so*  Siuce  tlie  magnificent 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin  there  had  been  a 
talk  of  compromise,  and  hon.  Members 
0]>posite  had  declared  that  tbey  desired 
compromise  if  only  tbey  could  get  it.  He 
trusted  that  the  expressed  desire  for  com- 
promise was  sincere.  Within  a  few  days 
they  would  know  whether  it  was  sincere 
or  uot^  The  Bill,  after  it  had  left  thftt 
House,  would  liave  to  run  the  gauntlet  of 
another  InstitutiuD  which  in  recent  years 
seemed  to  have  become  a  portion  of  tbe 
family  estate  of  tbe  family  to  which  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  belonged.  At 
any  rate,  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  and 
his  Party  conld  in  thai  Institntion  get  any 
ameuilmeut  they  desiretl  made. in  the  BUI, 
and  if  they  were  sincere  in  their  desire 
for  a  compromise  the  Hill  would  ruturti 
to  the  Hoiise  altercii  and  transfigured 
by  the  genius  of  the  Opposition.  But  if 
tbey  did  not  see  the  Bill  again  nltere4l 
and  transformed,  then  he  did  not  think 
the  Party  opposite  could  claim  tlmt  their 
ex  press  e<l    desire    for    com  prom  i  so    was 
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sincere.  He  was  sorry  to  know  that  the 
bon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh,  backed  subsequently  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  had  declared 
that  the  Bill  would  not  come  back,  but 
would  be  defeated  and  destroyed  in 
another  place  by  a  majority  consisting 
wholly  of  landlords,  who  represented 
nobody  but  themselves  and  safeguarded 
no  interests  but  their  own.  He  desired 
to  place  before  the  House  the  peculiar 
cruelty  of  the  situation  in  this  respect. 
In  the  eyes  of  all  foreign  nations,  and  in 
the  eyes,  he  believed,  of  the  majority  of 
the  English  people,  the  treatment  of 
Ireland  by  England  in  the  past  had  been 
cruel  treatment.  In  times  past,  when 
Lord  Palmerstou  protested  against  the 
cruel  oppressions  of  Austria  in  Italy,  and 
the  cniel  oppression  of  Russia  in  Poland, 
he  was  desired  to  look  to  England's 
treatment  of  Ireland.  But  that  treat- 
ment was  not  inflicted  by  the  people  of 
England,  but  by  her  aristocratic  rulers, 
without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the 
people.  Now  that  the  people  had  ob- 
tained power  in  the  House  of  Commons 
they  had  determined  that  the  blot  upon 
their  otherwise  fair  fame  should  be  swept 
away  ;  but  the  same  aristocratic  rulers 
came  in  and  said  the  people  should  not 
be  permitted  to  wipe  out  thi««  foul  blot 
from  their  fair  fame.  He  had  ^uly  one 
word  more  to  say.  This  question  had 
been  declared  by  the  greatest  Leader 
that  House  had  had  in  modern  times  to 
be  an  urgent  one,  and  if  the  Bill  was 
rejected  by  those  who  representetl  none 
but  themselves,  it  would  be  one  further 
step  towards  freeing  the  people  in 
England  as  well  as  the  people  of  Ireland 
from  a  domination  which  they  held  in 
contempt. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Sir,  I 
had  not  intended  to  take  any  part  in  this 
discussion,  but  I  am  tempted  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  the  speech  to  which  we 
have  just  listened.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  may  bo  surprised  that  I  attach 
so  much  importance  to  his  speech,  but  it 
is,  I  venture  to  say,  a  typical  speech.  It 
is  really  an  exact  representation  of  what 
I  may  call  the  platform  oratory  of  the 
Party  to  which  the  hon.  Member  belongs. 
There  has  not  been,  I  venture  to  say, 
one  single  argument  or  sentence  in  the 
course  of  that  speech  which  has  been 
directed  to  this  Bill  before  the  House, 
Mr.  E.  J.  C.  Morton 


and  the  whole  speeoh  has  been — I  ahould 
flatter  the  hon.  Member  if  I  called  it  an 
effort  of  the  imagination — ^bot  an  effort 
of  memory,  for  it  is  a  pure  repetition  of 
speeches  which  we  have  heard  a  hun- 
dred times  before.  If  there  was  any 
argument  in  that  speech  it  was  an 
argument  not  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  but 
against  the  payment  of  rent  at  all. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  na  iu  bo 
many  words  that  in  Ireland  the  whole 
valae  of  property  has  been  made  by  the 
tenant,  and  that  nothing  whatever  belongs 
to  the  landlord. 

Mk.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  :  1  expressly 
excluded  myself  from  that  interpretation. 
What  I  said  was  that  I  dealt  first  of  all 
exclusively  with  the  estates  that  would 
be  affected  by  this  Bill — that  was  the 
estates  from  which  the  tenants  had  been 
evicted  since  1879.  I  stated  that  in  the 
large  majority  of  these  cases  that  this 
was  so. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  That  is 
all  very  well.  I  am  going  to  test  the 
accuracy  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  before 
I  sit  down.  In  the  meantime,  it  is  with 
the  general  character  of  his  speech  that 
I  desire  to  deal  ;  and  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House — and  to  some 
extent  of  the  people  outside — to  the  fact 
that  this  is  the  rubbish  with  which  it  is 
sought  to  delude  the  electorate  of  thia 
country.  Why,  Sir,  anyone  who  listened 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  talks  about 
removing  a  blot  from  Lis  fair  fame  bj 
doing  justice  at  this  late  hour  to  Ireland, 
would  imagine  that  we  had  done  nothing 
during  the  last  15  years  to  redress  the 
grievances  of  Ireland.  I  am  not  here  to 
deny  that  Ireland  had  grievances,  as  in- 
deed had  Scotland  and  England,  and  all 
parts  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions.  This 
House  exists,  we  know,  to  remove 
grievances  ;  but  for  the  last  15  ycMirs  the 
greater  part  of  our  time  has  been  spent 
solely  in  redressing  the  grievances  of 
Ireland,  and  chiefly  by  the  Party  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  and  I  myself 
belong — the  Liberal  Party.  Now,  Sir, 
what  is  the  position  the  hon.  Member 
takes  up  ?  Does  he  mean  to  say 
that  all  this  legislation — that  all  these 
successive  Land  Acts  and  other  Acts 
passed  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  have 
been  of  no  effect,  and  that  the  grievanees 
of  Ireland  remain  exactly  as  they  were  ? 
If  that  is  his  position,  I  would  ask  the  -* 
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House  whether  thej  throk  it  worth  while 
to  go  on  any  longer  wasting  oiir  time  in 
posing  Acts  which  produce  no  result, 
either  in  securing  the  gratitude  of  the 
Irish  people  or  their  Representatives,  or 
the    satisfaction     and     contentment    of 
the  hon.  Member,  or   in  removing  that 
blot  from   his  fair  fame  which    causes 
him     so    much    anxiety    and     trouble. 
I  say  it  was  all   very  well  before   the 
great  series  of  legislation  which  began  in 
1870  with  the  Land  Act  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian,  and  the  Church 
Act,  and  which  has  been  followed  con- 
tinuously by  further  legislation — it  was 
all  very  well  before  that  commenced  to 
talk  of  the  grievances  of  the  Irish  tenants, 
which   undoubtedly   at  that  time  were 
greater  than  the  grievances  of  the  English 
tenantry  ;  but  to  say  that  after  all  our 
efforts  and  continuous  legislation  exactly 
the  same  language  is  to  be  used,  word  for 
word,  and  year  after  year,  which  we  heard 
about  these  comt>laints  25  years  ago.  is  to 
say  that  we  have  been  engaged  in  an  ab- 
solutely  useless   task,  or  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  been  asleep  for  the  past  26 
years  while  other  people  have  been  work- 
ing.     Now,  I  said  that  I  would  test  the 
accuracy  of  the  hon.  Member.      He  has 
told  the  House,  as  probably  he  has  told 
many  audiences  throughout  the  country, 
where,  I  have  no  doubt,  he  is  popular, 
and  where  imagination   is  always  appre- 
ciated— he  has  told  the  House  that  these 
tenants,  hundreds  and  thousands  of  them, 
were  ^ple  upon  whom   the   landlords 
had  raised  the  rent  again  and  again,  and 
who  had  gone  out  from  their  holdings  be- 
cause they  were  unable  to  pay  the  rack- 
rents  which  the  abominable  injustice  of 
the  landlords  had  imposed  npou  them.  All 
that,  as  the  House  knows,  is  absolutely 
impossible.      What    is    the  use  of   the 
great  Laud  Act   of    1880,    which    pro- 
tected the  improvements  of  the  tenants, 
and  of    the  impartial  Court    set    up    in 
order  to  establish  judicial  rents,  if  these 
grievances   still    continue,    as    the   hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  crass  ignorance  seems 
to  think  ?     And  then,  Sir,  in  the  middle 
of    his  impassioned    harangue,  my  hon. 
Friend  opposite    (Mr.  Brodrick)    asked 
him  for  a  case.      Oh,  that  wai  a  fatal 
inquiry.     Gentlemen  who  speak  like  the 
hon.    Member    are   not  accustomed   on 
platforms  to  be  asked  for  cases.  The  hon. 
Member  was  taken  aback.     He  thought 


for  a  moment,  and  said,  '*  I  will  give  you  a 
case,  a  typical  case."  This  is  the  typical 
case — the  case  the  hon .  Member  has  in- 
quired into,  and  by  this  case  let  the  hon. 
Member  stand  or  fall.  It  is  the  case  of 
Mrs,  Ahearn  of  the  Glensharold  Estate. 
Oh,  take  pity  for  the  widow  and  orphan 
who  was  cruelly  evicted  from  her  tenancy, 
in  which,  bear  in  mind,  she  had  made 
every  improvement ;  she  had  built  the 
little  cottage  with  stones  which  she  had 
picked  up  out  of  the  field — the  field  was 
all  stones  previously ;  she  built  her 
little  cottage  with  the  stones, 
and  made  the  land,  and  then  the  cruel 
landlord  came  down  on  her  and  raised 
j  her  rent  again  and  again,  evicted  her,  and 
turned  her  out  by  the  roadside  because  she 
I  could  not  pay  his  extortionate  rent.  Sir, 
will  the  House  believe  that  Mrs.  Ahearn 
was  not  a  tenant  at  all  ?  Mrs.  Ahearn^s 
case  was  one  of  a  class  of  cases  which 
are  not  infrequent  in  Ireland.  The  land 
was  the  land  of  Mr.  Delmege  ;  he  had 
lived  on  the  land  ;  he  made  the  land,  im- 
proved it,  put  lime  into  it,  and  gave  it  all 
the  value  it  possessed  ;  and,  having  done 
this,  he  let  the  land  for  grazing,  and  in 
order  that  Mrs.  Ahearn  and  other  peop'e 
in  her  position  should  not  be  tenants  he 
let  the  grazing  in  some  cases  for  five  or 
six  months,  and  in  the  case  of  Mrs. 
Ahearn  for  11  months.  She  never  had  a 
year's  tenancy. 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON :  If  this 
account  is  not  pure  imagination  it  must 
refer  to  a  totally  diflferent  case,  because  I 
know  the  case  of  Mrs.  Ahearn.  I  have 
been  over  the  holding,  and  at  the  time  I 
saw  it  neither  then  nor  at  any  previous 
time  had  there  been  any  grazing  on  the 
holding  at  all. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  will 
quote  from  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell's  work  a 
description  of  the  tenancy.  It  sets  forth 
that  Mrs.  Kate  Ahearn  was  never  a 
tenant  on  the  estate  ;  that  Mr.  Delmege 
held  the  farm,  known  as  the  Cottage 
Farm,  in  his  own  possession  ;  that  he  laid 
out  a  considerable  sum  in  improving  the 
farm,  drained  and  manured  it,  laid  it  out 
in  separate  fields,  and  let  the  land  to 
different  people  for  grazing  purposes. 
Michael  Ahearn  took  four  of  those  fields 
for  11  months  at  the  rate  of  £10.  After 
Ahearn  died  Mr.  Delmege  took  the  laud, 
leaving  the  widow  in  the  cottage,  which 
was   greatly  dilapidated,  and  for  which 
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she  had  uot  been  asked  to  pay  anything. 
8ho  was  offered  the  grazing  of  the  land, 
but  she  wanted  to  be  recognised  as  a 
tenant,  which,  of  course,  could  uot  be 
done. 

Mr.  £.  J.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  this 
was  uot  the  same  case. 


to,  and  it  is  upon  them  that  the  respo&Bi- 
bility  for  its  not  having  been  arrived  at 
rests.  The  responsibility  rests  upon  the 
Government  in  the  first  place,  but  in 
the  second  place  it  rests  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  opposite.  I  am 
uot  blaming  them  for  their  action  in  the 


Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  should  j  matter — they  know  their  own  interests 
think  that  it  was  not,  wheu  the  facts  come  (  best — but  if  they  desired  a  settlement  to 
to  be  correctly  stated.  The  hon.  Member  |  be  come  to,  nothing  could  have  been 
says  he  knows  hundreds  and  thousands  >  easier  than  for  them  to  have  got  ap 
of  such  cases,  and  that  he  can  quote  them  j  when    they   were   in  this    House  alone 


in  this  House.  If  he  does,  I  have  no 
doubt  we  shall  be  able  to  deal  with  them 
as  we  have  dealt  with  the  case  he  has 
given.  But,  Sir,  all  this  is  beside  the 
question.  [Mr.  Bodkix  :  It  is.]  Yes,  it 
is  beside  the  question,  and  yet  that  is  the 
stuff  by  which  the  agricultural  population 
in  the  country  are  deluded  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport.  I  have  thought 
it  worth  while  for  once  to  expose  him  in  his 
presence.    Now,  Sir,  I  will  say  a  word  or 


with  the  Government,  and  have  given 
Home  intimation  to  that  effect.  But  the 
hon.  Members  never  made  a  sign.  Let 
me  state  what  is  my  position  and  that  of 
those  who  think  with  me  in  this  matter. 
We  have  not  shown  ourselves  in  the 
course  of  this  Debate  at  all  opposed  to  a 
settlement.  We  have  all  along  pointed 
out  that  we  were  prepared  to  consider  the 
case  of  the  tenant  who  had  left  his  hold- 
ing owing  to  pressure,  or  to  his  having 


two  about  the  Bill.  This  Bill  was  brought  |  been    deceived    by    thd    representations 


in  in  its  present  form  by  the  Government 
with  the  object  of  dealing,  as  they  said,  ' 
with  the  social  and  administrative  diffi-  . 
culty    of    Ireland.      Upon    the    Second  | 
Reading  of  the  Bill  it  was  perfectly  evi-  , 
dent  what  line    would   be  taken  by  the  I 
Opposition.     The  Government  and  hon.  j 
Members  opposite  knew  perfectly    well 
what  they  could  and  what  they  could  uot 
get.     They  might  have  had  a  Bill  pro- 
viding for  a  voluntary  arrangement,  in  the  I 
nature  of  the  1 3th  clause  of  the  Act  of  , 
1891,  greatly  extended    in    its  operation 
by  the  help  of  the  large  sum  of  money  ' 
which  the  Government  had  at  their  dis- 
posal for  the  purpose  of  carrying  it  into 
effect.     If  they  had  wanted  an  arrange- 
ment of  that   kind,  which  by  their  own 
confession  this  evening  would  have   pro 


which  had  been  nuide  to  him.  We  thought 
that  such  a  teuant  was  worthy  of  our 
sympathy.  Where  we  did  not  agree 
with  the  Government  was  in  thinking 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  settling  ihis  ques- 
tion, all  principles  of  law  and  of  justice 
were  to  be  set  aside.  On  the  contrary, 
we  thought  that  all  the  difficulty  might 
be  met  without  committing  iujustice. 
But  wo  felt  that  there  was  one 
duty  that  was  incumbent  upon  us  to  dis- 
charge— a  duty  that  was  even  greater 
than  to  show  sympathy  with  the  evicted 
tenants — and  that  was  that  justice  in  the 
first  place  should  be  done  to  the  new 
tenants — to  the  men  who  had  taken  the 
land  and  had  worked  it  at  the  risk  of 
their  lives.  Nothing  would  induce  us  to 
abandon   those    men — we    are  not  such 


vided    for    nine-tenths    of    the    evicted  ;  cowards,  as  in  the  hope  of  securing  future 


tenants,  they  could  have  had  it.  I 
not  stating  that  on  my  own  authority,  for 
I  know  nothing  about  it,  but  I  take  those 
figures  from  the  statement  of  the  hon.Mem- 
ber  for  Cork.  Why  have  not  the  Go- 
vernment enileavoured  .  to  8e<nire  that 
arrangement  ?  Why,  the  moment  they 
found  that  the  Opposition  were  willing 
to  assent  to  such  an  arrangement  they 
closured  the  Debate  on  the  Bill,  with  the 
result  that  it  beonnio  impossible  for  such 
an  arrangement  to  be  arrived  at.  The 
Government  themselves  have  prevented 
that  amicable  settlement  from  being  come 

Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 


peace  and  order  in  Ireland  for  ourselves, 
to  betray  the  men  who  have  trusted  to 
British   justice.      In    order    to    protect 
those  men  we  sought  to  retain  the  veto  o£_ 
the  landlords.     What  has  the  hon.  Men^  < 
l>er  for  Cork  said  on  this  point  to-night 
The  hon.  Member  had  not  the  courage  t^ 
state  his  meaning  in  plain  language,  hxz- 
he   threatened  these  men  with  what  fa^^ 
descril>ed   as   '* public  opinion**  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  W.  0*BRI£N  :  I  specified  di  ^ 
tinctly   what    I    meant.      Perhaps 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  the  pub 


\ 
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^pinioQ  that  has  been  brought  to  bear  hy 

|be  Primrose  daaies  on  Hudicul  o})iQioii 
pu  EnglaDil.  I  also  meatioDeil  the  eir- 
ftiiiistances  of  the  Wesley  an  minister  at 
lattield. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  When 
lid  the  Primrose  dames  mutilate  cattle  ? 

Theu  did  the  Primrose  dames  fire  into 
^ousea  ?       Wheu     did     they    drag    the 

^oaiitd   out   of   their   hous«es  nod  place 

uem  against  the  walla  and  shoot  them 
death  nuder  the  cowardly  instigation 
if  their  advisers  ?  And  these  men  now 
Jet  up  and  say  that  the  tenaut^  are  under 

he    influence  and   terrorism  of  the  land- 

>rds,    whom    they    denounce   as  being 

r*  I      fit    to   live.     Fortunately,    the 

f  J  are  above  these  thretits.     After 

all*  it  in  not  they  who  have  sul!ered  most; 

it  is   the  poor  teoantj$,  men  of  their  own 

plasfi,   who    have    been    shot    dowu  and 

brutally  murdered.      You  dare  not  touch 

lie  landlords,  and  therefore  it  is  that  we 
Icsire  to  give  them  the  real  veto  in  order 
enable    them    to   protect    their    new 

euantti.  That  is  the  first  thii>g  that  we 
pay-     The   hon.   Member    paid    in    the 

[jurseof  the  Debate  that  this  Parliament 
bad  tiever  done  anything  ;  that  at  this  late 
Jay  the  Government  are  trying  to  do 
hing  for  them,  but  that  little  is 
Dbtained  except  under  the  pressure  of 
iisturbance  in   Ireland.     I    am  afraid  to 

»me  extent  that  is  true ;  hut  let  it  not 
be  true  any   longer.     The   hou.  Member 

Hid  two  things,  to  both  of  which  atten- 
lion  ought  to  l>c  given.    In  the  first  place, 

"li*  Parliament  bad  acted  too  late. 
It  U  true.  Let  us  act  iu  time.  Let 
CL0  act  when  we  are  convinced  of 
he  justice  of  the  cause.  Let  us  act 
jpon  the  meriti*  of  the  case  and  without 

t*gard  to  threats  of  oppression*  Iu  the 
feecoud  place,  ho  said  that  we  only  acted 
>fter  pressure.     The   lesson    we    have  to 

*rn  ij*  never  let  n^  act  under  pressure 
again,  boc*au«e  the  only  result  is  to  give 
encouragement  to  Mem  Iters  like  the  hon. 
'lember  for  Cork  to  goon  in  their  illegal 
proceeciings,  to  raise  con«piracieH,  and  to 
fextort  from  our  fears  what  they  have 
Eieirer  claimed  from  our  sense  of  justice* 
it   be   true  that  justice  demands  this 

)il],  let  us  vote  for  it,  but  do  not  let  us 
rota  for  it  becaninj  of  the  threats  of  hon, 

lemi>erH  opposite  ;  let  us  see  whether, 
hvmi  by  A  course  of  20  years  of  resolute 


government,  we  cannot  teach  Irishmeo 
to  respect  the  law.  I  aay  let  us  judge 
this  thiag  by  its  merits  and  on  its  merits, 
I  have  admitted  there  was  a  case  made 
out  for  some  of  those  tenanls  which 
might  have  been  met,  and  if  it  has  not 
been  met  the  fault  is  the  fault  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  and  of  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  Beuch.  It 
is  not  our  fault.  For  our  part,  we  have 
nuide  our  olTer,  and  it  has  not  been 
accepted  ;  and  I  wovdd  rather  not  accept 
any  compromise  or  any  Bill  than  give 
once  more  an  encouragement  to  violence, 
agitation,  and  dishonesty  in  Ireland. 

[At  this  point  Mr,  Dillon  aud  Mr* 
A.  J.  B.VLFi >un  rose  together  for  the 
purpose  of  continuing  the  discussion,] 


Mr.  DILLON  :  Sir 

Mu.    A.    J.    BALFOUR:     Sir- 


\^LoHd  cries  tif  *'Dillau  I'*  from  the  Irish 
.  Bene  hen.] 

i  Mr.  T.  M*  HEAIjV  :  Two  speech^^s 
on  the  same  side. 

•Mk.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  that 
is  a  disgraceful  oxpres^sion.  I  will  state 
to  the  House  exactly  what  has  happened. 
'  There  is  now  only  an  hour  left,  aud  it  h 
reasonable  that  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition should  speak,  to  be  followed  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ire  hind,  and  if  those 
two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  speak  it  would 
bo  impossible  for  atjy  other  Member  to 
intervene,  from  lack  of  time.  [^Crien  f>f 
*'  Adjourn  1  *'J  1  am  snrc  no  one  in  the  House 
wishes  it  more  than  myself.  lean  assure 
the  House  that  is  the  only  motive  I  had 
in  calling  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

Mk.  DILLON:  May  I  make  a  per- 
sonal appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
1    do    think  that,   iu    view   of  the  great 

I  interest  which  has  been  aroused  in  the 
House  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  totally  unexpected  as  it  was, 
throwing  charges  across  the  floor  of  the 
House  which  touch  our  constituents,  it  is 
bard  if  no  Member  of  the  Irish  Party  is 
permitted  to  reply.  I  would  be  the  last 
person  in  the  House  to  suppose  that  you 

'  were  actuated  by  any  motives  other  than 
those  of  scrupulous  hrmness.  I  have  ex- 
perienced too  much  personal  kindness 
than  to  suppose  otherwise,  but  I  would 
appeal  to  you  and  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  t^  allow  seme  Member  of  the 
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Irish  Party  to  answer  the  speech  of  the 
right  hou.  GentlemaD. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  isimpos 
Bible  for  me  to  iguore  the  appeal  of  the 
hoD.  Member  ;  but  he  must  see  that  we 
have  a  right  to  speak  in  this  Debate.  I 
am  perfectly  iudifferent  whether  the  hon. 
Member  occupies  the  half-hour  that  re- 
mains or  whether  the  Chief  Secretary 
occupies  it ;  but  to  allow  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber and  the  Chief  Secretary  to  divide  the 
hour  between  them  is  asking  more  than 
I  am  inclined  to  concede.  I  should,  of 
course,  greatly  prefer  to  follow  an  oppo- 
nent than  a  friend,  but  it  ought  hardly  to 
be  expected  that  I  should  give  up  my 
right  to  speak  before  this  Debieite  closes. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  should  be  sorry  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  up 
his  right  to  speak  ;  but  I  think  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
created  a  new  situation,  and  it  is  suffi- 
ciently important  to  have  the  Debate 
carried  over  until  to-morrow,  so  that  some 
arrangement  can  be  made  by  which  the 
voice  of  Ireland  might  be  heard  on  a 
matter  of  vital  interest  to  Irishmen.  I 
would  respectfully  ask  the  Government 
to  consent  to  adjourn  the  Debate  either 
until  to-morrow,  or,  better  still,  until 
Thursday  night,  so  that  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  reply. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
can  speak  next,  and  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  afterwards. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  would  not  take  ad- 
vantage of  your  kindness  without  stating 
that  the  subject  is  too  grave  for  three 
speeches  to  bo  compressed  into  the  space 
of  an  hour.  I  appeal  to  all  hon.  Members 
who  consider  the  great  gravity  of  in- 
terests we  have  at  stake  not  to  close  the 
door  of  this  important  discussion  until 
we  clearly  understand  each  other's  minds, 
and  until  wo  sec  whether  there  are  not 
some  means  of  coming  to  an  agreement. 
I  again  nppeal  to  the  Leader  of  the  House 
to  grant  us  an  adjournment  until  Thurs- 
day, when  it  would  be  perfectly  easy  to 
close  the  Debate  at  the  commencement 
of  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  :  I 
strongly  appeal  to  the  Leader  of  the 
House  to  accept  the  suggestion  made 
by  my  hou.  Friend.     It  is  wholly  impos-  j 

Mr.  Dillon  ' 


848 
be  finished 


sible   that  this  Debate  can 
without  an  adjournment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Not  Thurs- 
day. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MK3ARTHY  :  It  is 
impossible  that  the  Debate  can  be  con- 
cluded by  12  o'clock  to-night.  We  ought 
to  have  fair  time  to  reply  to  the  charges 
brought  against  us  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  speech  he  has  just 
delivered. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  May  I  ask 
you,  Sir,  whether  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  continue  the  Debate  to-night  for  an 
hour  beyond  12  o'clock  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  As  12  o'clock  is 
the  ordinary  time  for  the  termination  of 
our  proceedings  I  hardly  like  to  take  upon 
myself  to  say  that  we  can  set  aside  the 
Standing  Order  in  the  manner  suggested. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  demand  of 
the  hon.  Meml^er  for  Mayo  comes  upon 
me  with  surprise  ;  but  the  circumstances 
being  what  they  are,  and  it  being  evi- 
dently quite  impossible  for  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  to  say  nothing  of 
the  kon.  Member  for  Mayo  and  myself,  to 
exhaust  what  has  to  b^  said,  the  Grovem- 
ment  offer  no  objection  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Debate  until  to-morrow,  but 
will  on  no  account  consent  to  a  prolonga- 
tion beyond  to-morrow. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  By  the  leave 
of  the  House,  I  may  say  I  think  it  is 
most  inconvenient  that  the  Debate  should 
go  over,  and  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  give 
up  my  privilege  to  speak,  and  I  think  we 
may  devote  the  next  hour  to  listening  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland. 

Mr.    DILLON  :    I   should   be   very 
sorry  if   the  Leader  of   the   Opposition 
adheres  to  that  view,  because  it  would 
lead  one  to  believe  that  there  is  much 
seriousness  in  the  offer  which  was  thrown 
out  as  a  challenge  to  us  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir-    — 
miugham.     But  when  the  Chief  Secre-  — 
tary  for  Ireland  says   my  claim    to   be-^ 
heard  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Party  comes  <4s 
on  him  by  surprise,  my  reply  is  that  the^s 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the^3 
Member    for   West    Birmingham    oame^3 
upon  us  by  surprise,  and  we  were  nnderr^ 
the    impression    that     the     right    hon..^  < 
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^B&entlerman  bail  decided  not  to  iuterven^ 
^Hn  the  Debate.  I  do  not  ui  the  lea^t 
^■degree  complain  of  his  mtervention* 
^^^ut  although  the  opening  sentences  of 
^■big  speech  sounded  something  like  tbe 
old  times,  towards  the  clo^e  of  his  i^peeeh 
^^'^^  made  some  rather  remarkable  state- 
^Bpnenti^,  with  which  I  certainly  feel  that 
^^ome  Member  of  our  Party  is  bound  to 
deal*  There  was  ouc  sentence  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I  which  I  think  onght  to  be  fixed  in  the 
^^Attention  and  ought  to  command  the 
^■careful  consideration  of  every  Member 
^Hbf  this  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
^Bknan  said  the  future  of  Ireland  depends 
on  the  Irish  people  learning  the  lesson 
^_that  not  by  violence  and  not  by  crime 
^HDust  they  look  to  achiev^e  their  rights 
^^hrough  legislation,  I  entirely  agree  w  ith 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  that  sentiment. 
It  is  a  sentiment  which  I  myself  have 
requently  expressed  in  this  House* 
fV^hat  are  the  circumstances  in  which  we 
po%T  find  ourselves  ?  By  tbe  admission 
pf  the  right  hon*  Member  for  West 
Jinningham,  of  the  Leailer  of  the  Oppo- 
sition and  of  all  Parties,  tbe  people  of 
relaod  for  ttie  last  two  or  three  years 
have  been  peaceful  and  quiet  beyond  all 

Kirevious  periods  in  their  history.  Jf  the 
ight  hon.  Gentleman  believes  that  the 
iiture  of  Ireland  depends  upon  teaching 
he  people  of  Ireland  that  they  will 
Bceive  consideration  and  justice  in  this 
louse  when  they  are  quiet  and  peaceable 
and  law-abiding,  and  not  when  they  are 

Ian  gaged  in    violence   and    agitation,    or 
prime  in  that  country^  then  I  say  now  is 
Ihe  time  and  now   the  opportunity  to  do 
biem    justice    when     they     have     been 
patient^   law-abiding,    and   quiet.      The 
whole  course  of  the  policy  of  this  House 
jrough  generations  of  long  years    has 
BO  calculated  to  impress  on  the  mind  of 
Irish  peasant  that  he  could    obtain 
ape  of  redress  so  long    as   he   re- 
kI  patient  and  law-abiding,  and  that 
^Hs  only  by  violence  and  agitation  that 
grievances    of   Ireland  could  obtain 
r*y  hearing  in  this  Assembly,     It  is  on 
tiat   ground   largely    that  we  base   our 
jpeal  to  the  House  of  Commons  tjo  con- 
'  this  question  in  a  different  spirit  to 
It  which  has  been  exhibited  to-night. 
eland    has    been     peaceable,    patient, 
law«abiding.       Every     responsible 
^ker  has  admitted   that  there  exists 
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a  state  of  distress  and  grievance  in  Ire- 
land which  ought  to  be  reme<lied,  and 
yet  we  have  seen  the  spirit  in  which  that 
condition  has  been  approached  in  this 
House,  and  we  apjiear  to  be  on  the  verge 
of  a  fresh  and  painful  step  in  the  history 
of  that  unhappy  country  which  will  be 
marked  by  the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  If 
I  were  so  disposed  I  might  outer  into  a 
war  of  recrimination  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  reference  to  the  observa- 
tions he  made  on  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devon  port ;  but>  as  he  said, 
tliat  is  all  beside  the  question.  Are  we 
at  this  hour  of  the  day  seriously  engaged  in 
discussing  the  question  whether  the  Irish 
tenants  have  had  grievances,  and  the 
Irish  landlords  have  evicted  harshly  ? 
That  is  an  iille  and  futile  discussion  for 
this  stage  of  the  Bill.  What  we  are 
engaged  in  discussing^  or  what  we  ought 
to  be  engaged  in  discussing,  is  whether 
an5"  remedy  can  be  applied  to  the  said 
condition  of  things  which  exists  in 
Ireland,  and  which  every  hon.  Member 
admits  exists  in  that  country.  What, 
after  all,  is  the  point  of  ditference  be- 
tween the  two  sides  of  the  House  ? 
Both  Parties  admit  that  there  existe 
in  Ireland  a  very  great  social  evil  which 
may  lead  to  the  gravest  possible  couse- 
qnenoes.  Oue  Party  say  they  would  he 
willing  to  remedy  that  evil  if  a  voluntary 
measure  were  accepted  by  us,  and  the 
Government  of  the  day  have  intnwluced 
a  Bill  which  proposes  to  remedy  the  evil 
by  compulsion  placed  upon  the  landlord 
only,  and  not  upon  the  new  tenant,  be- 
cause there  is  no  proposal  for  any  eora- 
pulsiou  with  regard  to  the  new  tenant. 
Therefore,  it  now  appears  that  the  only 
point  at  issue  between  the  two  sides  in 
this  controversy  is  whether  tlie  Irish 
Party  would  accept  a  voluntary  instead 
of  a  compulsory  Bill,  or  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  adopt  a  voluntary  instead 
of  a  compulsory  Bill  ?  The  right  ban. 
Member  for  Wetit  Binningham  stateil 
that  he  and  his  Party  had  offered  a 
voluntary  measure  for  tlie  settlement  of 
this  difficulty.  Sir,  I  deny  that.  No 
such  offer  was  ever  made.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  entirely  wrong  in 
stating  thnt  we  were  perfectly  well 
aware  such  a  BUI  could  be  obtained. 
We  have  no  such  knowledge  ;  we  never 
had  such  knowledge,  and  allow  mu  to 
point     out     this      fact :     This     is     a 
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short  Bill  <lealitig  with  a  very  simpte 
and  limited  nmtter,  and  we  were  two 
days  in  Debate  in  the  Committee  ou  this^i 
Bill  Vjet'ore  the  Closure  Resolution  wan 
proposed  which  is  made  a  matter  of  siieli 
bitter  complaiai.  A  very  simple  Amend- 
meut  omitting  two  lines  in  the  fir^t 
elatise  of  this  Bill  wouUI  have  turned  it 
into  a  voluntary  Instead  of  a  compulsory 
measure,  and  »o  far  as  I  recoiled  no  pro- 
posal to  effeet  that  change  w*as  made  by 
any  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman*^  friendi^ 
during  those  two  days.  I'he  fact  i>*,  that 
two  whole  nights  were  occupied  ou  the 
first  two  lineii  of  this  Bill,  and  we  were 
never  allowed  to  approach  the  question 
whether  it  wai*  to  l>e  voluntarT  or  com* 
pukory.  I  want  to  know  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  ie  that  a  fair 
way  of  treating  a  question  like  thiis  on 
the  solution  of  which  the  lives  and  happi- 
ness of  a  great  many  people  depend  ? 
Make  no  mistake  about  that — even  on 
the  adrai.^sion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  himself — of  a  great  many  people 
who,  even  on  the  admission  of  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  him  hie  If »  are  perfectly 
innocent.  Of  course,  we  muait  think  of 
the  families  of  thei*e  persoui?.  We  must 
also  remember  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman  contends  that  the^ct 
people  were  driven  by  coeiy^iou  and  in* 
timidatioti  into  these  con«piraciefi*  Then, 
if  thai  is  true,  is  be  not  all  the  more 
bound  to  come  to  their  rescue  now  if  they 
are  unable  to  protect  themselves  ?  There- 
fore, I  say  it  is  not  a  fair  and  true  descrip- 
tion of  the  presfent  situation  for  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  to  charge  us  with  having 
shown  an  irreconcilable  spirit.  What 
has  been  our  position  ?  The  Govern- 
ment were  bound,  with  all  the  informa- 
tion at  their  disposal  and  with  a  full 
sense  of  their  responsibility,  to  bring 
before  this  House  a  measure  which, 
according  to  the  best  of  their  judgment, 
would  heal  this  trouble  and  do  away 
with  this  social  ditliculty.  After  ftill 
inquiry  they  came  to  the  eondu- 
^ion  that  a  voluntary  measure  would 
not  in  many  caaes  eHTectually  deal 
with  the  difficulty.  I  would  ask  hon. 
Members  to  recollect  this  fact  :  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  in  his  speech  admitted  that  he 
did  not  think  it  rational  or  logical  to 
bring  in  a  purely  voluntary  measure, 
leaving  it  thereby  in  the  power,  as  he 

Mr,  Dillon 


I  put  it,  of  a  few  tinrea^oniiblD  latidiords 

I  to  nullify  your  mea.sure  an<l  make  the 
,  remedy  an  iuefiectual  one.  The  Govero- 
i  ment,  in  bringing  iu  a  eompuls*ory  racii- 
Bure,  tbok  the  only  course  open  to  thcmt, 
on  their  owoi'espcMisibility,  for  the  peiice 
of  Ireland.  We  likewi&e  hold  and  believe 
that  it  was  only  from  a  compulsory  men-* 
Bure  that  we  could  look  for  an  offectaal 
remedy.  We  ground  that  belief  on  aur 
experience  in  Ireland  in  dealing  with 
unreasonable  laudlordn,  and  ako  on  onr 
experience  of  the  working  of  Clause  13* 
It  is  not  trn©  or  fair  to  say  that  we 
obstructed  in  any  way  tlio  working  of 
Clause  13,  and  it  failed  most  signally  to 
remedy  the  condition  of  thiug&.  TbM 
was  the  condition  which  existetl  wUeii 
the  Bill  was  introdut?ed.  The  GoTern- 
ment  intn)duced  a  measure  such  as,  in 
their  judgment,  wtuild  apply  an  e^^ctunl 
remedy  to  this  discivse,  aiid  I  say  it  doc* 
not  lie  iu  the  mouth  of  any  Mem^»cr  of 
this  House  to  *Miy  that  we  have  refae€4 
a  voluntary  measure  until  that  voluntary 
measure  has  been  otfere*!  in  :  -n 

which  a  judgment  eon  Id  be  for;  ^  md 

it.  For  my  jrnrt,  I  greatly  fear  that  a 
I  voluntary  Bill  would  not  lead  to  a  settles 
I  ment  of  the  existing  difficulty,  but  mf 
!  view  of  that  question  would  be  largely 
I  moiltHed  if  any  declaration  were  to  b^ 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Iri^h  fandlordo 
to  the  effeet  that  they  wouUl  fact* 
litate  a  settlement  under  a  voltin* 
tary  measure.  No  doubt,  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  llunts  and 
other  gentlemen  who  direct  the  action  ol 
the  landlords  in  Ireland  were  to  eodea^ 
vour  sincerely  to  make  a  voluntary  plan 
work  such  a  plan  would  work  ;  Lot  aft 
long  a6  those  gentlemen  maintatts  an 
irreooucilable  attitude,  what  rational 
ground  exists  for  hoping  that  a  voltin* 
tary  plan  would  be  adequate  to  meet 
the  neeessitiefl  of  the  vase  ?  Onf 
attitude,  therefore,  in  respect  of  the^ 
mollification  of  the  Bill  must  i  My 

de|K>nd  largely  upon  the  tone  n  ,  ^^rr: 

displayed  by  the  landlord  pari  v  iu  thise 
Assembly,  The  House  is^  1  think,  mak- 
ing a  great  and  serious  mistake  in  ex— 
hibiting  so  ranch  anxiety  to  get  rid  ot - 
this  Bill.  8urely  the  Oppositiou  ar^^ 
shelving  a  sad  and  reprehensible  disregard*- 
of  responsibility  when,  amid  jeers  an*^" 
laughter,  they  endeavour  to  huetl©  thi  M 
Bill  out  of   the  Ilouf^e.     How  can  an 
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^a  Uopo  tUttt  the  Irish   people  will  be 
BcoQciled  to  thia    Parliament    and   will 
ik  to  it  for  juatioe  and  the  rocognitioii 
their  rights — how  can  any  mau  eater- 
lit]  Biioh  II  hope  ia  view  ot  the  uetiou  of 
lie  Opposition  in  resj^ect  of  this  Kill  ? 
tut  even  Ht  the  elerepth  hour  I  liave  uot 
^bftndoucd  all  hope  that  some  arran^e- 
may  he  arrived  at.     Tiie  hoiu  Mem- 
lor  South  Tyrone,  in  a  t^ipeech  show- 
~  r  strong  desire  on  hiB  part  to  effect  a 
tnent  of  thi&  question,  deelaied  that 
&th  sides   in  Ireland   were  tired  of   the 
niggle.     I  agree  with  tho  hou»  Member, 
loth  aides  in  Ireland  are,  I  believe^  tired 
this  cruel  struggle,  which  has   lieen 
ae    fruitful    pareuts    of    suffering   and 
lisery.     It    would    be    worthy    of    thi<i 
House     If,     dismissing     old,     worn-out 
charges  and  recriminations — it  l>eing  ad- 
ait  ted,  if  you  wieh,  that   I  am  mytjielf  a 
|riminal   of    the    darkest    dye — and   ap- 
Iroaehing    tho    question    simply   in    the 
pirit  of  statesmen,   you  were  to  make 
ne  supreme  effort    to    solve  this  great 
^robletn.       The    fortuuc?*    of     innocent 
romen  and  ehlldreu  are  at  stake,  and  if 
^ii^  Bill  h  rejected  many  people,  I  fear, 
ir ho  never  joined  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
r ill  be  condemned  to  lives  of  misery  and 
s&ibly  infamy.     It  is  idle  to  ask  us,  as 
hon.  Gentleman   who  moved  the  re- 
ection  of  the  Bill  did,  whether  we  will 
fivea  pledge  of  finality.  Finality  in  what? 
lae    not   the   hon.    Gentleman    himself 
Kim  it  ted  in  the    Committee    Fioom  up- 
i.irs   that  there  must  be  an  Irish  Land 
[  next  year  ?     There  cannot  be  tinality 
^u  the  qne^itiou   of    Irish   Land    Laws, 
am    afraid,  for    some   years  to  come. 
rUat  there  can  be  fiuaUty  in — and  this 
a  deep*seated  conviction  in  my  mind 
-is  this  ;    There  can  be  fiimlity  in  out* 
^ge  and  crime  aud  class  hatred    in  Ire- 
%Uilf  and  this  you  can  effect  by  passing 
lis  healing   measure  of  jui^tice.     What 
i  the  use  of  talking  about  the  good  effects 
20  years  ''firm  goverDment "  in  Ire- 
ind  ?     We  have  had  90  years  of  firm 
jfovernment  in  that  country.     The  right 
Joo.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  asked 
rhetljer  all  our  exertion**  are  to  go  for 
nothing,  and  whether  agitation  is  to  go 
m  after  the  Laud  Acts  which  have  been 
passeiL     Nobody  knows  better  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  that  those 
Mid  Acts  have   brought  Ijeoefit  to  Ire- 
1,  that  the  bloody  record  of  the  past 


has  been  largely  effaced  and  wiped  out 

by  the  meas^ures  of  justice  which  havo 
been  passed  by  the  House*  We  can 
obtain  no  finality  in  human  affairs.  We 
cannot  promise  finality*  But  what  I 
and  rny  friends  can,  and  do,  now  promise 
is  that  if  the  hand  of  reconciliatioa  is 
held  out  to  ua^  and  if  the  Opposition 
j?how  any  generosity  towardn  these  poor 
people,  we  Irish  Memliers  on  our  part  will 
meet  them  iuilf-vvay,  and  will  do  our  best 
to  secure  that  the  future  conrse  of  refonn 
iu  Ireiauii  may  be  a  peaceable  course,  and 
may  be  carrie<l  on  by  no  other  weapons 
than  those  used  in  tliis  j>eaceful  country. 

Mu.  J.  MO  RLE  Y  :  Mr.  Stieaker,  I 
greatly  regret  that  the  House  has  not  had 
the  advantage  of  hearing  the  observations 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
was  expected  to  make  on  this  Bill.  Ko 
one  more  sincerel}'  regrets  it  than  I  do, 
but  I  hope  he  will  feel  that  It  is  proper 
for  me,  as  the  Minister  iu  chnrge  of  this 
Billjtomake some  observations.  When  the 
Debate  opened  to-iiight  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Guildford  Division 
of  Surrey,  who  knows  a  great  deal  about 
Irish  affairs,  said,  and  said  truly,  that 
this  Debate  and  this  Bill  nuirked  a 
critical  position  iu  Irish  affairs.  He 
says  that  this  Bill  and  this  discussion 
mark — and  ho  used  very  emphatic  lan- 
guage^— a  turning  point  in  the  Irish  Land 
Question.  The  hon,  Moml>er  said  that  tliere 
were  three  matters  which  he  invitOil  me 
to  bring  my  mind  to  and  to  deal  with — 
'  first,  purchase  ;  second,  the  question  of 
evicted  tenants  ;  and  thirdly,  that  new 
I  Land  Act — the  Amendment  of  the  various 
.  Laud  Acts — which  he  contemplates  as  an 
I  inevitable  necessity.  My  hon.  Friend 
,  must  know  that,  in  spite  of  the  turn  that 
J  it  was  attempted  to  give  to  au  obser- 
vation of  mine  as  to  my  attitude  towards 
the  Irish  landlords — be  must  know,  from 
the  line  I  took  in  1  B8t>,  that  the  Irish 
landlords  have  not  had  iu  me  an  irrecon* 
cilable  foe.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harl>our  Division  of  Dublin,  in  his  speech 
to-night,  said  the  Irish  landlords  had 
carried  it  a  little  too  far,  and  he  said  they 
had  no  warmer  friend  than  I,     I  do  not 

accept  that 

Mr.   HARRINGTON  :    I   1>eg    the 

right  hon.  Gentleman*3  pardon.      I  did 

not  say  anything  at  all  of  the  kind »    1 

said  tJie  landlords  of  Ireland  could  not 

I  desire  to  have  a  warmer  frleml  iu  Office, 
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because  if  they  had  their  political  sup- 
porters Id  Office  their  political  supporters 
would  be  able  to  bring  pressure  to  bear 
upon  them,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  bringing,  and  apparently  has 
no  intention  of  bringing. 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY :  The  whole  point 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman^s  ar- 
gument was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M. 
Ilicks-Beach)  was  a  far  harder  foe  of  the 
Irish  landlords  than  I  am.  [Mr.  Hak- 
RiNGTOx  :  Hear,  hear!]  Well,  I  dis- 
claim that  compliment.  At  the  same 
time,  I  think  that  remark  was  enough  to 
have  shown  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  that  I  have,  at  least,  not  shown 
a  disposition  to  press  the  law  against  the 
Irish  landlords,  nor  in  the  discussions 
upstairs  or  anywhere  else  have  I  even  ex- 
hibited a  desire  to  treat  Irish  landlords 
differently  from  any  other  citizens  of 
this  realm.  Let  us  suppose  that  my  hon. 
Friend  is  right,  and  that  we  are  entering 
on  a  new  chapter  of  agrarian  legislation. 
I  put  it  to  him,  and  I  put  it  to  other 
gentlemen  above  the  Gangway,  whether 
there  could  be  a  more  unfortunate  way 
of  turning  over  that  new  loaf  than  the 
spirit  which  has,  in  so  many  parts  of 
this  discussion,  been  shown  by  those  who 
have  taken  upon  themselves  to  speak  for 
the  Irish  landlords  ?  My  hon.  Friend 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  said 
that  there  was  a  general  desire  for  an 
accommodation,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  de- 
clared that  the  same  wish  was  present  in 
his  mind  as  that  which  was  present  in 
the  minds  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Boilmin,  and  of  others  who 
sit  around  them.  What  practical  and 
effective  evidence  have  we  had  of  this 
desire  for  an  accommodation  ?  Has  one 
single  proposal  been  made — has  one 
single  proposal  been  laid  before  this 
House  which  the  Government  could  have 
taken  up,  could  have  considered,  and 
could  have  acted  upon  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Yes; 
the  Amendments  which  we  were  not 
allowed  to  discuss. 


had  prevented  that  accommodatioD.  Let 
us  look  at  that  for  a  moment.  We  were 
in  Committee  for  two  days  on  this  Bill. 
In  those  two  days  21  Ameodments  were 
disposed  of — seven  were  disposed  of  by 
the  Chairman^s  decision  that  they  were 
out  of  Order,  and  we  disposed  of  14 
effective  Amendments.  The  Amend- 
ments left  on  the  Paper  were  350,  and  in 
whose  names  did  tliose  350  Amendments 
stand  ?  One  stood  in  the  name  of  a 
British  Liberal,  26  in  the  names  of  Irish 
Nationalists,  119  in  the  names  of  Irish 
Unionists,  and  186  in  the  names  of 
British  Unionists  who  have  no  special 
interest  in  Irish  questions.  [^Cheere^and 
Opposition  cries  of  «  Oh  I  "  and  "  Why 
not  ?  '*]  Yes,  I  said  gentlemen  from 
England  like  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Pres- 
ton, who  had  no  special  interest  in  Irish 
questions.  Now,  does  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
mean  that  conciliation  has  been  prevented 
because  we  did  not  give  time  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  those  186  Amendments  which 
were  set  down  by  British  Members  of 
Parliament } 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN  :  No,  Sir; 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to 
me,  I  did  not  mean  that  by  my  interrup- 
tion. What  I  did  mean  is  that  a  number 
of  Amendments  put  down  in  the  name 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tyrone 
would  have  transformed  the  Bill  into  a 
voluntary  Bill.  We  were  not  allowed  to 
discuss  them  ;  but  it  was  open  to  the 
Government  if  they  approved  of  them 
to  have  introduced  them  themselves,  even 
if  we  were  away. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  had 
put   down   a    scheme  of    Amendments. 
But  what  was  the  object  of  it  ?     It  was 
to  transform  the  Bill  from  a  compulsory 
into   a   voluntary    Bill ;    and,   secondly, 
which  is  much  more  important,  to  trans-^ 
form  it  from  a  reinstatement  scheme  intc^ 
a  purchase  scheme.     The  hon.  Mcmbe^r^ 
for  Dover  had  a  precisely  similar  schem^^  i 
on  tiie  Paper,  and  he  said,  *'  If  you  hac^. 
given  us  four  hours  you  could  have  dia^s 
cussed  the  whole  of  my  proposal.*' 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  No  ;  I  said  yo«3 
would   have   reached  that  point  in  tfacif 

Bill. 


Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  refers  to  the  Amendments,  and 
he  said  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  that 
it  was  our  resort  to  the  Closure  which  ;  my  right  hon.  Friend  the   Member  f»      i 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes  ;  but  whe 


Mr,  Harrington 
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est  Blrmiugliaiii  Buys  tUere  was  no  time 

for  tbe  disetissioa  of  tbe.se  AtDeutlmeats  of 

the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  ami  the  lioii* 

Member  for  South  Tyrone  he  forgets  that 

there  were  35  hours  left  iu   which  that 

fcheme,  which  undoubteiily  was  the  most 

important  aiterDative  to  the  Govern aient 

propoi*al,coiihl  have  been  amply  di^cusKed* 

~ut  my  right  lion*  Friend  und  right  hon. 

yeutlemuo  opposite    thoiiLrljt    for  some 

reason,  I  know  not  what,  that  they  could 

more  usefully  contribute  to  the  passage  of 

[Or  to  the  ameuJmeut  of  thi.'^    Bill  or  to 

e  getting  a  fair  hearing  for  altoruate 

heme?,  by  what  ?     By  ooe  of  the  most 

V»olish,  puerile  mauoouvres.  It  is  quite  true 

iiat  Mr,  Burke,  Mr.  Fox — ^great  men — 

©tied,  but  thet^e  great  men  jteceded  for 

reat  objectt*.  They  seceded  because  they 

ould  have   riothiug  to  do  with  a  policy 

ey  thouglit  mistaken^  but  which,  at  all 

iveut^,   was  a  gre44t  policy,  but  they  did 

lot  secede  in  a  sulk   because  they  would 

ave  only  35  hours  instead  of  45  hours  iu 

hich  to  discustj  a  Bill.    Xo,  I  hold  to  my 

escription  of  that  manoeuvre,  and  I  repeat 

t  was  one  of  the  most  puerile  mauoBUvree 

overheard  of.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the 

ember   for   West    Birmingham    talked 

bout  justice  to  the  uew  tenants,  and  said. 

We  are  uot  such  cowards  as  to  leave 

Lietie  new  teuauts  to  their  fate*"  I  main- 

in  that  I  am  just  as  much  entitled  as  my 

right  hon.  Friend  to  disclaim  cowardice, 

because,  in  spite  of  representations,  I  said 

these  men  should  not  be  put  out  agaiust 

their  will.  As  to  the  proposal  to  tuni  the 

Bill  into    a   voluntary   measure,  when   I 

sumed  a  post  of  respoDsibility   in  the 

miuistratiou  of  Ireland  two  years  ago 

1  found  that  iSection    13   had  completely 

failed*     I  hope  the  House  will  uot  think 

me  egotistfcal,  but  this  has  an  important 

aring  on  the  question.      So  far  as  my 

quiry    went    it     failed,    uot     because 

agitators    induced  Irish    teuants    not  to 

vail    themselves   of  its   provisions,   but 

cause  there  was  uot  time  enough  given 

id    because    voluntary    purchase   alone 

uld  uot  and  cannot  settle  this  question* 

set  to  work  and  underwent  a  consider- 

de  amount  of  obloquy  in  this  House  aud 

sew  here  for  appointing  a  Commission  to 

quire  into  these  facts  which  were  forced 

»on   me   by    social   aud  tidministrative 

fHculties  iu  the  country.  From  that  day 

wu   to  this  I  have  made  the  starting 

iat  of  the  evicteil  tenant  policy  to  get, 

VOL.  XXVni.     [kourth  series.] 


if  possible,  the  goodwill  of  the  landlords* 
It  has  been  my  aim  and  object  to  get  the 
landlords  to  as:5cnt  to  some  kind  of  plan 
which  should  reinstate  these  evicted 
teuants,  or  restore  them,  in  some 
shape  or  other,  and  by  voluntary 
means,  If  possible,  to  their  hold 
iogs*  Of  course,  any  man  would 
prefer  a  voluntary  Bill  if  he  persuaded 
himself  that  it  would  work,  but  if  I  had 
brought  in  a  voluntary  Bill  everything 
that  has  happened  has  couvincetl  me  that 
the  Bill  would  not  have  achieved  the 
objects  we  all  have  at  heart.  All  depends 
on  whether  tlio  landlords  would  work  the 
Bill.  What  i-easou  had  1  for  tli inking 
they  would  consent  to  work  a  voluntary 
Bill  ?  First  of  all,  the  Landlords'  Con- 
vention, as  soon  as  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  approached,  passed  a  series  of 
hostile  aud  strongly- worded  resolutions 
with  the  words  "  iniquitous-,"  *^  immoral," 
**"  unjust,"  and  so  forth*  Secondly,  I  have 
heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry),  every 
word  of  which  was  one  of  antagonism  to 
anything  like  a  voluntary  Bill  ;  indeed, 
he  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  if  J  wanted 
to  settle  the  evicted  tenants  question  I 
had  nothing  to  do  but  to  get  up  aud  say 
that  the  Government  would  not  stir  one 
hair^s  breadth  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  :  What  I  said 
was  that  it  was  settling  itself. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Quitc^  true,  but 
that  was  non  possumus.  No  one  from 
auy  quarter  of  the  House  has  said  that 
the  evicted  tenants  question  was  settling 
itself,  or  would  settle  itself,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford,  who  has  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  himself  admits, 
as  he  knows,  tliat  non  possumus  will  uot 
settle  it  or  carry  it  any  way  towards 
a  settlement.  A  third  factor  which  has 
made  me  feel  very  doubtful  about  the 
success  of  a  voluntitry  scheme  was  the 
preference  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  and  the  throwing  over  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  I  really  ask  the  House 
to  consider  what  chance  a  Minister  could 
conceive  himself  of  having  a  voluntary 
system  work  when  the  gentlemen  on 
whose  goodwill  the  workiug  of  it  de- 
pended took  up  such  a  line  as  I  have 
indicated,  and  which  showetl  itself  in  tiie 
three  symptoms  or  signs  I  have  referred 
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to.     There  was  an  AmeDdmciit  standiug  < 
in   the  name   of   the   hon.   and   learned  j 
Member   for   the    St.    Stephen's    Green  ! 
Division    of  Dublin — which  he  did  not  i 
move — to  this  effect,  that  at  a  certain 
stage   of  the   Bill — namely,    the   opera-  j 
tiou    of   the   Bill,    the    landlord's    con-  | 
sent  should    be   necessary.     What    was  \ 
that  stage  ?     The  first  proceeding  is  the  | 
petition,  the  second  the  conditional  order  ! 
by  the  Arbitrators,  the  third  is  the  hear- 
ing of  the  parties  in  case  the  landlord 
objects,  and  the  fourth  is  the  order  being 
made  absolute.      The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  St.  Stephen's  Green  Divi- 
sion proposed  that  after  petition,  after  the 
conditional   order,   after   the  hearing  of 
the  parties  by  the  Arbitrators,  and  before 
the  order  wa3  made  absolute,  the  land- 
lord's consent  should  be  an  indispensable 
precedent  condition. 

Mr.  W.KENNY:  One  of  my  earliest 
Amendments  was  that  the  petition  pre- 
sented by  the  petitioner  should  be  with 
die  consent  of  the  landlord. 

Mr.  j.  MORLEY:  That  is  an 
Amendment,  of  course,  we  could  never 
have  assented  to.  But  the  other  Amend- 
ment interposing  the  landlord's  consent 
at  that  stage  which  I  have  indicateil, 
just  before  the  blow  fell,  raised  a  point 
which  might  have  been  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. But  it  has  not  been  men- 
tioned in  this  night's  Debate.  In  spite 
of  all  the  talk  of  accommodation  from 
that  quarter  of  the  House,  in  spite 
of  the  appeal  made  to  the  House 
in  the  noble  and  memorable  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin,  which  1  venture  to 
say — whatever  may  be  thought  of  its 
purport — nol)ody  who  heard  it  will  ever 
forget ;  in  spite  of  that  no  proposal  of 
any  kind,  no  indication,  has  been  thrown 
out  to  us  that  either  that  or  any  other 
proposal  would  be  accepted  as  a  final 
settlement  of  the  difficulty  dealt  with  by 
the  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  it  cannot  be 
forgotten  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Armagh, 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  on  the 
Second  Reading,  used  most  violent  lan- 
guage, which  precluded  any  kind  of  hope 
of  accommodation  or  compromise.  What 
did  he  say  ?  He  said,  "  You  are  going, 
out  of  the  Church  Fund,  to  reward  the 
conspirators,"  or  some  such  words,  "  and 
pay  them  the  wages  of  iniquity."     Was 

Mr,  J,  Morley 


that  the  spirit  of  accommodation  ? 
What  is  much  more  important, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  in  his  speech,  used 
words  almost  as  unqualified.  There  was 
not  one  single  syllable  in  that  speech 
which  seemed  to  open  any  door  whatever 
for  accommodation  or  for  making  the  Bill 
workable  in  the  opinion  of  gentlemen 
opposite. 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR  :  I  was  waiting 
for  Committee. 

Mr.  j.  MORLEY  :  His  language  did 
not  indicate  that  he  was  waiting  for  the 
Committee   stage  at  ail.     He  was  in  a 
position — and    the   cheers  of    the  hon. 
Member  for   South   Hunts   showed   the 
same  thing — of  absolute  non  passumHs^ 
and  from  that  position  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther he  has  or  has  not  departed.     That  is 
one  of  the   reasons  why   I  deplore    we 
have  not  had  the  benefit  of  hearing  him 
to-night,  for  I  should  have  listened  with 
a  most  eager  curiosity  to  know  whether 
he  held  out  any  hope  of  accommodation 
such  as  I  have  indicated.     But,  Sir,  a 
very  preposterous  demand  has  been  made 
on  us.     We  are  asked  not  only  to  assent 
to  the  change  which  I  have  described, 
but  we  are  asked  to  give  an  unqualified 
assurance  and  declaration  that  after  the 
Bill  is  made   voluntary  we  shall  never 
again  upon  any  account,  whatever  may 
be   done  in  Ireland,  raise  this  question 
and  bring  forward  any  other  proposal.  If 
that  is  what  is  called  accommodation  or 
I  compromise,  I  repudiate  it.     I  should  not 
j  have  brought  in  this  Bill  unless  I  had 
I  been  persuaded  that  this  matter  was  and 
I  is  a  social  and  administrative  necessity. 
I  The   hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo    has 
assured  the  House  that,  so  far  as  he  and 
:  his  friends  are  concerned,  he  will  be  will- 
I  ing,  if  a  declaration  were  made  by  such 
:  a   gentleman   as   the   hon.   Member  for 
;  South   Hunts,  to  assent   to   some   com- 
promise of  the  narrow,  the  restricted,  ancl 
,  the  strictly  defined  kind  which  I  hav&_._ 
I  just  described  to  the  Honse.     As  to  th^^ 
:  purchase  scheme,  which  we  are  charge^^ 
so  heavily   with  neglecting,  I  will   sa^  ^ 
.  that  there  is  not  one  single  transaotior  <^ 
I  which   can   take  place   under  this   Bi!"  ^ 
!  which    cannot   be    turned,   at    the   sof^ 
I  option    of    the    landlord,    into    a     sal»  M 
It  depends  entirely  upon  the  Irish  lanc^  ^ 
I  lords  whether  this  is  a  purchase  schenss^ 
1  from  the  very  beginning.     We  had  t<^ 
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oiicli  reason  to  apprehend  that  this  Bill 
rould  not  be  dealt  with  ftrfjumentiitively, 
cause  we  were  lold  frofti  the  tirnt  hy 
He  hoti.  autl  gallant  Memhor  who 
lie  veil  the  rejection  of  tiie  Bill  upon  tlie 
Becoud  Reading  that  whatever  we  did 
the  Bill  wouhl  l»e  thrown  ont  in 
ber  place.  The  lion,  and  gallant 
Jentleman  to-wight  has  rather  deuieil 
liat  he  said  that. 

Colon- EL    SAUNDERSON  :    I    did 

^ot  deny  using  the  words.  I  said  those 
(Tunis  meant  the  opinion  I  expressed  as 
what  would  l>e  the  reiiult  when  the 
»ill  retiched  another  place. 

Mr.   J.   MOKLEY:    The   hon.   and 

allawt  Gentleinau  said,  *rlf  the  Bill  ever 

ames  law,  which    it    will    not,"  and 

lien    Hoiue   hou.    Gentlemau   called   out 

**  Why  not  ?  "  and   the  hon,  and  gallant 

txeutleuian  rejoined,  "  Because  it  would 

thrown  ont  in  the  other  Houi^e."     The 

llou.  and  gallant  Menil>cr  miwie  a  pro-        ,_    , ,  _ 

pheey  moro  or  less  upon  the  merits  or  de-  1  to    revoke   the    proclamations    Winging 
neritH  of  the  Bill,     He  prophesied  that  ;  the  Crimesi  Act    into    force  all  sorts  of 
e  demerits  were  such  that  the  wisdom  I  prophecies  were  indulged  in,  and  it  was 


ness»  and  if  we  do  not  conduct  our  busi- 
ness in  a  manner  which  will  meet  with 
their  approval  that  then  our  Bills  will  be 
thrown  ont.  Thcj  did  not  act  upon  that 
principle  in  connection  with  the  Crimes 
Act.  It  comes,  therefore,  to  this — that 
any  hiu\  Bi  11^  as  we  think  if,  so  bad  that 
it  is  obstructod  here  or  resisted  here,  and 
you  are  driven  then  to  one  of  those  large 

I  Closures  by  this  resistance^  that  that  Bill 
is  perfectly  !?afe  tn  another  place  in  spite 

I  of  the  methotl   by  which   it   was  passed. 

I  But  if  a  Liberal  Administration  or  the 
majority  of  the  House,  at  the  time,  have 
what  they  think  a  good  Bill,  then  if  it 
be  obstructed — if  you  insist  on  xny 
using  thut  word — from  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) quarter,  tliat  is  to  he  a  reason  why 
the  Bill  should  be  thrown  out  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  from  Ireland  have  referred  to  the 
quiet  which  now  prevails  in  that  country. 
It  is  undeniable  that  there  is  a  greater 
and  more  profound  tranquillity  in  Ire- 
land than  has  prevailed  for  20  years* 
When  1  took  Office  and  felt  it  my  duty 


bi  another  place  would  not  be  able  to 
brook  or  tolerate  such  a  proposal.  The 
Sght   hon*  Geritleman  the  Leader  of  the 

)ppositiun  went  much  further,  because 
he  argued   that  if    this  House  discussed 

lieBillina  certain  way  the  noble  Lords 
another  place  wouM  throw  out  the 
BilL 

tMR,  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  If  this  House 
0€s  not  discuss  it, 
re 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  right  hon. 
gentleman's  actual  words  were  these^ 

•'  It  is  my  opinion  that  by  pro<x»cding8  of  this 
iad  you  nittke  it  aberdotcly  c^rtuin  and  inevi- 
ihle  what  fate  is  to  await  the  BilL" 


And  then,  by  way  of  a  supplemental  ex- 
planation,   the    right    hon.    Gentleman 

at  I  said  was  this— that  the  cnurse  this 

has   pareuerl    rn   eonai*cHon  with  this 

BtioM,    and    has     pur»ueil     an    previous 

ons  when  the  Lords  liftve  sent  down  Bills 

Imendmemts,  made  it  hanlly  open  t-odouht 

;  they  would  be  driven  to  reject  tbi«  BillJ' 

is  a  very  serious  prophecy.  It 
jHeaoB  that  in  another  place  they  are  to 
^vise  and  regulate  th*3  Rules  under 
fhiQh  we  choose    to    conduct  our  busl- 


said  I  should  soon  repent  what  1  had 
doue»  The  result  has  completely  justi- 
fied my  foreca?*t  and  completely  falsified 
the  forecast  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
I  think  I  have  a  right  to  ask 
whether  some  credence  ought  not  to  bti 
attached  to  my  forecast  now  ?  1  wisb 
to  say,  and  I  do  so  with  a  full  sense 
of  responsibility  for  what  I  am  saying, 
that  I  think  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  will 
make  the  maintenance  of  the  present 
tranquilbty  in  Ireland  very  much  more 
difficult  than  it  now  is.  For  my  part  I 
do  not  fear  the  responsibility  of  faciug 
whatever  may  happen^  but  I  do  enti'eat 
this  House,  aud  1  entreat  all  those  in 
another  place  who  may  know  of  what 
I  am  saying,  not  to  make  these  wretched 
Irish  tenants  the  pawns  in  your  Party 
game.  The  question,  after  all,  is  to  be 
decidetl  in  the  House  where  there  is 
no  direct  chosen  Representative  of  Irish 
nationalism  :  in  the  House  where  all  the 
mischief  has  been  done  iu  dealing  with 
previous  remedial  legislative  olforts  for 
Ireland,  and  the  country  will  know,  if 
evil  results  follow  from  the  rejection  of 
this  Billj  where  the  shame  and  the  crime 
rest. 
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Question  put. 

The    House     divided  : — Ayes     199  ; 
Noes  167. — (Division  List,  No.  213.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING  (n--^'*"* "fitted) 
BILL.— (No.  321.) 

COMMITTEE.  [^Progress,  30th  July,'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Question  proposed,    "  That   Clause  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mk.  BARTLEY  said,  he  thought  it 
should  be  known  that  this  Bill  contained 
748  Clauses  and  22  Schedules,  and  that 
it  was  embodied  in  368  pages.  It  was 
true  it  had  been  considered  by  a  Joint 
Committee  of  the  two  Houses,  but  that 
body  only  sat  six  times,  and  one- 
and-a-half  hours  on  each  occasion — giving 
nine  hours  in  all.  It  not  only  con- 
solidated but  it  considerably  altered 
the  law  affecting  our  Merchant  Navy. 
It  dealt  also  with  the  airangements  con- 
cerning lighthouses,  the  wages  and 
health  of  our  seamen,  wrecks,  salvage, 
an.l  pilotage,  and  with  other  matters. 
Surely,  then,  it  was  a  strong  order  to  ask 
the  House  to  consider  such  a  Bill  at  a 
quarter  past  12  at  night,  especially  as 
the  368  pages  could  only  have  been 
scampered  through  by  the  Committee. 
The  Government  were  willing  to  devote 
days  to  such  Bills  as  the  Welsh  Church 
Disestablishment  and  the  Registration, 
but  here  was  a  Bill  which  concerned 
property  worth  scores  of  millions  and  an 
enormous  number  of  i>oople,  and  they 
proposed  only  to  give  a  few  minutes  to 
the  consideration  of  it.  He  did  not  want 
to  stop  the  Bill,  but  ho  did  wish  the 
country  to  undersUiud  how  these  things 
were  done,  and  how  measures  alfecting 
thatgreat  national  interest,  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  were  dealt  with. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  was  glad  his  hon.  Friend  did 
not  wish  to  prevent  the  Bill  passing,  and 
he  would  express  his  own  sincere  hope 
that  it  would  l>e  passed.  He  would  like 
to  give  the  House  a  brief  history  of  the 


measure.  When  he  was  at  the  Board  of 
Trade  he  gave  directions  to  the  drafts- 
man to  draw  up  a  Bill  to  consolidate  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Laws,  which  every- 
body who  had  at  all  studied  the  subject 
knew  to  be  most  urgently  required. 
Some  progress  was  made  with  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  completed  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield  came 
into  power.  It  was  duly  introduced,  and 
copies  were  circulated  among  the  Local 
Marine  Boards  and  various  Chambers  of 
Shipping.  Then  it  was  considered  last 
Session  by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  certain  Amendmeuts  were 
found  to  be  necessary.  He  did  uot 
believe  that  it  contained  any  alteration 
of  the  law  of  the  slightest  importauee ; 
it  was  a  pure  consolidation  Bill  ;  it  had 
been  considered  by  a  Joint  Committee  of 
both  Houses — a  very  competent  body  to 
deal  with  it 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  did  not  saj  it  was 
not.  I  only  said  the  Committee  sat  but 
for  nine  hours. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  the 
Committee  did  its  work  completely  and 
thoroughly,  and  he  was  convinced  that 
the  House  might  safely  accept  its  de- 
cision. 

Mr.MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  would  like  to  minimise  as 
far  as  })ossible  the  effect  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Islington.  It 
would  be  nearer  the  mark  to  say  that  the 
Committee  sat  for  nine  months  than  nine 
hours.  The  Bill  was  considered  for 
some  time  last  Session,  and  the  ship- 
owners themselves  had  spent  very  large 
sums  of  money  in  employing  draftsmen 
and  lawyers  to  check  every  line  of  it, 
and  to  take  care  that  it  did  not  change 
the  law.  It  was  neither  more  nor  less 
than  a  Consolidation  Bill,  and  whec^ 
passed  it  would  really  constitute  a  Mer-^ 
chant  Shipping  Code.  An  enormoi 
amount  of  money,  time,  and  labour 
been  expended  on  it,  and  he  hoped  r 
would  now  be  allowed  to  pass. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  (Durham,  S.E_  ^ 
on  behalf  of  the  Greneral  Shipownerv^ 
Society,  expressed  approval  of  the  BillJT  J 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epsoc^v- 
said,  he  knew  something  of  the  histo*^^ 
and    objects   of  the   Bill.      He   had  '        i 
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desire  to  prevent  its  being  proceeded 
with.  While  he  was  anxious  to  see  the 
law  codified,  he  did  not  desire  to  see  it 
changed  in  the  way  in  which  this 
measore  altered  it.  The  first  Bill  intro- 
daced — he  cared  not  by  whom — con- 
tained 106  notes  pointing  out  the 
alterations  of  the  law  contemplated  in 
the  Bill,  and  the  present  one  contained 
some  of  those  alterations.  For  instance, 
Section  101  of  the  Act  of  1854  laid  it 
down  that  the  alteration  of  certain 
doeiiments  should  be  deemed  to  be  a 
forgery. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  Is  it  in  Order  to  go  into  these 
matters? 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  said,  he  only  wished 
to  show  that  the  Bill  did  alter  the  law  ; 
because  the  67th  clause  added  the 
builders'  certificate  to  the  list  of  the 
documents  contained  in  Section  101  of 
the  1854  Act.  He  did  not  say  that  this 
alteration  was  not  a  proper  one  to  make. 
He  was  not  complaining  of  it,  but  he 
must  not  be  taken  as  assenting  to  the 
statement  that  the  Bill  did  not  alter  the 
law.  If,  however,  the  House  chose  to 
pass  the  Bill  he  would  make  no  farther 
objection. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  thought  it  was 
not  reasonable  to  ask  them  to  pass  a  Bill 
of  that  magnitude  after  midnight.  The 
mere  mechanical  work  would  occupy  till 
after  1  oVlock.  Seeing  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  ruthlessly  taken  all  the 
time  of  private  Members,  he  would  sug- 
gest that  the  Bill  should  be  put  down  as 
the  first  Order  on  Wednesday.  He  must 
now  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  in 
the  days  when  the  Irish  Party  were  most 
bitterly  opposed  to  the  Government  they 
never  objected  to  Consolidation  or  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills.  This  was  the  first 
time  he  had  known  a  Consolidation  Bill 
objected  to. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said,  he 
would  make  a  strong  appeal  that,  the 
Motion  should  not  be  pressed.  This  was 
not  a  question  of  considering  a  Bill  con- 
taining 748  clauses,  but  it  was  a  ques- 
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tion  of  maintaining  the  system  estab- 
lished by  the  Conservative  Party  with 
regard  to  Bills  of  this  class.  It  had 
been  the  custom  of  the  House  to  accept 
these  Consolidation  Bills  on  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Committee,  and  it  was  per- 
fectly hopeless  to  think  of  passing  such 
Bills  if  the  House  were  to  attempt  to 
discuss  the  clauses.  It  was  of  extreme 
importance  that  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Acts  should  be  consolidated,  and  inas- 
much as  this  Bill  had  been  examined 
with  the  greatest  care,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  accept  it  on  the  authority 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  All  this  is 
quite  true,  but  the  Bill  could  just  as 
easily  be  taken  to-morrow  at  12  o^clock. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
said,  he,  too,  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  press  his  Motion  as  there 
was  a  general  desire  that  the  Bill  should 
go  through.  He  was  sure  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  wish  the  interests  of 
seamen  and  shipowners  to  suffer  bj  any 
further  delay. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Ormskirk)  said,  he,  too,  would  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Member  on  behalf  of  the  ship- 
owners. The  matter  was  of  considerable 
moment  to  a  very  great  industry. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  also  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  good  enough  to  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  through. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

HOUSING   OF   THE  WORKING   CLASSES 

(BORROWING  POWERS)  BILL. 

(No.  336.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  asked  the 
object  of  the  Bill. 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  TMr.  Shaw- 
Lefetre,  Bradford,  Central)  said,  the 
object  was  to  rectify  a  small  error  in  the 
existing  law.  The  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes  Act,  1890,  gave  power 

Q  .  '^4.0 
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to  a  Local  Aiithoiify  to  borrow  money 
for  tho  purpose  of  buying  laud  ou  which 
to  erect  houses,  luit  <lkl  not  give  autho' 
rity  to  raise  loans  for  tlie  purpose  of 
erectiug  the  building?*.  It  was,  however, 
imagined  that  that  power  alrea^^ly  existed, 
and  Orders  bad  beeu  passed  by  the  Loc^l 
Goveruraeut  Board  embodying  it*  But 
doubts  had  dow  arisen  as  to  the  legality 
of  this,  and  this  Bill  wiis  proposed  in  order 
to  net  them  at  rest.  It  was,  of  course,  iu 
strict  accord  with  the  policy  of  the  Act, 

8iR  M.  HICKS^BEACH  :  I  do  not 
think  the  Bill  should  go  ou  lu  the  absence 
of  the  bou.  Member  for  the  West  Derby 
Division  of  Liverpool. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Thurs- 
day- 

DISEASES    OF    AKIMALS    [ehafi^ed  from 
♦*  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ^ANIMALS)  "] 
^(fe-eommUted)  BllJL,— (^No,  200.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr,  CHAPLIN  (Lincolushb-e,  Slea- 
ford)  asked  whether  the  Government 
could  arrange  to  take  this  Bill  at  a  time 
when  it  could  be  discussed,  as  there  were 
one  or  two  Amend meuts  which  he  desired 
to  move.  He  wished  also  to  know  whe- 
ther the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture would  iirninge  to  let  Members 
have,  V>efore  the  Committee  stage  was 
taken,  the  Report  of  the  Special  Com- 
mittee appointed  some  time  ago  to  inquire 
into  the  case  of  cert-aiu  Canadian  animals 
landed  in  this  country- 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRK- 
TARY  TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  he  would 
confer  with  the  Leader  of  the  House  as  to 
the  replies  to  be  given  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  questions, 

Committae  deferred  till  Thursday. 

LOCOMOTIVE  THRESHING  EKOINBS 
BILL.— cm.  202.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  \  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS    <ACCOMMODA. 
TION). 
Report  from    the    Select   Committee, 
with  Minutes  ol  Evidence,  and  an  Ap- 
pendix«  brought  up,  and  rea^L 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  aod  to  be 

printed.     [No.  268.] 

Mr,  Shauh-Lefepre 


ADMINISTRATION 
NOT  COMPLETED], 
Report  from    the   Select    Committee^ 
brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table^  aud  to 
be  printed.     [No.  269.] 

Minutes  of  Proceeilings  to  be  printed* 

[No.  2690 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Atnei 
meut  Bill. 
Amendments  to — 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confir- 
mation (London)  Bill  \^Lords']. 

Elementary  Education  ProvUional 
Orders  ContirtnatJon  rB.irry.  &c,^  Bill 
ILifrds], 

VALUATION    OF     LANDS     (SCOTLAND) 

ACTS     AMENDMENT     BILL     [I^rdi}- 

(No.  345.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported* 

without    Amendment  ;    read    the    third 

time,  and  passed. 

CONVENTION  OP  ROYAL  BDRGHS 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1879)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  339.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 

To-morrow. 

JOHIES  (iUELAND)  amendment  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ro68«  BUI  to  amentl 
the  Juries  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ro6S,  Mr.  John  Bedmood^ 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy^aod  Mr. 
Dane. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  350.] 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (sCOTLANB) 

[expenses]. 
Ooiuldered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  aaUiori» 
the  payment^  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  bj 
Parliament,  of  all  expenses  incurred  by  thm 
Local  Government  Board  for  Scotland  io  th« 
execution  of  their  datiea,  in  pursiumce  of  anj 
Act  of  the  pre^nt  Session ^  to  establish  a  Loca 
GovernmeDt  Board  for  Scotland,  anrl  moke  fur 
ther  provision  for  Local  Government  in  Scot 
land* 
Re9olaMoD  to  be  reported  To^moiTOW. 

House  adjooTticd  at  twenty  minfl 
before  One  o*clfl 
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HOUSE       OF     COMMONS, 
fTednesdayy  8th  August  1894. 


M  O  TI  ON. 


GREAT   WKSTERN  AND  MIDLAND 
1      RAILWAY  COMPANIES  BILL  {Lordi]. 
Motion    made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Standing  Order  213  besuspeDded, 
Aod  that  the  Bill   be  now  read  the  third 
time," — (Z>/-.  Farquharson.) 

(Queen^s     Consent  on   behalf  of    the 
Crown   to   be   siguiflod.) 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  did  not    propose  to  oppose  the  Third 
Reailinjg  of  this  Bill ;  but  on  behalf  of  his 
right    hon.    Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Forest   -of     l>ean,    the   cause   of    whoso 
absence  would  be  regretted  by  the  House, 
he    was    desired    bj   him   to   make    the 
strongest  protest  against  the  course  which 
had  been  adopted  in  reference  to  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  effected  a  combination  of  three 
powerful    Railway   Companies ;    it    on- 
acted  rates  in  excess  of  those  of  the  ex- 
isting   Company  ;  and  it  did  not  accept 
even  the    rates  of  the  Midland  Railway, 
which,    in    the   circumstances,   might  be 
taken  to  be  reasonable  ;  while,  according 
to  the  view  of  a  large  body  of  traders,  it 
was  calculated  to  embarrass  the  trade  of 
the  district.     These  powerful  Companies 
were   in    combination,  he  was  afraid,  to 
some   extent  with  the  large  coalowners, 
to   the  great  prejudice  of  small  traders. 
On  the  Second  Reading  stage  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  stated,  as  ho 
anderstood,  that  unless  some  satisfactory 
arrangement  was  made  in  Committee  he 
might  feel  it  his  duty  to  protect  the  trade 
of  the  district  by  opposing  the  Bill  on 
iha  Third  Reading,  which   it  was  now 
iha^H^bOB?'^^®  ^or  himself  to  do  alone. 
^kibNtf^im)  8ai<l^°®  carefully  over  the 
1l^«deaiuLjidaDao  itaP^  trace  of  compro- 
ibveimi^    iMlt  of  the*'  P*''^  ^^  t^«  V^^' 
*^**«^*'«««t*«e»  tip™  <>^   thedis- 
»«iri&J.«  which  waP  t^e   S.ill  ,«^ 
>  <W  Z?,^  ■hawed  that;  ^ ^fa'<^fa    ^% 
725*^  not  carefullj   ^^X  ^^ 
iiyJJJ^Wnent.      The  al^^^^^^*- 


The  only  thing  he  saw  was  a  concession 
of  facilities  to  the  Loudon  and  North 
Western  Railway,  which,  he  feared, 
would  itself  be  an  operation  dis- 
advantageous to  the  trade  generally. 
However,  he  did  not  see  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  his  place,  and 
without  the  support  of  the  Department 
at  this  stage  it  would  l)e  useless  to  do 
otherwise  than  make  a  protest.  At  the 
same  time,  on  behalf  of  the  traders  of 
the  district  and  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
as  its  Representative,  he  expressly  re- 
served the  right,  should  the  arrangements 
now  made  not  work  satisfactorily,  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the 
subject  at  the  earliest  opportunity,  and  to 
make  this  railway  combination  agree- 
ment not  inconsistent  with  the  prosperity 
of  the  trade  of  the  district. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
said,  he  concurred  in  the  remarks  of  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite.  He  did  not  know 
what  course  was  open  to  them  now  except 
to  make  a  protest ;  but  he  imagined,  in 
the  absence  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  it  would  be  useless  to  discuss 
the  question  at  any  length  now. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
with  Amendments. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


EQUALISATION  OF  RATK8  (LONDON) 
BILL.-(No.  124.) 
COMMITTEE.     \^Progres8y    6th   August.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
26,  after  the  word  "  district,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  Providetl  alway^i  that,  unless  the  sanitary 
rates  in  a  sanitiry  district  shall  on  the  average 
of  the  last  three  years  have  excelled  or  fallen 
short  of  the  average  sanitary  rate  (hereinafter 
defined)  by  at  least  sixpence  in  the  uoaml,  such 
district  and  the  parishes  therein  snail  not  be 
liable  to  contribute,  or  entitled  to  receive,  any 
«uni  to  or  from  the  Equalisation  Fund  for  the 
year."— (iSir  J.  Lubbock,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

R 
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•Mb.    KIMBER  (Wandsworth)    said 
that,  in  the  absence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  London,  he   had  been  asked   to 
take  up  this  Amendment,  which  he  the 
more  readily  did  because  it  was  an  im- 
provement on  the  one  he  himself  moved 
on  Monday.     He  showed  on  Monday,  by 
figures  which  were  not  contested  by  the 
Minister    in   charge    of    the   Bill,   that 
instead  of  creating  equalities  it  created 
inequalities.       It   was   objected   by   the 
Minister  that  Iiis  proposal  would  tend  to 
create  extravagance  among  the  different 
parishes — that   the   parish   which   knew 
that  it  was  going  to  receive  would,  for 
the  purpose  of  entitling  it  to  receive  under 
the  proviso,  take  care  that  its  expendi- 
ture reached  the  full  average  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Metropolis,  and  some- 
thing above  it.  He  had  answered  that,  and 
need  not  go  into  it  again,  except  to  say 
that  they  proposed  to  meet  it  by  control. 
They  had  put  down  a  subsequent  Amend- 
ment to  meet  that  case,  and  he  would  be 
interested    to   know    what    answer    the 
Minister  would'  be  able  to  give  to  the 
Amendment  with  the  additional  safeguard 
introduced.        The    proposal    was    that 
before  a  parish  was  entitled  to  receive 
anything    it   should  show  that    it    was 
already  rated  not  only  to  the  average,  but 
6d.  above  it,  and  that  before  a  parish 
could  be  made  to  contribute  it  should  be 
shown  not  that  it  was  \d.  below,   but 
6d.  below.     The  effect  of  this  would  not 
be  in  any  way  to  destroy  the  principle  of 
the   Bill.     He  pointed  out  on  Monday 
that  among    the   parishes   which    were 
nearest   to   the  average — assuming   the 
average  rate   for   the   Metropolis  to  be 
68.  3d.,  and  taking  the  rates  between  os. 
and   5s.   7d. — there    were    28    parishes 
between  those  rates,  some  of  which  paid 
and   some   received,  though   at   present 
equal,  and  would  thus  be  diverged.     The 
whole  of  those  28  new  anomalies  would 
be  removed  by  this  Amendment,  because 
the  whole  of  the  rates  between  5s.  and 
58.  7d.  were  within  the  6d.  above  and  the 
6d.  below  limit.   By  this  Amendment  they 
created  a  neutral  ground  of  Is. — 6d.  above 
the  average  and  6d.  below  it.    In  addition 
to  preventing  28  divergences  there  would 
be  a  further  advantage  from  substituting 
an  average  of  5s.  3d.     Take  the  figures 
above  5s.  9d.     The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  to  remove  a  great  many  I 


of  the  difficulties  which  the  Bill  created 
above   those    rates.      Although   it   was 
quite  true  that  the  parishes  above  5s.  8d. 
would  receive,  they  received  in  the  most 
extraordinary,  incongruous,  and  most  un- 
equal rates.     He  had  taken  the  trouble 
to   ascertain   the   rates   of    37    parishes 
which   were   above  5s.  7d.,   and   all  of 
which    as    the    Bill    stood    would    re- 
ceive   a    portion    of     the     distribution 
from    the    Equalisation     Fund.      What 
did     he    find?       That     every    one     of 
these  parishes  that  was  now  equal  with 
others  had  a  disparity  created  between  it 
and  every  other  one  with  which  it  was  at 
present  equal.    So  much  was  this  so  that 
if  the  Minister  had  endeavoured  to  find  a 
plan   by   which    to    create   ^e    largest 
number     of     divergences     among     the 
parishes  which  were  now  equal  he  could 
not  have  hit  upon  a  better  one  than  this. 
He   would   quote   but  a  few   instances. 
Wandsworth,   being   rated   at   5s.  lOd.^ 
would  receive  |d.,  whilst  another  parish 
which  paid  6s.  2d.,  or  4d.  more,  would 
receive  9d.  back.     Therefore,  instead  of 
the   scheme  approximating,   the    diver- 
gences   and     anomalies    would    be    in- 
creased,   and    instead    of    Wandsworth 
being  below  the  other   parish,   Bethnal 
Green,  it  would   be   4d.   or   5d.   above 
it.     That,  at  all  events,  could  not  be  said 
to  be  equalisation.     Take  another  case, 
that  of  Camber  well,  which  was  at  present 
one  of  four  parishes  that  paid  6s.     Of 
these  four  parishes  that  were  now  equal, 
one  of  them  paid  l'12d.,  two  others  about 
|d.,  and  the  fourth  received  4|d.     The 
latter  was  Camberwell,  and  although  it 
now  paid  the  same  amount  as  the  other 
parishes  it  got  five  times  as  much.     But 
when    he    came   to   contrast   that   with 
Tooting  Graveney,  which  at  present  paid 
a  great  deal  more  than  6s.,  what  did  he 
find  ?  Tooting  Graveney  now  paid  6s.  6d. 
and   received    Id. ;    Camberwell,   which 
paid    6s.,    received    5d.,    which    would 
reduce  it  to  5s.  7d.,  so  that  the  divergency 
between  these  two  parishes  was  largely 
increased.     There  were  many  other  ano- 
malies.    The  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would   be  to  prevent  these  inequalities 
arising,  and  it  would  certainly  reach  much 
nearer   equalisation  than  the  Bill  could 
pretend  to  da. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefe?^,  Bradford,  Central)  said,   the 
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bou.  Meml»er  comnieucexl  by  Baying  tlial 
this  Aineijdineut  was  almost  "  identfctil 
with  one  moved  a  few  days  ago,  and 
which  was  then  negatived  after  a  long 
disciission. 

Mr*  KJAIBER  r  It  was  not  nogativetl, 
but  withdrawD,  I  withdrew  it  for  the 
purpose  of  supporting  this  one. 

Mk.    SHAVV-LEFEV  re   said,  then 
he  apologised.     He  thongbt  it  was  nega- 
tived, and  it  ought  to   have   been.     The 
hou.    Member   made    a  long  speech   on 
that  occasion,  which  he  had  repeated  to- 
day,  and  the  least  he  could   have  done 
was  to  have  spared  them    a    repetition 
of  that  speech.       The    hon.  Gentleman 
had  scarcely  observed  the  real  eflei»t  of 
ihig  Amendment.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for    the  University 
of  London  had  an  Amendment  down  on 
the  l*aper  fixing  the  average  of  the  rate« 
for  the  next  two  years  at  08.  3d.      That 
Lwas  to  be  taken  in   connection  with  this 
lAroondment,  and  the  result  of  the  two 
together  wouhl  bo  that  there  would   be 
'  only  two  parishes  which  would  contribute 
at  all — namely,    St.    George's,   Hanover 
Square,    and  St,    JamesX   Westminster. 
These  two  parishes  alone    wouhl  be  in 
.the  position  in  which  they  would  have 
I  to  contribnte  in  the  event  of  the  Ameuil- 
tineuts  beitig  carried.       It  was  so  inge- 
liiiouBly  framed  that  the  City  of  London 
1  would  contribute  absolutely  nothing,  tlie 
laverage  by  the  Amendment  being  os.  3d. 
hind   the   average   rate  for   the   City   of 
iLondon  is,  lOd.     He  did  not  think   that 
Iwas  a  form   of  Bill  which,   after  all  the 
^discussions    that    had    taken   place,    the 
Committee  would  be  at  all   prepared  to 
F accept.      Again,    the  acceptance  of  the 
I  Amendment  would  be  to  give  direct  en- 
Qent  to  extravagance.     His  main 
however,  was  that  the  Ameiid- 
eni  would    render    the   Bill    futile,  as 
result    would    be    that    only    two 
lirishes  would  coutribute,  and    the  City 
^  London  would  contribute  nothing, 
Mr.  GOSCHEK  (St.  George^  Han- 
I>ver  Square)  said,  that  when  the  right 
bou.  Gentleman   stated  thai  this  would 
the   result   of   the  Ameudraent  now 
efore  the  Committee,  taken  in  conjunc- 
tion with  one  whicli  was   to  be  moved 
>y-and*by,  it  showed  that  the  right  hou. 
''Gentleman    had   not   carefully   read  the 
PfOTent   Amendment,       The*  answer  of 
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the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  Ijad  no  reference  whatever  to  tlie 
Amendment  now  under  discussion*  That 
Amendment  provided 

••  that  unless  the  sanitary  rates  in  a  sanitary 
district  »hal)  on  the  avemgw  of  the  litst  thr^ 
jears  have  ext:eedetl  or  fallen  .shnrt  nf  the 
iiviiraj^e  sauitarj  rate  (hemnafter  detined)  by 
at  least  (Jcl.  in  the  £],'  such  district  and  the 
pariehe^  therein  shall  not  be  liable  to  eontj-i- 
biite,  orcMilitled  to  feceivct  i\\\j  mm  to  or  from 
the  Equalisatiou  Fund  for  the  year.'^ 

Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  that 
must  je  taken  in  connection  with  an 
Amendment  which  did  ngt  jipeak  of  the 
i«anitary  rate  at  all,  but  of  the  general 
rate.  The  general  rate  of  London  was 
5s,  3d.,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentlenmn 
argued  upon  a  general  rate  of  5s.  3d,» 
whereas  they  had  not  got  that  beforo 
them  at  all.  The  queetion  under  discus- 
sion had  reference  to  the  sanit^iry  rate; 
therefore,  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  would 
j*ee  that  his  vivacious  conclusion  thai 
only  two  parishe?*  Avould  contribute  did 
not  follow  from  the  argument  he  had 
given  them  as  to  the  general  rate.  This 
Amendment  dealt  witli  the  sanitary  rate 
only:  and  if  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
had  got  any  tignret*  to  show  what  the 
sanitary  rate  was,  they  were  perfectly 
entitled  to  ask  for  them.  At  all  eveut??^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that 
he  (Mr*  Goschen)  was  correct  in  refusing 
to  accept  the  argument  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made,  and  which 
dealt  with  the  rates  as  a  whole,  whereas 
the  Amendment  dealt  exclusively  with 
the  sanitary  rate. 

The  chairman  :  If  that  is  so, and 
I  think  it  is  so  iu  looking  at  the  further 
Amendment,  I  would  point  out  that  there 
is  no  detinition  to  satisfy  the  words 
"  hereinafter  detined  '^  in  this  jmrticular  J 
Amendment*  I 

Mil.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  we  may 
omit  the  words  *^  hereinafter  defined." 
These  words  are  not  necessary  at  all, 
becftuae  it  would  be  perfectly  easy  to 
discover  what  is  the  sanitiiry  rate.  At 
all  events,  it  is  open  to  argument. 

Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.)  :  What 
is  the  sanitary  rate  ? 

Mu.  GOSCHEN  t  It  is  the  sanitary 
rate  iu  the  sanitary  district.  The  ques- 
lion  will  arise  how  far  you  can  amend 
the  Amendment.  It  would  be  perfectly 
possible  for  us  to  define  the  sanitary  rate 
B  2 
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and  thoD  the  average  of  the  last  three 
years  is  an  expression  which  is  perfectly 
conclusive. 

RThe  chairman  :  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  leave 
out  the  words  *'  hereinafter  defined." 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  hereinafter  defined." — (^Mr.  Goschen.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amebdment." 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's  is  perfectly  wrong,  and  does 
not  appear  to  have  read  the  Amendment 
when  he  says  it  relates  only  to  the  sani- 
tary rates.  It  does  not  apply  to  the 
sanitary  rates.  The  Amendment  says 
"unless  the  rates  in  a  sanitary  dis- 
trict  " 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Look  at  the  Paper- 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  the  wrong 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Oh,  yes  ;  I 
have  taken  the  Amendment  from  what  it 
was  originally.  That,  perhaps,  may  ex- 
plain the  matter.  It  may  be  that  the 
Amendment  has  been  altered  since  our 
last  meeting. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  It  is  exactly  in 
the  form  in  which  it  was  moved  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
London. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  put,  and 
negatived. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  formally  moved,  in 
page  1,  line  27,  to  leave  out  Sub-section 
(5),  in  order  to  elicit  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  a  point  of 
some  importance,  and  that  was  why  this 
rate  was  to  be  raised  as  part  of  the 
county  rate.  It  appeared  to  him  it 
would  be  far  better  and  far  more  im- 
portant if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  whether  this  could  not  be 
raised  as  a  rate  which  would  figure 
among  the  expenditure  of  the  Vestries  in 
the  sanitary    districts.      This    being    a 

Mr.  Goscken 


county  rate  would  not  figure  in  the  Local 
Taxation  Returns  at  all,  and  they  would 
not  be  able  to  individualise  it.  He  did 
not  see  why  it  should  be  raised  as  a 
county  rate.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
27,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (5.) — {Mr. 
doschefi.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  Sub-section 
(5)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  that  so  far  as  separa- 
tion and  particularisation  and  bring- 
ing it  before  the  ratepayers*  were 
concerned,  there  would  be  no  rate 
which  would  be  more  clearly  brought 
before  them.  With  respect  to  the 
raising  of  the  rates,  the  County  Council 
had  the  duty  of  determining  the  amoont 
that  was  to  be  raised.  The  County 
Council  raised  all  its  rates  through  a  pre- 
cept upon  the  parishes,  and  if  they  were 
going  to  have  this  rate  raised  by  the 
Vestry  they  would  have  an  extremely 
difficult  series  of  precepts.  There  was  no 
precept  issued  by  the  County  Council 
to  the  Sanitary  Authority.  There  was 
no  such  thing  as  a  sanitary  rate.  There 
was  a  rate  for  certain  purposes  under 
the  Public  Health  Act  of  London.  He 
would  point  out  again  that  there  was 
particular  care  taken  in  the  Bill  that  this 
rate  should  be  individualised.  It  was  to 
be  raised  as  a  separate  item  of  the  county 
rate,  and  in  Clause  2  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  was  to  prescribe  such  re- 
gulations as  would  particularise  the 
equalisation  rate  as  a  separate  rate. 
•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  did  not  think 
he  need  add  much  to  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch.  The  object  of  the  proposal  was 
to  avoid  a  second  rate  by  the  County 
Council.  This  rate  would  be  included  in 
the  ordinary  precepts  which  would  be 
directed  to  the  parishes,  and  this  would 
be  far  more  convenient  than  if  the 
County  Council  had  to  adopt  a  second 
form  of  rate. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  his  point  was 
that  as  this  expenditure  would  be  under 
the  county  rate  it  would  not  be  included 
in  the  Local  Taxation  Returns,  and  the 
individual  ratepayer  would  not  therefore 
be    able    to    trace    it.     As  the  County 
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Council  was  to  determine  the  manner  and 
state  the  amount  that  was  to  be  raised,  he 
did  not  see  whj  the  Local  Authorities 
should  not  raise  the  particular  rate  them- 
selves with  their  town  rates.  He  thought 
it  was  a  pitj  the  county  rate  should  be 
increased  for  municipal  purposes.  If, 
however,  the  advisers  of  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman,  who  must  know  better  than 
he  (Mr.  Goschen)  on  a  subject  of  this 
kindf  considered  there  was  a  difficulty  in 
carrying  out  what  he  had  suggested,he  con- 
sidered he  had  done  his  duty  in  calling  at- 
tention to  the  matter,  and  he  should  not 
press  it  further. 

•Mb.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.),  in  sup- 
porting the  Amendment,  said  there  was 
one  consideration  which  ought  to  carry 
some  weight — namely,  that  the  London 
County  Council  at  the  present  moment 
issued  its  precept  for  funds  of  which  it 
was  itself  charged  with  the  administra- 
tion. The  London  County  Council  did 
not  levy  from  the  various  parishes  in  Lon- 
don one  single  farthing  more  than  that 
which  they  themselves  administered.  If 
they  were  now  to  include  in,  the  London 
County  Council  rate  a  sum  of  money 
fur  the  administration  of  which  the 
County  Council  would  not  be  responsible 
they  should  be  departing  from  the 
practice  which  prevailed  under  the  Local 
Government  Act. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

MB.BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  moved 

in  page  2,  line  7,  after  "  1891,"  insert— 

"  Until  every  provision  of  that  Act  is  carried 
out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Local  Government 
Boaid." 

He  said  that  one  of  the  aims  that  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House  had  had 
was  to  make  this  Bill  specially  promote 
the  sanitation  of  London.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  the  Government  and  the  Lou- 
don County  Council  were  anxious  that 
the  Act  of  1891  should  be  as  completely 
carried  out  as  possible.  So  far  as  this 
Bill  tended  to  alter  that  condition  of 
things  it  had  his  complete  sympathy. 
But  the  danger  was  tliat  a  great  deal  of 
the  money  would  be  devoted  to  the  relief 
of  the  rates  in  certain  parishes,  or  that 
in  a  few  years  such  relief  would  simply 
lead  to  greater  extravagance  in  other 
ways,  and  there  would  be  no  security 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Health 


Act  would  be  carried  out.  If  his  words 
were  introduced  into  the  Bill — though 
they  did  not  go  far  enough,  for  he  would 
prevent  any  allocation  of  the  money 
except  for  sanitation — they  would  secure 
that  the  money  was  applied  in  the  first 
place  to  sanitation,  and  then,  if  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  satisfied,  to 
other  purposes.  He  noticed  on  the  Paper 
an  Amendment  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  which  tended  in  the  same 
direction  as  his.  Perhaps  that  Amend- 
ment was  "inspired"  by  the  Go- 
vernment, for  it  only  appeared  on 
the  Paper  that  morning ;  but  in  any 
cape  it  showed  that  the  Opposition 
had  at  least  convinced  some  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  of  the 
justice  of  some  of  the  complaints  they 
made  with  regard  to  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
7,  after  "  1891,"  to  insert  the  words 

"  Until  every  provision  of  that  Act  is  carried 
out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Local  Government 
Board."— (iVr.  Bartley.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
motive  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  moving 
the  Amendment,  to  endeavour  to  put  on 
the  Local  Authorities  the  responsibility 
of  carrying  out  more  fully  the  provisions 
of  the  Public  Health  Act,  had  his  entire 
sympathy.  But  the  Amendment  would 
throw  on  the  Local  Government  Board 
duties  which  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  Board  to  carry  out.  The  Public 
Health  Act  consisted  of  144  sections 
relating  to  a  vast  number  of  topics  ;  and 
if  the  Amendment  were  carried,  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  make  inquiries  in  every  parish 
to  see  whether  the  provisions  of  that  Act 
were  carried  out.  The  proposal  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green,  requiring  that  a  state- 
ment should  be  made  by  the  Local 
Authorities  as  to  how  they  had  spent 
the  money,  was  more  practical  than  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
and  something  could  be  said  for  it ; 
and  he  thought  that  the  discussion  on 
the  question  would  be  best  adjourned 
until  that  Amendment  came  on. 

Mr.  goschen  said,  the  Opposition 
felt  that  they  had   not  laboured  in  vain 
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ia  making  suggestions  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  Bill,  now  that  at  length  thej 
had  brought  home  to  the  minds  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Government,  and 
he  hoped  the  Government  themselves, 
the  necessity  of  availing  themselves 
of  this  opportunity  in  order  to  obtain  some 
more  control  over  the  sanitation  of  Lon- 
don. The  Opposition  had  argued  that 
point  from  the  beginning,  and  they  were 
very  glad  that  even  now,  on  the  third 
day,  the  Government  had  shown  a  dis- 
position to  accept  some  such  suggestion. 
The  Government  had  got  in  the  Bill 
the  words  dealing  with  the  expenditure 
of  the  fund  by  the  parishes,  **  so  far 
as  not  required  for  that  purpose."  What 
was  the  meaning  of  those  words  ?  Who 
was  to  determine  whether  the  money  was 
not  required  for  that  purpose  or  not  ? 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
words  of  the  Bill  were  in  legal  phrase- 
ology, and  meant  "  so  far  as  the  money 
goes,"  leaving  it  entirely  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Local  Authorities  to  determine 
the  point. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  then  the 
legal  interpretation  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  different  from  a  common  sense 
interpretation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
Anyone  reading  the  words  would  hold 
that  they  meant  that  the  Public  Health 
Act  of  1891  ought  to  be  carried  out  ip 
the  first  instance  before  the  moucy  was 
spent  for  any  other  purpose.  He  attached 
infinitely  more  importance  to  the  carrying 
out  of  the  Public  Health  Act  of  1891 
than  to  any  of  the  other  purposes  con- 
templated by  the  Bill  ;  and  he  trusted 
that  before  the  matter  ended— consider- 
ing that  in  most  parishes  the  Public 
Health  Act  would  absorb  the  whole  of 
the  money — the  Goverjiment  would  make 
it  clear  that  the  first  charge  on  the 
money  was  for  purposes  of  sanitatiou. 
He  could  understand  that  the  duties  pro- 
posed to  be  cast  on  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  by  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  would  be  too  large  for  the 
Board  ;  but  he  thought  the  Opposition 
had  been  justified  in  their  discussions  of 
the  Bill  by  the  promise  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  some  Amendment  carry- 
ing out  to  some  extent  the  object  they 
had  in  view. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
BrxTOX,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  said, 

Mr,  Goschen 


the  Government  were  anxious  to  meet- 
the  views  of  the  Opposition  in  every 
possible  way,  in  order  that  they  might 
be  considered  as  non*oontentiouB.  The 
Government  unfortunately  were  unable 
to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  on  the  question  of  populatioD  ; 
but  with  regard  to  sanitation,  there  had* 
really  from  the  beginning  been  no  difi^ 
ference  of  opinion  between  them.  The. 
Government  had  always  stated  that 
while  they  could  not  say' that  the  whole 
of  this  equalisation  rate  was  to  be  speci- 
fically applied  to  sanitary  purposes,  one 
of  the  primary  objects  of  the  Bill  was  to 
see  to  the  improved  sanitation  of  those 
parts  of  London  where  suoh  additional 
expenditure  was  required.  But  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Bill  to  absolutely 
earmark  this  sum  of  money,  and  have  it 
specifically  applied  to  sanitation,  because 
he  was  glad  to  think  that  in  many 
parts  of  Loudon  money  was  not  required 
for  such  a  purpose. 

Mr.  goschen  :  Even  in  the  poorer 
districts  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  yes,  even  in 
the  poorer  districts.  But  in  order  to 
meet  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  to  show  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  improve  the  sanitary  con- 
dition of  London,  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  accept  some  words,  such 
as  those  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green,  which 
would,  to  a  certain  extent,  make  that 
purpose  clearer  than  was  shown  in  the 
Bill  as  it  stood.  But  there  was  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Meml^r  for  Bethnal  Green  and  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  Committee. 
The  latter  Amendment  was  rather  too 
specific  with  regard  to  the  expenditure 
of  the  money  solely  for  sanitation  ;  and, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  St.  George's  had  admitted,  it  would 
throw  too  great  a  responsibility  on  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Under  the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1891,  the  Local 
Government  Board  could  come  down  on 
any  district  that  was  lax  in  attending  to 
the  provisions  of  that  Act,  and  insist  on 
it  spending  more  money  for  the  improve- 
ment of  its  sanitary  condition.  He  hoped 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Oppo- 
sition would  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green  as 
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jmeeting  their  views  as  well  as  the  views 
of  the  Goverbment. 

•Sib  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  hoped 
t:hat  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
^orth  Islington  Wonld  be  satisfied  with 
^he  intimation  given  on  behalf  of  the 
Oovernment,  that  words  would  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill  making  it  clear  that  it  was 
Che  primary  duty  of  the  Local  Authori- 
Cie8  to  spend  this  money  in  carrying  out 
t;he  onerous  responsibilities  cast  on  them 
"^vith  regard  to  sanitation  by  the  London 
rublic  Health  Act  of  1891.  His  only 
eriticism  to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
JBViend  the  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
'was  that  it  had  a  tendency  towards  cen* 
tealisation.  But  perhaps  in  so  important 
«t  matter  as  sanitation  it  was  desirable 
^hat  some  Central  Authority  should  see 
'that  the  Local  Authorities  carried  out  the 
objects  in  view,  and  for  which  the  con- 
tributions were  to  be  made  from  the 
JB^qualisation  Fund. 

MR.PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
^•W.)  said,  his  Amendment  did  not  pro- 
pose to  give  to  the  Local  Government 
%oard  any  power  it  did  not  already 
possess  ;  but  it  gave  the  Board  a  more 
effectual  remedy.  He  should  like  to  say 
that  it  was  not  true  that  his  Amend- 
ment was  in  any  way  the  result 
of  the  discussions  in  Committee. 
When  he  made  some  observations  to  the 
<]lommittee,'a  few  days  ago,  he  indicated 
this  very  Amendment,  and  he  put  it  on 
the  Paper  simply  to  carry  out  the  inten- 
tion he  then  expressed.  The  only  reason 
why  the  Amendment  did  not  appear 
«ooner  was  because  it  was  a  matter  that 
required  careful  consideratioD,  and  he 
had  not  fixed  on  the  actual  words. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London)  said, 
he  thought  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bethnal  Green  did  not  go 
far  enough.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  do  something  more  to  make  the 
Local  Government  Board  see  that  this 
money  was  devoted  to  sanitary  purposes, 
and  that  the  sanitary  work  of  the  parishes 
was  properly  carried  out. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  ho  was  satisfied 
with  the  discussion  that  had  taken  place 
on  his  Amendment,  and  would  withdraw 
it.  He  would  like  to  point  out  that  the 
Government  hoped  to  finish  this  Bill  two 
days  ago,  and  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green  did  not 
appear  on  the  Paper  until  actually  after 


the  time  when  it  was  hoped  that  the 
Bill  would  be  through  Committee. 

Amendment,  by' leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  from  "  1891,"  to  end  of 
Clause,  and  insertr-^ 

"  The  Local  Government  Board  shall  within 
six  months  from  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and 
subsequently  at  such  int<ir7al8  as  they  may  think 
fit,  ascertain  by  means  of  returns  to  be  -made 
to  them  by  the  Sanitary  Authorities  the  aver* 
age  expenses  properly  incurred  by  a  Sanitar}( 
Authority  under  the  Public  Health  (London) 
Act,  1891,  and  may  exercise  all  powers  and  do 
all  acts  necessary  or  proper  for  obtaining  such 
returns/' — (Sir  John  Lubhoek.') 

Question  proposed,  **  That  from  *  1891 ' 
down  to  the  word  '  purpose  '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  would  meet  the  case  raised 
by  this  Amendment ;  and  he  therefore 
hoped  it  would  be  withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  moved, 
in  page   2,  line   7,   to   leave  out  from: 
**  1891,"  to  **  provided,"  in  line  10.     His 
Amendment  gave  the  first  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  advisability  of  including 
under  the  functions  of  the  equalisation  fund 
expenses  incurred  by  parishes  for  the  light- 
ing of  its  streets.  It  seemed  to  him  that,  even 
if    the    principle    of    population   might 
plausibly   be    applied    in    deciding   the 
amount  of  contribution  of  the  different 
parishes  for  sanitary  expenditure,  no  one 
could  really  say  that  population  afforded 
a  reasonable  test  of  the  parish  expenditure 
in  respect  to  the  lighting  of  the  streets. 
Take  the  parishes  of  Westminster  and 
the    City,    for    example.      They   could 
scarcely  contend  that  the  population  of 
the  City  or  of  Westminster  afforded  any 
kind  of  indication  of  the  amount  spent 
by  those  parishes  to  meet  the  require-' 
ments  of  the  lighting  of   their  streets.' 
Obviously  those  requirements  were  con- 
trolled partly  by  the  local  conditions  of 
the  parish  and  partly  by  the  lighting  of- 
London  as  a  whole.     Both  sides  of  the 
House  were  now  in  absolute  agreement 
that  London  should  \ye  treated    as  one 
whole  for  sanitary  purposes.     But  when 
they  came  to  expenditure  for  lighting  the 
streets   he  denied  absolutely  that   they 
ought  to  treat  London  as  a  whole.     He 
denied  that  it  was  the  maternal  concern 
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of  CamberweU  that  IsliDgton  sbould  have 
the  electric  light.     This  matter  should 
be  left   entirely  to  local  interests,  local 
requirements,  and  local  wishes ;  and  the 
local   administration   should    be   strictly 
responsible   for  its  expenditure   in  that 
respect  to  its  own  particular  constituents. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  talked  the  other  day 
about  the  oneness  of  London,  and  saiji 
it  should  be   governed    like    the    great 
municipal  towns  of  the  provinces.     But 
he  denied  that  they  could  apply  to  the 
municipal  life  of  Loudon  the  analogy  of 
Manchester,  Liverpool,  and  Leeds.     Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  ignore 
the  historic  past  of  Loudon  ?   They  could 
not  deny  that  Westminster  and  the  City 
were   historically  distinct   and   separate 
from  the  other  parts  of  London,  and  in- 
stead of  wishing  to  crush  out  the  local 
patriotism  and  pride  in  their  ancient  life 
and  history  that  happily  still  remained  in 
those   parts   of    London,   by    depriving 
them  of  their  independent  responsibility 
in   municipal   matters,   they   should    do 
everything  to  encourage  that  feeling  in 
those    ancient    self-governing    districts. 
He     said,    first,    that    the    whole    rate 
would     be     absorbed    in    sanitary    ex- 
penditure ;      secondly,      he      did      not 
think  that  population  was  a  good  test  of 
the  requirements  of  the  separate  parishes 
in  respect  of  the  lighting  of  the  streets  ; 
thirdly,  he  denied  that  they  could   treat 
London  as  a  whole  in  respect  to  those 
matters  ;  fourthly,  that  by  the  provisions 
of   the   Bill   in   question   they  ran    the 
danger  of  destroying  altogether  the  spirit 
of   local    life  and  local  patriotism   that 
ought  to  be  sustained  and  encouraged  in 
the  different  parts  of  London  ;  and  for 
all  those  reasons  he  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  from  "  1891,"  to  the  word 
"  provided,"  in  line  10. — {Mr.  Whitmore.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he 
could  not  admit  that  the  whole  of  the 
contribution  would  be  absorbed  in  ex- 
penditure on  sanitation.  From  the  com- 
mencement he  had  stated  tliat  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  relieve  the  poorer 
parishes  in  respect  to  rates,  and  inciden- 
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tally  to  better  the  sanitary  condition  of 
London.  It  was  true  that  in  many  cases 
the  whole  of  the  contribution  would .  be 
absorbed  in  sanitary  work,  but  in  other 
cases  it  would  not  be  so  absorbed.  It  was 
extremely  difficult  to  say  what  was  the 
amount  of  the  expenditure  over  the  whole 
of  Loudon  under  the  Public  Health  Act. 
He  had  said  he  did  not  think  it  was  more 
than  3d.  iu  the  £1,  but  that  there  were 
other  matters,  such  as  scavenging  the 
streets  and  removing  dust,  which,  though 
sanitary  work,  did  not  come  under  the 
Public  Health  Act.  He  admitted  he 
was  incorrect  in  treating  the  removal  of 
dust  and  the  scavenging  of  the  streets 
as  not  under  the  Public  Health  Act. 
The  expenditure  under  the  Public  Health 
Act  averaged  probably  about  6d.  in  the 
£1,  in  which  case  the  contribution  which 
would  be  secured  under  the  Bill  would^ 
as  a  rule,  be  absorbed.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  the  lighting  of  the 
streets  was  most  burdensomci  and  at  the 
same  time  it  was  a  most  important  matter. 
In  the  eastern  districts  it  was  not  ineffi- 
ciently done.  Next  to  sanitation  came  the 
lighting  of  the  streets,  and  after  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  streets.  He  certainly 
could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

•Mil.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said,  he 
thought  the  difficulty  in  which  the  Com- 
mittee was  now  placed  arose  entirely 
from  the  absence  of  information  under 
which  they  laboured.  He  had  examined 
all  the  Returns  that  he  could  get  at,  and 
he  said  it  was  absolutely  impossible  to 
arrive  at  what  was  the  amount  spent 
yearly  by  the  various  Local  Bodies  in 
connection  with  the  Public  Health  Act 
of  1891.  He  had  carefully  examined  all 
the  Returns  of  the  London  County 
Council,  and  also  Parliamentary  Paper 
No.  78,  with  which  hon.  Members  were 
familiar.  The  Parliamentary  Paper  waa 
a  most  valuable  Return,  but  it,  of  course^ 
threw  no  light  on,  indeed  made  no  refer- 
ence to,  the  amount  spent  by  the  various 
parishes  on  sanitation,  lighting,  and 
paving  and  what  were  called  street 
improvements.  The  London  County 
Council  Returns  did  give  this,  but  not  in 
a  form  which  he  thought  was  convenient 
to  the  House.  They  showed  how  much 
in  the  £1  was  spent  by  the  various 
authorities  on  the  various  services,  but 
this  was  no  guide  to  the  total  amount 
spent  or  to  whether  economy  was  prac- 
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tised  or  extravagance  iudulged  iu, 
because,  as  hon.  Members  knew,  Id.  in 
tbe  £1  produced  verj  different  sums 
according  as  it  was  levied,  say  in  Betbnal 
Green  or  Marjlebone.  The  latest 
Returns  he  had  been  able  to  get  in  the 
form  that  he  wanted  to  present  to  the 
House,  so  that  it  should  be  able  to  com- 
pare the  one  district  with  the  other,  were 
those  for  1890-91.  These  necessarily 
did  not  include  the  expenses  for  the 
Act  of  1891,  which  he  regretted.  He 
wished  thej  knew  what  the  expenditure 
of  the  various  authorities  for  this  Act 
amounted  to,  as  they  all  felt,  at  any  rate 
OD  that  side  of  the  House,  that  it  was  for 
sanitation  they  should  desire  to  see  this 
equalisation  fund  applied,  and  such 
services  as  lighting  and  paving,  which 
were  essentially  local  and  in  no  sense 
general,  which  could  be  administered 
economically  and  efficiently,  or  luxuriously 
and  extravagantly,  should  be  excluded 
from  the  equalisation  fund.  They  had 
DO  desire  to  make  one  part  of  London 
pay  for  the  other  in  respect  of  the 
services  he  had  named.  For  this 
reason  he  thought  they  might  have 
expected  that  before  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill  the  Government 
would  have  placed  some  figures  aud 
Returns  before  them,  which  would  have 
enabled  them  to  judge  what  were  the 
needs,  and  therefore  what  were  the 
claims,  of  the  various  districts  to  share  iu 
the  equalisation  fund,  instead  of  taking  a 
random  test  of  population,  which,  as  had 
been  shown,  would  work  grievous  injus- 
tice in  many  cases — which  would  in- 
fallibly tend  to  make  the  rates  lowest  in 
the  most  crowded  districts,  which  would 
become  more  and  more  instead  of  less  and 
less  congested.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
very  creditable  to  a  great  Government 
Department  that  a  Bill  nhould  be  intro- 
duced placing  large  sums  of  money  at 
the  disposal  of  various  Local  Authorities 
for  services  which  were  carefully  pre- 
scribed, when  the  Department  itself 
acknowledged  it  did  not  know  what 
were  the  amounts  required  or  spent 
on  these  services.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  said  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  given  the  House  all  the 
information  it  possessed  itself.  He 
(Mr.  Cohen)  said  tliey  do  not  know — 
they  had  no  means  of  knowing  to  this 
moment — what  was  the  cost  of  the  duties 
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imposed  on  the  Local  Authorities  by  the 
Act  of  1891,  nor  what  was  spent  on  this 
service  by  these  authorities.  And  that 
was  not  all.  The  Returns,  the  only  ones 
that  he  had  been  able  to  get  at,  did  not 
separate  what  he  should  call  sanitary 
service,  as  the  House  understood  the 
term.  Paving,  scavenging,  and  improve- 
ments were  all  grouped  together.  He 
regarded  paving  and  improvement  as 
essentially  local  services,  while  he 
thought  they  should  all  admit  scavenging 
could  fairly  and  should  properly  be  in- 
cluded under  sanitary  service.  But  still 
his  figures  did  bring  out  some  very  in- 
teresting discrepancies,  which  he  thought 
went  far  to  establish  the  absolute  neces- 
sity for  an  account  to  be  rendered.  He 
had  taken  two  parishes  almost  contiguous 
to  each  other,  and  as  closely  resembling 
each  other  in  many  respects,  which  he 
would  mention  to  the  Committee  as  any 
two  he  could  name.  He  meant  Camber- 
well  and  Lambeth.  Lambeth  had  an  area 
of  3,942  acres,  and  a  population  of 
275,203,  or  52-89  to  the  acre  ;  and  Cam- 
berwell  had  4,450  acres,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  235,344,  or  69-81  to  the  acre. 
A  difference  of  17  persons  to  an  acre  was 
not  much  in  London.  Well,  Camberwell 
with  4,450  acres  spent  on  lighting  in 
1890-91,  £11,817;  and  Lambeth,  with 
3,942  acres,  £13,477.  But  when  they 
cauie  to  scavenging,  the  difference  was 
still  larger.  Camberwell,  with  4,450 
acres,  spent  £39,431  ;  while  Lambeth, 
with  only  3,942  acres,  spent  £58,545. 
Again,  in  sewerage  Camberwell  spent 
only  £2,899,  and  Lambeth  £4,638.  Let 
him  take  two  more  parishes,  smaller  but 
again  very  similar.  Mile  End,  Old  Town, 
with  679  acres,  and  Newington  with 
631  acres.  Mile  End,  with  679  acres, 
spent  £14,345  in  paving,  scavenging, 
and  improvements,  or  9'33d.;  and  Newing- 
ton, with  631  acres,  spent  £20,339,  or 
10-86d.  In  lighting,  the  figures  were 
£3,696  for  the  larger  parish,  and 
£3,938  for  the  smaller.  In  sewerage 
the  differences  was  still  more  startling 
— £2,212  for  the  larger  parish  of 
Mile  End,  or  l-44d.,  aud  £^,140  for  the 
smaller  pa}?'ish  of  Newington,  or  2-75d. 
There  were  many  other  discrepancies 
whic^<5ould  be  cited  in  other  parishes 
whi/ch  were  equally  striking,  and  which 
wefe  of  little  consequence,  perhaps,  so 
loj&g  as  the  inhabitants  of  each  district 


/ 


3S9     Eqwdi9aiion  of  RaU$       (8  AronsT  1H94}  (L&ndan)  BilL 


390 


not  a  Moitarj  porpose.  He  thought 
thej  were  »  very  important  public  pur- 
me,  though  uot  under  the  Public 
Health  Act  of  1891.  He  did  not  think 
thtt.the  wonb  ought  to  be  left  ont. 

Mb.   GOSCHEN     said,    that    with 
nferenoe  to  what   had  fallen  from  the 
boo.  Member  for  Shoreditch,  he  should 
be  glad  if  the  result  of  the  discussion 
were  to    call    special    attention   to   the 
nriations  in  the  statistics  and  to  secure 
frnm   the     Government     some    method 
vhich  would    enable    lion.  Members  to 
bow  where  they  were.     Great  trouble 
n«  taken   by  the   Dtatistictans  of   the 
Lonlon     County    Council     to    prepare 
tmuate    accounts,    but    they    did    not 
BBceuarily  come  before  Parliament  unless 
ooe  especially  asked  for  a  copy  of  them. 
A  portion  of  this  literature,  he  confessed, 
be  had  never    seen    until   the   present 
oeeaeioQ.     There    were    no    means    by 
which  he  could    know    that    it  existed 
nless  especially  informed  of  it.     There- 
fore, he  trusted  the  Local  Government 
Boud  would  accept  the  advice  given  on 
both  sides,  and,  in  communication  with 
the  County  Council,  arrange  that  further 
iofomiatiou  might  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
»eoi  with  regiutl  to  the  expenditure  of 
Peltries  and  District  Boards  and  some 
Qoifomiity  observed  in   the  framing  of 
tbe  tcconnts.     Speaking  with  some  ex- 
poience    as    a    statistician,    there    was 
Bothing    more     disheartening     to     the 
inquirer   or    that    more    precluded    the 
disfOTeiy  of  the  truth  than   to  find  two 
»tB  of  figures  bearing  on  the  same  qnes- 
^n,  both    elaborato,    both  ivpparently 
*wrect,  but  which   it  was  impossible  for 
tDToneto  make  agree.      Objection  was 
^'ken  to  excluding   public  lighting  for 
»be  reason    that   it   would    exclude    a 
^  deal   of    expenditure    which    was 
'«dlT  sanitary   expenditure.      He  (Mr. 
Goichen)     wa«}      not     sure      to     what 
extent  that   was    the   case.     The   lion, 
■niber,  he   thought,    had    carried   bis 
P<HDt  rather  farther  than  he  was  justified 
bj  Act  of  Parliament,  because  some  of 
*be  items  he  had  referred  to  had  come 
anderthe  Public  Health  Act,  1891.    lie 
Agreed  that  Bethnal   Green  and  White- 
cbtpel  were  badly  lighted,  and  that  it 
vould  be  desirable  that  a  certain  portion 
<'^  this  money  ohould  go  towards  the  im- 
proremeot  of  lighting  in  such  parishes, 
^t  they  had  no  information   to   guide 


them  in  their  action  in  the  matter.  What 
he  was  afraid  might  be  the  result  was 
that  in  the  poor  parishes  the  whole  of 
the  money  might  be  expended  on  sanitary 
purposes,  while  in  the  wealthier  parishes 
— which  nevertheless,  like  Islington, 
would  receive — ^the  money  would  go  to- 
wards the  lighting  expenses,  because 
those  parishes  had  already  done  their  duty 
asreganled  sanitary  purposes.  It  was  clear 
from  the  Return  No.  489  that  the  dis- 
parities in  lighting  were  something  pheno- 
menal, not  only  as  between  the  wealthy 
and  poor  districts,  but  even  among  the 
wealthy  districts  themselves.  Kensing- 
tou  spent  £12,500  on  lighting,  as  com- 
pared with  £6,800  spent  in  Paddiugton. 
St.  Paucras  spent  £19,000,  while  Isling- 
ton spent  £13,000.  Islington  hail  a 
populatiou  of  319,000,  and  St.  Pancras 
of  234,000,  and  yet  the  lighting  of 
Islington  cost  so  much  less  than  that  of 
St.  Paucras.  This  was  an  extraordinary 
difference.  The  question  involved  was 
whether  one  parish  should  contribute  to 
another  parish  so  that  it  might  have 
electric  lighting  instead  of  gas.  [Mr. 
J.  Stuabt  dissented.]  No  doubt  the 
hon.  Member  had  some  information,  but 
the  House  was  not  in  possession  of  the 
information  by  which  they  might  be  able 
to  test  how  far  the  money  which  they 
were  giving  would  be  use<l  for  the  pur- 
poses they  desired.  The  Committee 
were  fairly  unanimous  as  to  the  purposes 
to  which  the  money  should  be  applied  ; 
but,  in  the  absence  of  information,  they 
did  not  feel  confident  that  the  object  they 
had  in  view  would  be  carried  out  by  the 
Bill.  He  believed  that,  while  in  the  case 
of  the  poorer  parishes  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  money  would  Iks  absorbeil  for 
sanitary  purposes,  in  the  <jase  of  the 
wealthier  parishes  it  would  be  used  to 
provide  extravagant  li^htin^.  His  own 
view  was  that  a  standard  in  regard  to 
lighting,  &c.,  should  be  established,  and 
that  in  the  case  of  parishes  above  that 
standard  no  allowance  should  be  made. 
In  that  way  there  would  be  security  that 
parishes  in  which  the  sanitary  work  and 
the  lighting  were  adequately  carried  out 
would  not  receive  the  money  simply  in 
reduction  of  the  rates. 

Mr.  MAC  DONA  (South  wark,  Kother- 
hithe)  said,  that  Kotherhithe  would  only 
get  a  miserable  pittance  of  2|d.  in 
the  £1  under  the  Bill.      To  cull  that  an 
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equalisation  of  rates  was   a  gross  mis- 
Domer. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hou. 
Geutlemau  was  not  entitled  to  raise  the 
general  question. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  had 
observed  that  while  under  this  Bill 
they  might  -be  confident  that  in  the 
poorer  distrists  the  monej  would  be  pro- 
perly applied,  he  was  afraid  that  in  the 
richer  parishes  the  money  might  be 
applied  to  costly  lighting.  The  mistake 
made  was  to  suppose  that  the  rich 
parishes. got  anything. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  did  not  say  the 
rich  parishes,  but  the  more  wealthy 
parishes.  I  meant  the  parishes  which 
are  fairly  well  off,  such  as  Islington. 

Mr.  lough  said,  that  Islington  was 
not  fairly  well  off.  It  was  an  extremely 
poor  parish.  Hon.  Gentlemen  going 
that  way  drove  along  one  good  street, 
and  thought  that  all  the  streets  were  the 
same.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  evil 
predicted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  arise.  However,  he  should  not 
have  interfered  except  that  he  wanted  to 
say  he  did  not  like  to  see  the  tendency 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  accept 
some  Amendment  in  this  direction.  It 
seemed  to  him  just  as  important  that  some 
contribution  should  be  made  for  the 
streets  and  for  light! ug. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  he  wanted  to 
say  a  word  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea,  who  did  not  think  that 
paving  ought  to  be  included  in  the  Bill. 
He  (Sir  A.  Rollit)  thought  that  good 
paving  was  a  very  important  thing,  and 
one  way  of  obtaining  continuity  in  the 
streets  of  London.  It  had  been  said  that 
they  should  take  uo  account  of  what  was 
done  in  the  provinces.  His  view,  however, 
was  that  Loudon  had  a  great  deal  to 
learn  from  the  Provincial  Municipaliiies. 
Probably  the  differences  of  opinion  mani- 
fested from  time  to  time  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  local  goveru- 
ment  arose  from  the  fact  that  some  of 
them  had  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing, 
by  personal  experience,  what  had  been 
done  in  the  Municipalities,  and  were 
anxious  that  the  local  government  of 
London  should  be  more  assimilated,  both 
in  principle  and  practice,  with  that  of 
the     large   provincial    towns.      In    the 
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Provinces,  for  instance,  there  was  a  uni- 
formity of  rating,  notwithstanding  the 
powers  in  the  Public  Health  Act  of  1875, 
to  levy  a  special  rate  upon  parttcalar 
districts  (a  power  which  was  often  over- 
looked), and  the  sanitationof  a  borough — 
its  lighting,  and  so  on — were  matters  of 
common  concern  to  which  all  districts 
contributed  in  the  same  way  and  degree. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finabury,  E.) 
said,  he  thought  that  paving  ought  to  be 
included  in  the  Bill,  and  was  glad  to 
hear  the  expression  of  opinion  that  every 
portion  of  London  was  interested  in  the 
keeping  up  of  the  main  roads.  When 
the  Bill  had  been  carried  through,  he 
thought  the  London  County  Council 
might  very  well  think  of  those  parishes 
which  were  entirely  main  arteries  like 
that  of  St.  Luke's,  and  put  their  powers 
with  regard  to  main  roads  into  operation. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
•Sir  a.  rollit  moved,  in  page  2, 
line  10,  after  "  streets,"  insert — 
*'aad  such  Sanitary  Authority  shall  annually 
make  a  Return  in  the  prescribed  form  to  the 
IjocaX  Governmeat  Board  showing  how  all  sums 
received  by  it  under  this  Act  have  been  ex- 
l)ended,  and  shall  in  such  Return  distinguish 
payments  made  under  The  Public  Health 
(London)  Act,  1891,  and  payments  made  in 
respect  of  lighting  and  streets  respecriyely." 

He  said  the  Amendment  was  not  a  hostile 
one,  but  consistent  with  the  spirit  and  the 
letter  of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  all  the  more, 
necessary  and  desirable  in  view  of  the 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green.  It 
secured  for  the  Local  Government 
Board  just  that  information  which 
was  necessary  in  order  that  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member's  Amendment 
might  be  carried  out.  His  desire  was  to 
guard  against  the  alleged  danger  of  ex- 
travagance, and  against  the  diversion  of 
the  equalisation  contributions  from  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  primarily 
intended.  He  did  not  distrust  the  Local 
Authorities,  but  he  thought  it  right  that 
they  should  make  Returns  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  that  Department  to  check  their 
expenditure  periodically,  and  to  furnish 
it  with  the  necessary  information. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
10,  after  the  word  "  streets,*'  to  insert  the 
words — 

*'  and  such   Sanitary  Authority  shall  annually 
make  a  Return  in  the  prescribed  form  to  the 
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Local  GoTemment  Board  showing  how  all  sams 
receiyed  by  it  under  this  Act  have  been  ex- 
poided,  and  shall  in  such  Return  distinguish 
payments  made  under  The  Public  Health  (Lon- 
don^ Act,  1891,  and  payments  made  in  respect 
of  lighting  and  streets  respectively." — (<S'ir  A, 
RoUU.) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 

*Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVREsaid,  hehad 
already  intimated  that  he  thought  some 
Amendment  of  his  kind  ought  to  be 
adopted ;  but  the  wording  of  the  hou. 
Member's  Amendinent  might,  in  his 
opinion,  be  altered  with  advantage,  and 
he  had  himself  prepared  an  Amendment 
which  would,  he  believed,  effect  the  hon. 
Member's  purpose  in  a  better  way.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  consent  to  withdraw  his  proposal, 
and  would  allow  the  Amendment  which 
he  had  drafted  to  be  substituted  in  its 
place. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  the  principle  of 
his  Amendment  being  thus  conceded,  he 
thought  the  suggestion  was  a  very  proper 
one.  and  he  would  therefore  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRK  moved  the 
following  new  sub-section  : — 

"  Every  Sanitary  Authority  to  whom  a  sum  is 
paid  under  this  Act  in  any  year  shall,  within 
the  prescribed  time  after  the  following  thirty- 
fiiBt  day  of  March,  render  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Boartl  a  true  account  in  the  prescribc.i 
form,  showing  for  the  twelve  months  preceding 
the  said  day,  the  total  amount  of  the  sum  so 
paid,  and  the  total  amount  of  the  expenses  in- 
curretl  by  the  authority  under  each  of  the 
following  heads : — 

(a)  under  the  Public  Health  (London) 
Act,  1891  ; 

(J)  in  respect  of  lighting ;  and 

Qj)  in  respect  of  streets  ; 
and  showing  the  amount  expended  in  respect 
of  each  head  out  of  the  sums  paid  to  such  autho- 
rity under  this  Act." 

Colonel  HUGHES  said,  he  would 
like  to  suggest  a  different  wording  of  the 
sub-section. 

Mr.  SHAVV-LEFEVRE  said,  they 
must  adhere  to  the  words  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GGSCHEN  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  considered 
whether  it  \\as  possible  to  show  how 
much  of  the  expenditure  was  distinct 
from  the  amount  paid  out  of  the  rates. 
Were  the  authorities  to  keep  a  separate 
acoonnt  of  this  money  ?  It  would  be  of 
little  valae  if  mixed  up  with  the  general 
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account,  although  it  was  difficult  to  see 
how  the  items  could  be  earmarked. 
Before  the  Report  stage  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  consider  how  this 
difficulty  could  be  met.  They  wanted  to 
know  not  what  had  been  paid  out  of  these 
funds,  but  what  had  been  paid  before. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  was  it  not  a 
question  of  expenditure  over  receipts  ? 
Supposing  an  authority  expended  £5,000 
upon  one  of  these  objects  and  raised  a 
rate  to  meet  it  which  amounted  to 
£4,200,  then  the  balance  would  be 
thrown  upon  a  portion  of  this  vote. 

Sub-section  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  moved,  in  page  2,  line  15,  at  end, 
insert — 

**  (7)  If  any  Sanitary  Authority  is  found  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  have  made  de- 
fault within  the  meaning  of  Section  101  of  The 
Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891,  the  London 
County  Council  shall,  if  so  directed  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  withhold  the  whole 
or  any  part  of  the  grant  (if  any)  next  accruing 
due  from  the  Equalisation  Fund  to  such  Sani- 
tary Authority. 

^ny  sums  which  may  during  any  financial 
year  be  withheld  in  accordance  with  the  fore- 
going enactment  shall  be  carried  forward  to 
the  credit  of  the  Equalisation  Fund  in  the  fol- 
lowing ye^r." 

He  said  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  couple  the  Bill  with  the  Public 
Health  (London)  Act  of  1891.  It  had 
been  sometimes  forgotten  or  not  ade- 
quately appreciated  that  by  the  Public 
Health  Act  of  1891  the  duty  of  super- 
vision over  the  Sanitary  Authority  was 
conferred  on  the  Central  Authority,  and 
by  the  same  Act  a  considerable  amount 
of  control  was  given  to  the  Loudon 
County  Council.  It  was  true  that  every 
6d.  of  expenditure  was  not  earmarked, 
and  that  every  6d.  could  not  be  directly 
traced,  but  in  the  Act  of  1891  there  was 
machinery  by  which  the  County  Council 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  could 
keep  up  the  Sanitary  Authorities  to  a 
fair  standard  of  efficient  administpation. 
He  should  like  to  add  on  this  point  that 
the  use  which  was  at  the  present  time 
made  by  these  two  authorities  of  their 
powers  was  no  criterion  of  the  use  that 
might  be  made  of  them,  because  the 
County  Council  had  felt  their  hands  to 
be  tied  by  the  consideration  that  in  pre- 
cisely those  localities  where  stimulus 
was  necessary,  such  as  in  the  East  End, 
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aud  perhaps  in  the  South,  the  authorities 
were  already  crushed  down  under  a  bur- 
den of  rates  to  which  no  addition  could 
be  made.  Now  that  the  Committee  were 
making  a  special  grant  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses he  thought  the  occasion  opportune, 
and  therefore  any  Sanitary  Authority 
which  did  not  do  its  duty  would  be  left 
absolutely  without  excuse.  He  had  fol- 
lowed in  this  respect  the  precedent  of  the 
Act  of  1870.  Tlie  Amendment  did  not 
confer  either  upon  the  County  Council 
or  upon  the  Local  Government  Board 
any  power  which  those  Bodies  did  not  at 
present  possess ;  it  simply  provided  a 
readier  remedy,  or  an  important  power  in 
reserve. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  15,  at  end,  insert — 

"  (7)  If  any  Sanitary  Authority  is  found  by 
the  Local  QoYcmment  Board  to  have  made 
default  within  the  meaning  of  Section  101  of 
The  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891,  the 
London  County  Council  shall,  if  so  directed  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  withhold  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  the  grant  (if  any)  next 
accruing  due  from  the  Equalisation  Fund  to 
such  Sanitary  Authority. 

Any  sums  which  may  during  any  financial 
year  be  withheld  in  accordance  with  the  fore- 
going enactment  shall  be  carried  forward  to 
the  credit  of  the  Equalisation  Fund  in  the  fol- 
lowing year." — (.Vr.  PickersgUl.)    • 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  B ARTLEY  said,  he  was  glad  the 
Government  had  accepted  some  such 
principle  as  was  contained  in  the  Amend- 
ment, but  he  must  call  attention  to  the 
point  that  objection  had  been  taken  to 
his  Amendment,  because  it  threw  the 
onus  on  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Under  this  Amendment  the  onus  was 
thrown  on  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  just  the  same  way.  It  must  find  out 
that  a  Local  Authority  was  not  doing  its 
duty  before  it  could  act,  for  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  provide  that  the  County 
Council  should  report  to  them. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  he  thought 
the  lion.  Gentleman  was  not  famiiar  with 
the  section  which  his  Amendment  incor- 
porated. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Yes  I  am. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  the  Act 
recited 

"that    where    complaint  was   made   by    the 
London  County  Ck)ancil." 

Mr.  Pickersgill 


Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  that  might  be  so, 
but  this  Amendment  could  only  be  put 
into  force  by  the  Local  Government 
Board.  The  clause  of  the  Public  Health 
Act  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  quoted 
was  no  doubt  referred  to ;  but  the  Amend- 
ment ran  on  different  lines,  and  the  com- 
mencement of  proceedings  must  be  with 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that 
the  clause  must  be  construed  in  connec- 
tion with  Clause  101  of  the  Public  Health 
Act.  He  should  have  b^n  glad  to  insert 
a  provision  of  this  kind  in  the  Bill  at 
first,  but  it  was  better  to  let  it  come  with 
the  general  assent  of  the  House.  He 
must  submit  the  Amendment  to  the 
draftsman,  but  substantially  he  would 
accept  it. 

Mr.  lough  said,  he  hoped  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  confine  himself  to  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment  and  cut  out  the  precise 
terms.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  opposed  to  the  object  of  the  Bill.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  relieve  the  poor 
parishes  of  London,  while  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  secure  further  ex- 
penditure. Although  they  all  agreed 
that  the  Public  Health  Act  of  1891 
should  be  put  into  operation,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  allow  it  to  be  put 
into  operation  as  a  result  of  the  public 
opinion  of  a  locality  instead  of  under 
the  iron  system  that  the  Amendment 
suggested.  He  thought  the  Amendment 
unnecessary  and  likely  to  lead  to  extrava- 
gance, as  the  Common  Poor  Fund  had  in 
some  localities.  The  cost  of  the  out- 
door poor  had  increased  very  largely,  and 
while  he  knew  that  much  of  the  increase 
was  owing  to  the  better  treatment  of  the 
poor,  the  results  were  by  no  means  alto- 
gether satisfactory.  To  put  this  pressure 
from  the  Central  Authority  on  the  Local 
Authorities  would  be  a  very  expensive 
proceeding.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Pickersgill)  had  said  that  the  County 
Council  had  not  put  its  powers  into 
operation,  because  it  was  aware  of  the 
heavy  burdens  already  existing,  but  when 
this  Bill  was  passed  they  would  be  ex- 
pected to  take  such  action.  If  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
accepted  the  Amendment,  he .  hoped  he 
would  cut  out  the  latter  clause,  which 
forfeited  the  grant,  or  otherwise  modify  it. 
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Mb,  R,  G,  WKBSTER  said,  he 
conlially  agreed  with  the  Ameudmeiit, 
which  he  thought  was  a  verj  valuable 
one^  aud  gave  etFect  to  the  oouteution 
they  hatl  ttlwajg  held  that  the  Local 
Goverpmeot  Board  oajrht  to  have  some 
control  ID  this  matter.  He  did  uot  fall 
iti  with  the  view  that  there  was  auy 
undue  restriction.  It  only  anioiuited  to 
saying  that  if  the  Local  Atithoritfes  did 
not  do  tlieir  duty  the  money  ^houid  not 
be  paid  to  them.  That  was  a  very  de- 
sirable suggestion  to  put  before  the 
House,  There  appeared  to  be  a  hidden 
baud  behind  the  President  of  the  Local 
Go  ver  tune  tit  Board — that,  he  presumed, 
either  of  tlie  Member  for  Hackney  or 
of  the  Member  for  Slmreditch,  who  were 
the  wirepullers  of  the  BilL  However, 
he  was  very  glad  to  see  that  something 
in  the  shape  of  the  A  me  ml  me  nt  had 
been  accepted. 

Mr-  G08CHEN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Geutlemaii  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  informed  them 
in  a  diplomutic  fashiou  that  it  was  Wis 
intention  from  the  beginning  that  there 
nhould  be  this  kind  of  coutiol,  but  that 
the  proposal  bad  better  be  subject  to  the 
general  coDsent  of  the  House.  Well, 
they  had  played  into  \m  haudn,  but  the 
right  hoiu  Gentleman  was  8o  diplomatic 
that  he  concealed  bin  intention  from 
theru.  He  had  always  understood  that 
there  were  two  Parties  in  the  House  with 
respet!t  to  this  Bill.  In  the  one  w^ere 
the  immense  majority  of  the  Committee 
on  Ijoth  sides,  who  thought  the  Bill  wa« 
one  for  improving  sanitary  work  ;  in  the 
other  were  the  hou*  Member  for  West 
Islington  and  the  President  of  tlio  Local 
Government  Boaal,  who  thought  the  Bill 
was  one  for  equalising  rates.  The 
opinion  of  the  County  Council,  ag  de- 
clared by  the  hon»  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch,  agreed  w*ith  that  of  the  majority 
of  the  Committee,  It  was  contained  in 
the  sta,temeiit  that  "  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  not  to  equalise  rates."  Now,  at 
last  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Isliugton 
had  been  defeated,  and  a  sanitary  cha- 
racter was  to  be  given  to  the  Bill.  He 
was  glad  that  the  Amendment  had  been 
aoceptod  ;  and  the  Opposition  were 
ready  to  take  their  chare  of  the  respon- 
sibility. 

Ma.  8HAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that 
the  insertion  of  the  Ameiidinent  would 


not  detract  from  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  In  making  the  richer  parishes  con- 
tribute to  the  poorer.  Incidentally,  it 
enabled  the  poorer  parishes  to  perform 
their 'sanitary  duties  lietter.  He  wus  only 
doing  what  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
St.  GeorgeV  did  in  1870,  wbeo  he  esta- 
blighed  a  Common  Poor  Fund  and  de- 
scribed his  Bill  as  one  for  the  equalisation 
of  rates. 

CuLoNEL  HUGHES  sairl»  he  did  not 
quite  understand  thi^  proposal.  Did  it 
mean  that  the  whole  grant  would  be  for- 
feited e\*en  after  a  parish  had  contributed 
the  6d.  ?  His  pari<(h  contributed  £4,000, 
and  was  entitled  to  receive  £10,000. 
Surely  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mefin 
that  the  whole  grant  should  be  forfeited, 
biit  only  the  ditlerence  between  the  sum 
contributetl  to  and  the  sum  received  from 
the  Common  Fund,  If  they  made  the 
Amendment  only  applicable  to  those 
parishes  which  received  the  grant  it  was 
evident  that  they  would  only  he  dealing 
with  a  portion  of  the  parishes  in  London, 
They  would  be  taking  the  control  over 
the  parishes  which  received  only.  His 
impression  was  that  the  control  of  the 
Central  Body  was  already  obnoxious,  and 
led  to  delay  and  expense,  and  irregu- 
larity. It  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
power  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
as  it  was  now, 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  he  took  it 
that  the  meaning  of  the  clause  w^as  that 
the  sum  to  be  forfeited  was  the  difference 
between  the  amount  of  the  contribution 
and  the  grant.  He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  thii* 
clause  had  been  careftilly  considered  by 
the  draftsman,  but  the  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Woohvich  would 
have  attention.  He  did  not  think  the 
words  as  they  stood  w*ere  quite  adequate* 
He  would  have  it  considered  between 
this  stage  and  Report.  What  be  was 
anxious  for  was  that  the  principle  of  the 
thing  should  be  adopted  by  the  House, 

Mk.  BARTLEY  said,'  this  was  a 
more  important  matter  than  appeared. 
They  were  calling  upon  the  w^hole  of 
London  to  prevent  the  localities  from 
being  in  an  insanitary  condition,  and  that 
it  was  not  sufficient  for  them  to  say  that 
they  did  not  w^ant  to  do  this  work.  In 
bis  view,  where  the  conditions  were  not 
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fulfilled,  the  whole  amoant  should  be 
withdrawu.  If  they  withdrew  the 
differeuce  merely  they  would  be  simply 
penalising  the  poorer  parishes.  ' 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  apply  the  clause  to 
the  parishes  which  contributed  nothing 
whatever. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  R.  G.  WEBSTER  asked  whether 
he  would  be  in  Order  in  making  some 
observations  upon  the  question  of  com- 
pounding ? 

The  chairman  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  would  be  in  Order. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  the 
question  of  equalisation  must  include  the 
question  of  compounding.  He  would 
forego  any  claim  he  might  have  to  speak, 
but  he  thought  it  was  clear  that  the 
words  of  the  clause  covered  almost  every- 
thing. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Mr.  fisher  (Fulham)  said,  that  in 
the  general  discussion  that  took  place  on 
the  meaning  of  the  word  "  population," 
he  pointed  out  that  a  manifest  injustice 
would  be  done  to  outlying  parts  of 
London  if  **  population "  were  taken  to 
mean,  as  defined  in  the  clause — 

'*  Population  according  to  the  last  pablished 
Census  for  the  time  being." 

The  population  of  his  own  constituency 
at  the  last  Census  was  91,639,  and  that 
population  would  now  be  increased  by 
something  like  20,000.  He,  therefore, 
moved  an  Amendment  which  would 
make  the  definition  read — 

"The  expression  'population*  means  popu- 
lation according  to  the  last  publisheil  estimate 
of  population  made  by  the  Registrar  General." 

He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  make  some  further  effort  to  meet 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
31,  to  leave  out  the  words  "Census  for 
the  time  being,"  and  insert  the  words 
'^'estimate  of  population  made  by  the 
Registrar  General." — {Mr,  Fisher.) 

Mr,  Bartley 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wort] 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  th 
Bill." 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  ad 
mitted  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  worke 
somewhat  hardly  on  parishes  like  Fulhan 
The  difficulty  he  had  found  was  that  th 
Registrar  General  would  not  uudertak 
the  reponsibility  of  making  an  estimat 
year  by  year  unless  there  were  pro 
visions  in  the  Bill  for  a  Quinquennia 
Census.  He  found  it  would  be  poe 
sible  to  have  a  Quinquennial  Censu 
without  all  the  elaborate  details  of  th 
ordinary  Census,  which  would  enabb 
the  Registrar  General  to  make  his  esti 
mate  for  the  intervening  years.  The  tota 
codt  to  the  Metropolis  was  estimated  a 
about  £6,iOO,  and  the  London  Conntj 
Council  were  quite  willing  that  it  shouh 
be  borne  by  the  equalisation  fund.  H< 
would  undertake  to  bring  up  a  clause  oi 
Report  giving  effect  to  the  principle  o 
the  Amendment,  and  therefore  he  hopec 
the  Amendment  would  now  be  with 
drawn. 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  inquired  wbethe 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  tha 
the  cost  of  the  Census  should  1)e  born< 
upon  the  rates  of  one  year  or  spread  ove: 
several  years  ?  The  people  of  Londoi 
were  complaining  bitterly  of  the  con 
stantly-increasing  rates,  and  if  the  ex 
penditure  for  this  Census  were  to  be  paic 
by  them  its  cost  should  at  least  bo  sprea( 
over  the  ^\q  years.  In  his  constituencj 
the  other  day  the  ratepayers  refused  t( 
agree  to  the  Public  Libraries  rate,  aix 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  many  parti 
of  London  respecting  the  increase  of  th< 
rates.  If  the  Government  were  goio^ 
to  incur  an  expenditure  of  £6,600  ii 
order  to  carry  out  this  Census  every  fiv< 
years  the  cost  ought  to  be  spread  ove] 
more  than  six  months  or  a  year.  H< 
thought  the  cost  ought  to  be  spread  ove: 
fi\Q  years. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Do  I  understanc 
that  the  money  is  to  be  raised  as  ai 
extra  sum  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFE VRE  :  Practically 
the  cost  will  fall  upon  those  parishei 
which  benefit  under  the  Bill.  They  wil 
have  less  to  receive  in  consisquence  oj 
the  cost  of  the  Census  ;  and  inasmuch  ai 
it  is  really  to  be  taken  for  their  benefit 
I  think  that  they  should  pay  for  it. 
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Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  asked  whe- 
ther the  Census  would  be  taken  in  the 

usual  form  ? 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :    No ;  not 

so  fully. 
•Mr.  COHEN  said,  he  thought  that 

Londoners    ought    to     be    very    much 

obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 

his  proposal,  and  he  did  not  think  the 

right  hon.  Grentlemau's  estimate  would 

be  much  exceeded,  inasmuch  as  it  was 

only  proposed  to  take  a  Census  of  the 

population  without  obtaining  anj  of  the 

other  particulars  asked  for  bj  the  ordinary 

Census. 
Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  asked  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  toilet  the  House  have  the 

wording  of  his  proposal  before  the  Re- 
port stage. 
Mb.  THORNTON   (Clapham)   said, 

that,  as   a   Member  for  a  borough  the 

population  of  which  was  increasing  by 

leaps  and  bounds,  he  considered  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  one  of  < 

great    importance,   and    he   was    much 

obliged    to   the  right   hon.    Gentleman 

for  it. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  would  suggest  to 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  partly  I  ad- 
mit in  the  interest  of  my  own  con- 
stituents,  that    the   Census    should    be 

taken  at  a  fair  time,  and  not  at  a  time 

when  large  numbers  of  persons  are  absent 

from  certain   districts   of  London.     St. 

George's,  Hanover  Square,  is  under  the 

impression  that  it  lost  1-lOth  of  its  popula- 
tion, because  the  last  Census  was  taken 

on  a  Sunday.     I   think   that   the   next 

Census   will   show   that  our  population 

IB  considerably  larger  than  it  now  appears 

to  be.     I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

will   not  allow   any   desire  to   penalise 

certain    districts    in   the   Metropolis   to 

influence  his  choice  of  the  date  when  the 
Census  will  be  taken. 

Mr.  fisher  :  After  the  handsome 
manner  in  which  I  have  been  met  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  desire  to  with- 
<]raw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  other  Amend- 
ments to  the  clause  are  no  longer  in 
Order.  The  first  of  the  new  clauses  is 
Xiot  in  Order,  and  I  think  the  same  is  to 
be  said  of  all  the  others  except  the  last. 

Mr.  KIMBER  said,  in  that  case  he 
desired   to   move   the  last    new    clause 
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standing  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  London  Uni- 
versity (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  and  entitled 
"  Procedure  in  case  of  excessive  expen- 
diture." 

The  chairman  :  I  have  consider- 
able doubts  about  this  clause,  and  I  hope^ 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  be  * 
good  enough  to  point  out  the  difference 
between   this   clause  and  the  provision 
which  appears  in  the  Bill. 

*Mr.  KIMBER  said,  the  proposed  new 
clause  read  as  follows  : — 

(Procedure  in  case  of  excessive  expenditure.) 
"  Where  any  portion  of  the  expenditure  in- 
curred bj  a  Sanitary  Authority  under  The 
Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891,  shall  appear 
to  the  Local  Goyemment  Board  to  be  excessive, 
they  shall  notify  the  amount  of  such  excess  to 
the  Sanitanr  Authority,  and,  after  hearing  the 
Sanitary  Authority,  may  for  all  purposes 
relating  to  the  grant  disallow  the  whole  or  any 
part  of  such  excess." 

He  pointed  out  that  the  proposal  would 
give  an  executive  authority  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  which  they  did  not 
possess  under  the  Bill.  The  clause  was 
permissive,  and  it  did  not  follow  that 
there  would  be  a  single  case  in  which 
any  parish  would  come  under  any  punish- 
ment under  it. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.'* 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  was 
informed  that  no  case  had  ever  occurred 
in  which  it  had  appeared  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  the  expenditure 
incurred  by  a  Sanitary  Authority  under 
the  Act  referred  to  was  excessive.  That 
being  so,  he  did  not  think  the  new  clause 
was  necessary. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  clear  that 
the  clause  was  entirely  different  from  that 
which  appeared  in  the  Bill,  because  whilst 
the  one  dealt  with  expending  too  much 
the  other  dealt  with  spending  too  little. 
He  thought  the  new  clause  might  cover  a 
case  of  extravagance.  There  might  be 
cases  in  which  a  waste  of  money  had 
occurred,  and  if  the  provision  were 
adopted  it  might  act  as  a  precaution 
against  extravagant  expenditure  in  con- 
nection with  electric  lighting  or  other- ^ 
wise. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

8 
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•SiE  J.  GOLDSMID  asked  when  the 
Report  stagfe  would  be  takeu,  a8  some 
Members  were  tbiiLking  ot  tiikin^  a 
bolidajr  ? 

•Mr,  SHAW-LEFEVRE  ;*uiij,  be  did 
uot  think  it  would  be  takeD  earlier  than 
MoDdftj,  but  be  i-ould  uot  eaj  preebely 
when  it  wouUl  be  taken. 

Bill  reported  ;  a^  umeaded  to  he  can* 
tsidered  upon  Friday,  and  to  be  printed* 
pill  35 K]  I 

BUILDIKG  SOCIETIES  (No.  2)  iULk 
(No.  246.) 

COX3tD£RATIOX.    [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.]  I 

Order  read,   for   reftuming  Adjourned  j 
Debate   on    Amendment    proposed    [6tb 
August]  on  Cousideratiou  of  the  Bill,  as  i 
amended  by  the  Standing  Comniittee.        ' 

And  which  Amendment  was,  in  page 
9,  line  6,  to  leave  ont  from  the  word 
**  eociety,"  to  the  word  •'shall,'*  in  line  7. 
— (j^r.  Hopwood.) 


Question  again  proposed^  **That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  BLU.'' 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  eaid,  that  he  did  uot  propoi^e 
to  proceed  with  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witbdrawn. 

On    Motion  of    Mr,    Hopwood,   the 

following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  :■ — 
Page  9,  line  6,  leave  out  *^  be  proves/* 
and  insert  "  it  appear.**  . 

Colonel  HUGHES  moved,  in  page  9, 
UneB  30  and  31,  leave  out  ^^  after  the  year 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty- 
five."  He  said,  this  Amendment  had 
reference  to  Societies  which  called  them- 
selves  Building  Societieg,  although  many 
of  tbem  were  banks.  He  referred 
especially  to  the  Birkbeck  Building 
Society^  which  was,  properly  speaking, 
a  bank.  Building  Societies  w^ere  pro- 
hibited from  calling  themselves  banks, 
and  he  thought  banks  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  call  themselves  Building 
Societies,  He  objected  to  the  retention 
of  this  date  in  the  clause,  inas^ 
much  as  the  effec:  would  be  to 
exempt  the  Birkl>eck  from  the  opera* 
tion     of     the      Bill,      The     Birkbeek 


Society  had  £460,000  lent  on  mort 
while      its      toUl     assets      were 
£6,000,000,  so  that  they   borrowed  1 
tiroes    as    much    iis     their     mortga 
Whilst  the  Government  were  impofi| 
I  restrictions  upon  Building  Societies 
I  the  object  of  preventing  them  borrow 
more  than  their   mortgages,   here  wa;* 
Building  Society  which  had  borrowedj 
times  as  much  as  its  mortgages.     It 
I  really  having  one  law  for   the  rich 
I  another  for  the  poor.       The  excepti' 
made  by  the  Bill  was  made  in  favou^ 
thi>    strong,  whilst   very   onerous  te 
,  were    put    upon    the   weak.       He    wai 
sorry  that  he   believed  his  Amendmenj 
was  not  to  be  accepted  by  the  Gove 
ment.      He  thought  the  Birkbeck  oud 
to  trade  under  its  proper  title. 

Amendment  proposed,  in   page  9, 
30,  to   leave    out  the   words    "  after 
year  one   thousand    eight   hundred 
fifty-five." — {Coionel  ilnghc3t.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  wo 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
Bill." 


edj 

1 

mm 

ouS 


*Tre  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  i 
WORKS   (Mr,  H.  Gladstone,  Lee 
W.)  said,  the  Government  bad  conside 
this  question    very   carefnlly.      He 
mitted  that  the  clause  as  it  stood  entail 
a    somewhat     anomalous    condition 
thtngf.     Certain  Building   Societies 
ried  on    business    in    land   and  bankii 
under  the  Act  of  1836,  which  would  f 
illegal  under  the  Act  of  1874.     If  tb^ 
Societies  were  brought  under  the  Act  j 
1874  and  the  Bill  they  were  now  ce 
sidering,  undoubtedly  they   would  be 
to  great  inconvenience   and   possibly 
posed  to  great  danger.     Having  regard 
to  thif!  and   to  recent  events  connecte 
with  the  Birkbeck  Society,  the   Goveij 
ment  bad  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
would  not  be  right  to    force  them  to 
come  Incorporated    Societies,  and    tfc 
had  therefore  inserted  this   provision 
the  Bill,  which  exempted  Societies  est 
blished    before     185o    from   the    acti) 
of    the    Bill     with     the     exception 
placing  them  under    Section  40   of 
Act  of  1874,      This   provision   was  tl 
serted   in  the   Bill  and  agreed  to  by  tfi 
Select  Committee  last  year,  and  variouff 
Societies  affected  had  constantly  accepts 
It  as  a  decision  not  to  be  disturbed.  Tl 
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^KA^tiientlfneut  of  the  lion.  M embers  there- 
^Htorei  could  DOt  be  accepted.  From  the 
^HBocletie^  e;^  tab  lb  bed  ^ubsequeut  to  1855 
^Uie  might  say  that  they  had  not  received 
^Hl  single  protest  as  to  thi.s  clause* 

"     Mr,  hartley  said,  it  was  a  great 

I       pity  that  In.^titiuioris  like  the  Birkboek 

did  not  take  the  opportunity,  wheu  it  was 

afforded  to  ihem,  of  making  them  selves 

iato    bank 9.       It  wa»  a  great  aDomaly 

that  any  lustitutioti  should    carry  on  a 

banking    bussinests    under   the    titlo  of  a 

r  Building   Society*      There  was  a  great 

Ideal  of  feeling  upon  this  subject,  and  ass 

they  were  anxious  not  to  lose  the  Bill 

by   opposition    which  might  have  been 

loifered    upon    this    point,  they    decided 

|rnot    to    go    into    it.       He    hoped    the 

Amendment  would  not  be  pressed,  because 

he   and    his    frieuds    wouhl    be    obliged 

I  (though  with  great  reluctance)  to  sup* 

Iport  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On    Motion   of   Mr,  H.  Gladstone, 

the  following  Amendments   were  agreed 

to:— 

^_     Page   9,  lines  32  ami  33,   leave  out 

^■**  submit  to  the    Secretary  of  State  an 

^^  Annual  Refjort,"  and  insert 

I  '<  Cause  to  be  made  an  a>>stract  and  report  of 

I^H  the  annual  accounts  and  statements  of  societies 

Hand;' 

^^     Page   9,  lines  34   and    35,   leave   out 
**  this  Report  shall   be  laid,"  and  insert 
L**  shall  lay  the  same  before  the  Secretary 
&f  State  and/' 

•Mr.    HOPVVOOD    said,    he   had   an 

J  Aroendmeut  dov^n  in  page   10,  Hue  9,  to 

■leave  out  **  five,'' and  insort  **8ix,"     He 

[understood    that  the   Government    were 

l^ppo^ed    to   the   Amendment,    but    that 

they  were  prepared  to  meet  the  views  of 

those  he    represented    under  Clause    2. 

rUoder  these  circumstances,  he  would  Dot 

'  press  his  Amendmeiit. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Hughes,  the 
I  following  Amendments  were  agreed 
I       to  : — 

1^^  Schedule  1,  p&ge  11,  line  4,  after 
^Kh  mortgage,'*  insert  *'  where  the  property 
^Ra  not  in  possession  of  the  society  and." 
^V  8cbe«lule  1,  page  11,  Fart  I.,  columo 
4,  after  **  leai<ehold,'*  insert  **and  teno 
unexpired  at  end  of  official  year." 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Whittakeh,  the 
following  Ameodment  was  agreed  to  : — 
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Schedule  1,  page  11,  line  16,  leave  out 
**  is,'' and  insert ''has  been  twelve  mouths." 

•Mr.  CKEMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
stou)  moved  an  Amendment  to  add  an 
additional  cohimn  to  Scliedule  1,  which 
should  set  out  the  nature  of  the  property 
upon  w^hicik  advances  had  been  made  by 
the  Society,  and  if  the  property  consisted 
of  houses  to  state  whether  they  were 
occupie*l,  and  if  they  were  unoccu- 
pied how  long  they  baxl  been  so.  He 
said  that  one  ease  which  had  come 
under  his  notice  would  satisfy  the  House 
as  to  the  necessity  for  some  such  Amend- 
ment as  this.  A  Building  Society  which 
"^ome  years  ago  had  an  eactensive  business 
in  London,  by  some  means  or  other,  un- 
fortunately for  the  investors,  advanced 
very  considerable  sums  of  money  upon 
house  property  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London,  a  great  deal  more  than  the  pro- 
perty was  really  w*orth.  Kor  a  series  of 
years  the  houses  were  unoccupied,  and 
they  fell  into  the  hands  of  the 
Society,  The  Directors  could  neither 
sell  or  let  the  houses,  yet  for  a  series 
of  years  the  members  of  the  Society  were 
practically  unacquainted  with  that  fact^ 
the  houses  having  been  returued  year  by 
year  in  the  assets  as  valuable  property, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
unreal isable  and  praeiieally  worthless. 
In  the  column  which  he  proposed  should 
be  inserted  in  the  Schedule,  be  wanted  to 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  such  disasters. 
Fortunately,  the  members  of  that  Society 
discovered  the  imposition  which  was  being 
practised  upon  them,  turned  out  the 
old  Directors,  and  saved  the  Society  from 
absolute  wreck.  It  was  wound  up,  and  all 
the  obligations  which  the  Society  had  in- 
curred were  paid  oif.  But  other  Societiet* 
had  from  the  same  causes  been  more  unfor- 
tunate, and  Imd  been  wound  up  without  the 
depositors  and  shareholders  getting  any- 
thing in  return  for  the  money  they  had 
invested.  If  this  column  were  inserted 
tt  would  be  practically  impossible  for  a 
Board  of  Directors  to  continue  the 
practices  to  which  he  had  referred. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  II,  in 
Part  IL,  of  Schedule  1,  after  column  4, 
to  insert  as  a  new  column,  the  words — 

**  Whether  occupied,  and  if  uooccupictl  how 
long  it  has  been  so.**— (^Ifr.  Cm  met,} 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


407  Building  Societies  {COMMONS} 


(No.  2)  BUI. 


408 


•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  quite 
agreed  that  the  object  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  in  view  was  a  desirable  one, 
and  he  would  be  glad  if  the  Government 
could  see  their  way  to  give  effect  to  it ; 
but  as  it  stood  thej  could  not  accept  it. 
He  thought  that  the  additional  columns 
would  overload  the  Schedule,  and  that  it 
would  be  found  not  to  work  well  in 
practice.  In  addition,  he  thought  that 
the  Amendment  as  it  stood  could  be  very 
easily  evaded.  He  would  undertake, 
however,  to  see  whether,  perhaps  by  the 
addition  of  a  foot-note  to  the  Schedule, 
they  could  in  any  way  meet  his  hon. 
Friend.  But  they  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  as  it  stood. 

♦Mb.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  press 
the  Amendment,  as  he  thought  it  would 
be  quite  inoperative.  He  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  this 
Schedule  was  to  set  forth  particulars  of 
each  property  upon  which  a  mortgage 
had  been  granted,  but  that  property 
might  include  a  number  of  houses — 
might  include,  in  many  cases,  20  houses. 
But  there  might  be  one  of  those  houses 
unoccupied,  and  it  would  be  quite  im- 
possible to  set  out  in  the  Schedule  one 
house  in  20.  There  was  another  diffi- 
culty. One  object  which  had  been  care- 
fully looked  to  and  guarded  was  that  of 
trying  to  avoid  identification.  It  was  not 
proposed  to  set  out  a  description  of  the 
property,  and  supposing  there  were  20 
houses  under  one  mortgage,  if  one  house 
should  be  unoccupied,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  be  impracticable  to  state 
that,  because  particulars  would  have  to 
be  given.  He  thought,  however,  the 
hon.  Member^s  object  would  be  gained  in 
that ;  he  would  get  in  the  Schedule 
what  was  the  income  from  the  property, 
and  that  was  the  real  point  which  was  of 
importance  to  the  members  of  the 
Society  generally.  They  would  get,  for 
the  first  time,  as  the  result  of  this 
Schedule,  what  was  the  gross  income, 
what  were  the  outgoings,  and  what  was 
the  net  income  from  the  property,  and 
that  was  the  information  which  he 
thought  it  was  desirabje  should  be 
obtained  in  the  interest  of  the  members 
of  the  Society.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 


Mr.  CBEMER  said,  that  though  he 
did  not  agree  with  the  views  expressed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Leeds,  if  the  promise  made  by  the 
First  Commissioner  was  given  efieci  to 
in  another  place,  he  would  be  quite 
willing,  if  a  foot-note  to  the  Schedule 
were  inserted,  as  had  been  indicated,  not 
to  press  the  Amendment.  He  gathered, 
although  he  indistinctly  heard  the  Furst 
Commissioner,  that  he  would  make  an 
effort  in  another  place  to  give  effect  to 
the  Amendment  by  inserting  such  a  foot- 
note ? 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  Tes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Hughes,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Schedule  1,  page  11,  Part  II.,  colnmD 
6,  after  '^  leasehold,"  add  '*  and  term  un- 
expired at  end  of  official  year.*' 

Schedule  1,  page  11,  Part  II.,  add 
additional  columns, — 

Column  12,  **Net  Income.'' 

Column  13,  '^Annual  percentage  of 
net  income  on  account  in  column  9. 

•Mr.   H.  GLADSTONE  moved— 
Schedule  1,  page  11,  at  endfof  Part  II.» 
add- 
Part  IIL 

Particulars  to  be  set  forth  in  the  case  of  a 
mortgage  where  these  repayments  are  npwaida 
of  twelve  months  in  arrear. 


Date  of  advance. 


tb    Original  valuation  of  property. 


Whether  subject  to  any  prior  mort- 
gage or  charge;  if  so,  what 
amount. 


Whether  freehold,  copyhold,  or 
leasehold. 


Amount  of  advance. 


Present  debt* 


Number  of  months  in  arrear. 


^  I  Amount  of  payments  in  arrear.         oe» 
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Mk.  WHITTAKER  (York,  W.R., 
Spen  Valley)  moved,  as  an  Ameadment 
to  the  proposed  AmendmeDt,  in  line  2, 
after  **  mortgage,*'  insert  "  not  included 
in  Part  I.  or  Part  II.  of  this  Schedule." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Colonel  HUGHES  moved,  in  line  3, 
at  end,  add  "  and  where  the  property  is 
BOt  in  possession  of  the  Society." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr,  storey  (Sunderland)  said,  he 
would  like  to  know  what  was  proposed 
to  be  done  with  regard  to  the  extension 
of  time  under  Clause  2  ? 
♦Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Go- 
vernment were  anxious  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  help  Societies  to  meet  the 
difficulties  that  they  would  find  them- 
selves in  under  the  new  situation,  for 
they  felt  that  the  terms  imposed  by 
Clause  2  were  very  stringent.  They 
were  ready  to  move  an  Amendment  in 
another  place  suspending  the  operation  of 
the  second  clause  for  a  year  from  the 
passing  of  the  Act. 

Amendment  (Mr,  ff,  Gladstone),  as 
amended,  agreed  to. 

•Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  moved,  in 
Schedule  2,  page  12,  column  3,  at  end, 
leave  out 

**  and  the  words  from  ^  if  any  Society  under 
this  Act  receives  loans  or  deposits,'  to  *so 
received  in  excess.* " 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  asked  if,  by 
the  consent  of  the  House,  he  might  take 
the  Third  Reading  now  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  The  Question  is, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
tune.*' 

•Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he 
should  like,  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  express  his  acknowledgments 
to  the  Members  in  various  parts  of 
the  House  who  had  assisted  in  the 
passing  of  the  Bill ;  in  particular  he 
had  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Leeds  for  the  valuable  assist- 
ance he  had  given  in  perfecting  the 
measure.  Several  clauses  had  been  taken 
from  the  Bill  which  he  (the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Leeds)  introduced  last 
jear,  and  the  Government  were  under 
greAt  obligations  to  him. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

[EXPENSES]. 

Resolution  reported — 

"That it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  paj- 
ment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
liament, of  all  expenses  incuired  by  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  for  Scotland  in  the  execu- 
tion of  their  duties,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of 
the  present  Session,  to  establish  a  Local  Goyem- 
ment  Board  for  Scotland,  and  make  further 
provision  for  Local  Government  in  Scotland.** 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  S37.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  consideration,  as  amended, 
read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  re-committed  in  respect  of  an 
Amendment  to  Clauses  6  and  19  re- 
spectively ;  considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported. 

Bill,  as  amended  bj  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee and  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  considered. 

«Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  the  first 
three  new  clauses  on  the  Paper  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  C.  Pearson)  were  out  of 
Order — namely  : — 

(Complaint  to  Sheriff  on  question  of  charge- 
ability.) 
"  Where  relief  has  been  or  shall  be  granted 
to  any  person  otherwise  than  upon  an  order  or 
judgment  of  the  Sheriff  pronounced  under  Sec- 
tion 73  of  the  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Act,  1845, 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  any  two  Parish  Councillora 
or  for  any  five  ratepayers  of  the  parish  to  lodge  a 
written  complaint  with  the  Sheriff  of  the  county 
in  which  the  parish  from  which  such  person 
has  claimed  relief,  or  any  portion  of  such  parish, 
is  situated,  complaining  that  such  person  is  not 
legally  entitled  to  relief,  and  setting  forth  the 
ground  of  such  complaint,  and  the  said  Sheriff 
shall  forthwith,  if  he  be  of  opinion  that  such 
person  is,  upon  the  facts  stated,  not  legally  en- 
titled to  relief,  order  intimation  of  such  appli- 
cation to  be  made  to  such  person,  and  also  to 
the  clerk  of  the  Parish  Council,  requiring  them, 
within  a  given  time  to  be  specified  in  the  order, 
to  g^ve  in  a  statement  in  writing  showing  the 
reasons  why  the  relief  was  granted,  and  the 
Sheriff,  after  such  procedure  as  he  shall  deem 
necessary,  shall  make  an  order  finding  such 
person  to  be  legally  entitletl  or  not  entitled  to 
relief,  and  such  order  shall  be  final  and  binding 
on  the  Parish  Council :  Provided  that  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  enable 
the  said  Sheriff  to  determine  on  the  adequacy 
of  the  relief  or  to  interfere  in  respect  of  the 
amount  of  reliei  to  be  given  in  any  individual 
case." 
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(Complaint  to  Board  on  question  of  undue 
relief.) 
•*  Where  relief  has  been  or  shall  be  granted 
to  any  i)er8on,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  any  two 
Parish  Councillors  or  for  any  five  ratepayers  of 
the  parish  to  lodge  a  written  complaint  with 
the  Boanl.  complaining  that  the  relief  granted 
is  excessive  in  amount,  or  is  of  a  kind  that 
should  not  have  been  granted,  and  setting  forth 
the  grounds  of  such  complaint ;  and  the  Board 
shallf  after  such  intimation  as  shall  be  deemed 
proper,  investigate  the  grounds  of  the  com- 
plaint ;  and  if  upon  inquiry  it  shall  appear  to 
the  Board  that  such  complaint  is  well  founded 
in  whole  or  in  part,  the  Board  may  order  the 
Parish  Council  to  reduce  the  amount  or  to  vary 
the  kind  of  relief  granted  as  may  be  specified  in 
the  order,  and  the  Parish  Council  shall  make 
such  reduction  or  variation  accordingly  :  Pro- 
vided that  where  any  such  complaint  has  been 
made  and  disposed  of,  no  subsequent  complaint 
touching  the  same  poor  person  shall  be  com- 
petent unless  either  (1)  such  poor  person  has  in 
the  meantime  ceasetl  to  be  in  receipt  of  relief, 
or  (2)  such  a  material  change  of  circumstances 
is  averred  as  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  war- 
rants a  futher  investigation." 

(Powers  of  Board  as  to  assuming  Poor  Law 
administration  in  a  Parish.) 

*' When  and  so  often  as  (1)  the  total  assess- 
ment for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  any  parish 
imposed  upon  owners  and  occupiers  taken  to- 
gether, continues  for  more  than  one  year  to 
exceed  the  rate  of  5s.  in  the  £1 ;  or  (2)  the 
Board,  on  the  representation  of  a  ratepayer  or 
ratepayers  who  have  paid  not  less  than  one-tenth 
of  the  whole  poor  rate  collected  within  the 
parish  during  the  preceding  local  financial  year 
shall,  after  due  inquiry,  find  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law  in  a  parish  is  unduly 
lax,  or  has  resulted  in  extravagance  or  excessive 
relief,  or  is  in  any  other  respect  not  being  con- 
ducted according  to  the  intention  of  the  several 
Acts  for  the  time  being  in  force  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Boanl,  by 
order,  to  withdraw  from  the  Parish  Council  of 
such  parish  the  administration  of  the  IVor  Law 
therein,  and  the  whole  powers  and  duties  of  the 
Parish  Council,  or  any  committee  thereof, 
touching  the  relief  of  the  i)oor ;  and  the  same 
shall  thereupon  be  vested  in  and  exercised  and 
discharged  by  such  and  so  many  paid  officers  as 
the  Boanl  may  think  fit  to  appoint  to  carry  the 
same  into  execution  :  and  the  Boanl  may  from 
time  to  time  recall  such  appointments,  and 
define  and  direct  the  execution  of  the  duties  of 
such  officers,  and  the  amount  and  nature  of  the 
security,  if  any,  to  be  given  by  them  or  any  of 
them,  and  fix  and  regulate  the  amount  of 
salaries  payable  to  such  officers  respectively, 
and  the  time  and  mode  of  payment  thereof; 
and  such  salaries  shall  be  chargeable  on  and 
payable  out  of  the  iK)or  rate  of  such  parish ; 
providetl  that  unless  the  Boanl  shall  sooner  re- 
voke the  appointment  of  such  paid  officers, 
they  shall  hoUl  their  offices  for  the  term  of  one 
year  from  the  date  of  their  appointment,  and 
thenceforth  till  the  time  of  the  next  election  of 
a  Parish  Council  for  the  said  parish,  and  no 
longer." 


*Mr.  Speaker,  Id  giving  his  ruliog, 
said  the  first  Amendmeat  was  soarcely  in 
Order,  as  the  question  of  Poor  Law  relief 
was  subject  to  a  distinct  Statute,  and  he 
thought  that,  under  a  Bill  for  the  consti- 
tution of  a  Ix)cal  Government  Board  in 
Scotland,  it  was  not  competent — certainly 
not  without  an  Instruction,  and  he 
doubted  if  it  would  be  even  with 
an  Instruction — to  amend  the  general 
Poor  Law  of  the  land.  Also,  the  first 
of  the  two  Amendments  in  the  name 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemau 
dealing  with  the  Law  of  Settlement 
should  be  treated  as  a  distinct  measure  of 
settlement. 

•Sir  C.  J.  PEARSON  then  moved  the 
following  New  Clause  : — 

(Saving  ecclesiastical  arrangements.) 

*<  Nothing  in  this  Act,  nor  anything  done  in 
pursuance  of  tliis  Act,  shall  alter  any  right  to 
or  affecting  teinds  or  any  ecclesiastical  arrange- 
ments or  juriwlictions.'* 

This  clause,  he  said,  was  taken  al- 
most word  for  word  from  the  Loca 
Government  Act  of  1889,  and  was  to 
act  as  a  saving  clause  in  regard  to  the 
elaborate  provisions  with  respect  to 
boundaries.  He  had  placed  it  on  the 
Paper  in  consequence  of  some  Amend- 
ments put  down  by  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  on  Clause  47. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.'* 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  the 
Government  were  quite  prepared  to 
admit  the  importance  of  the  view  put 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemau,  but  he  was  advised  that  the 
Government  would  fulfil  the  object 
aimed  at  in  the  Amendment  by .  an 
Amendment  further  on  in  the  Paper. 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he 
thought  the  discussion  of  this  question 
might  very  well  be  deferred  until  they 
reached  Clause  47. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  CAMERON  CORBETT  (Glas- 
gow, Tradeston)  moved  the  following 
new  clause  : — 

(Application  of  Act  to  certain  parishes.) 
**  This  Act  shall  apply  to  the  .parishes  speci- 
fied in  the  Fifth  Schedule  annexed  to  this  Act, 
subject  to   the  modifications  and  alterations 
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following. (that  is  to  8ay)--(l)  In  the  year 
1898,  and  in  every  third  year  thereafter,  simul- 
taneoasly  with  the  preparation  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Regfistrar  in  a  burgh  within  which  any 
such  parish  is  wholly  or  partly  situated,  the 
assessor  charged  with  the  preparation  thereof 
shall  prepare,  and  shall  arrange  in  the  i)ari8h 
wards  fixed  by  or  uuder  the  p^o^  isions  of  this 
Act,  a  separate  list  of  the  persons  qualified  to  be 
parish  electors  within  a  burghal  parish  or 
within  the  burghal  part  of  a  parish ;  and  the 
whole  enactments  of  this  or  any  other  Act 
relative  to  the  registration  of  burgh  electors  or 
parish  electors,  including  the  provisions  re- 
lating to  ofiicers  and  dates,  and  to  numbering 
and  placing  distinctive  marks  on  the  Register 
or  list,  shall  with  the  necessary  alterations  of 
notices  and  other  forms  and  other  necessary 
variations,  extend  and  apply  to  the  preparation 
of  the  said  h'st ;  and  it  shall  be  lawful  to  object 
to  the  insertion  or  omission  of  the  name  of  any 
person  in  the  part  of  said  list  applicable  to  a 
parish  ward  as  nearly  as  may  be  in  the  same 
manner,  and  subject  to  the  same  provi- 
sions as  to  appeal  and  otherwise,  as  in  the 
case  of  any  entry  in  or  omission  from 
any  Manicipal  Register  or  list.  (2)  The  nomi- 
nation of  Parish  Councillors  in  such  parishes 
shall  take  place  on  the  second  Tuesday,  and  the 
election  of  such  Councillors  on  the  third  Tues- 
day of  November  in  the  year  1898.  and  in 
every  third  year  thereafter.  (3)  The  expendi- 
ture incurred  in  the  preparation  of  the  said 
separate  list  of  parish  electors,  in  so  far  as  re- 
lating to  any  such  parish,  and  the  exi)enditure 
incurred  in  the  election  of  Parish  Councillors 
for  such  parish,  shall  be  a  charge  upon  the  poor 
rate  levied  therein.'* 

The  hoD.  Member,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said  that  as  they  were 
thoroughly  satisfied  with  the  provisioD 
for  the  first  election  they  might  wait  for 
further  legislation,  as  the  second  election 
could  not  take  place  for  three  years.  But 
if  the  provision  was  a  good  one,  they  had 
better  get  it  in  now  than  depend  upon  the 
uncertainty  of  the  future.  This  proposal, 
he  would  point  out,  only  affected  Glas- 
gow. There  was  no  other  interest  that 
could  possibly  be  touched. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  be  re- 
cognised  to  the  full  tiie  difficulties  which 
Glasgow  had  put  forward  frequently  and 
with  very  great  ability  in  different 
shapes.  The  two  points  mentioned  by 
his  hon.  Friend  were,  first,  that  it  was 
important  to  Glasgow  to  have  a  separate 
list  for  municipal   purposes  and   Parish 


Council  purposes  ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  a  separate  election  for  municipal 
and  for  Parish  Council  purposes.  Both 
those  wiere  got  by  the  provisional  clause 
as  it  stood  at  the  end  of  the  Bill.  But 
that  was  not  all.  He  was  most  anxious^ 
if  possible,  not  to  have  any  exceptional 
legislation  in  this  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  St.  Rollox,  in  a  carefully 
drawn  Amendment,  brought  the  question 
forward  in  Committee,  and  was  willing 
to  introduce  into  the  clause  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  it  should  only  be 
for  the  space  of  three  years.  As  the  Bill 
stood  there  was  a  provisional  clause,  and 
during  a  period  of  three  and  a-half  years 
no  alteration  would  be  required.  He 
did  not  wish  to  go  deeper  into  the  case 
now,  but  he  believed  that  if  such  a 
change  were  required  it  would  be  re- 
quired not  only  for  Glasgow,  but  for 
other  parts  of  the  country  likewise. 
Therefore,  he  thought  they  had  better 
wait  until-  then.  He  therefore  thought 
the  House  would  do  well  to  affirm  the 
decision  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  said,  he  was  sorry  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  accept  this 
course,  which  had  been  so  strongly 
desired  by  responsible  persons  in  Glas- 
gow. His  right  hon.  Friend  said  he  did 
not  like  exceptional  legislation,  but  when 
there  was  diversity  of  circumstances  they 
must  have  diversity  of  legislation.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  scheme  of  the 
Bill  fitted  perfectly  well  the  great 
majority  of  the  parishes  ;  but  when  the 
representatives  of  the  greatest  city  of 
Scotland  oame  to  them  and  said  that  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  carry  forward 
the  elections  by  the  scheme  of  the  Bill, 
he  thought  that  a  very  serious  represen- 
tation indeed.  Those  authorities  said 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  arrangement 
for  the  first  election,  but  it  was  not  credit- 
able statesmanship  to  pass  a  scheme 
applicable  for  the  first  election,  but 
avowedly  and  admittedly,  on  the 
authority  of  the  Minister  iu  charge  of 
the  Bill,  impossible  to  work  in  Glasgow 
in  the  future.  A  very  satisfactory  scheme 
had  been  embodied  in  the  Amendments 
put  forward  by  the  Member  for  St, 
Rollox  (Sir  J.  Carmichael),  and  he  would 
regret  very  much  if  the  House  did  not 
accept  the  proposal. 
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Sir  J.  CARMICHAEL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox)  thought  there  had  been  a  little 
misanderstanding  in  regard  to  what  had 
been  proposed  by  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land in  respect  of  the  clause  which  he 
(Sir  J.  Carmichael)  took  charge  of  in 
Committee.  There  were  two  Amend- 
ments moved  to  that  clause  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.  The  first  was  accepted 
by  the  authorities  in  Glasgow,  and  was 
embodied  in  the  clause ;  but  the  second 
Amendment,  making  it  a  purely  tem- 
porary provision,  remained  in  the  name  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  was  never 
accepted  by  himself  (Sir  J.  Carmichael) 
or  the  authorities  in  Glasgow.  They 
were,  of  course,  very  glad  that  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  had  met  them  as  far  as 
he  had  done,  and  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  all  he  could  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  Glasgow  authori- 
ties ;  but  the  practical  difficulties  appeared 
to  be  almost  insurmountable  after  the  first 
elections  were  over.  However,  he  under- 
stood from  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  he 
looked  forward,  between  now  and  the 
year  1898,  to  opportunities  for  re- 
arranging that  machinery ;  and  therefore, 
as  it  would  be  a  very  formidable  t»sk  to 
re-arrange  it  now  and  to  insert  fresh 
Schedules  and  exceptional  legislation,  and 
as  the  Schedule  would  have  to  include 
other  towns  and  places  which  had  not 
yet  been  consulted,  he  thought  they 
might  do  wisely  to  be  content  with  the 
assurance  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
that  this  should  not  be  considered  a 
settled  matter,  but  would  be  reconsidered 
before  1898. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  said,  that  what  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  had  said,  although  conciliatory 
in  tone,  was  extraordinary  in  substance. 
He  agreed  in  the  objects  and  saw  no 
objection  to  the  clause  itself,  beyond  the 
fact  that  it  was  a  clause  which  applied 
to  one  part  of  the  country  and  not  to 
other  parts  of  the  country  which  did  not 
happen  to  require  it.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that,  although  he  acknow- 
ledged the  danger  that  this  clause  was 
intended  to  deal  with,  nevertheless  there 
would  be  ample  opportunity  in  the  next 
three  years  to  do  anything  that  might 
require  to  be  done.  That  argument 
seemed  rather  an  unfortunate  one.  They 
might  depend  upon  it  that  there  would  be 
other   defects   found  in  this  Bill  which 


were  not  now  foreseen,  and  which  Parlia- 
ment might  have  hereafter  to  deal  with. 
But  when  a  defect  was  actually  seen,  and 
nobody  had  any  objection  to  the  remedy 
proposed,  it  was  in  accordance  with 
ordinary  business  and  practice  that  they 
should  take  this  opportunity  of  amending 
the  Bill,  and  not  throw  the  burden  on 
their  successors,  who  might  have  some- 
thing else  to  do  than  to  rehandle  this 
question.  However,  if  the  Government 
wished  to  persist  in  that  view  of  bring- 
ing in  supplementary  Bills  next  Session, 
they  could  not  prevent  them  taking  that 
course.  If  his  hon.  Friend  desired  to  take 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  he  would 
assuredly  divide  with  him  in  the  Lobby, 
for  it  appeared  to  him  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  made  out  a  good  case— one 
which  no  one  had  attempted  to  answer — 
and  the  House  ought  not  to  go  through 
the  comedy  of  passing  a  Bill  the  defects 
of  which  they  already  saw  without 
amending  it. 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B, 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  surely 
have  uttered  his  last  sentences  under 
some  strange  mistake.  The  Government 
did  not  admit  that  there  was  any  error  re- 
quiring correction. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Oh,  surely 
yes. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  No;  cer- 
tainly not.  There  was  a  general  rule 
provided  in  this  Bill  for  the  method  of 
election.  That  was  satisfactory  for  the 
first  election  in  Glasgow.  But  there 
were  two  points  which,  as  he  understood, 
were  proposed  to  be  raised  under  the  new 
clause  which  had  been  moved.  One 
arose  from  the  supposed  difficulty  of 
making  conterminous  the  parish  wards 
and  the  municipal  wards,  and  the  other 
the  difficulty  of  polling  the  two  sets 
of  electors  on  the  same  day.  These 
were  two  separate  and  distinct  things. 
As  regarded  the  first,  there  was  ample 
provision  in  the  Bill  for  making  the 
wards  conterminous  in  Glasgow  as  well  as 
in  other  places.  The  Government  thought 
that  before  this  difficulty  could  arise, 
the  clauses  that  came  under  notice 
later,  if  properly  worked,  would  solve 
difficulty  number  one  ;  and  as  to  difficulty 
number  two,  that  was  applicable  to  the 
whole  country.     In  Edinburgh  they  were 
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give  the  power  to  the  new  Board  to  repeal 
the  enactments  of  the  two  separate 
Statutes  of  1845  and  1862. 

•Mk.  speaker  :  If  I  may  interrupt, 
is  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
not  referring  to  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  No  ;  I  was 

taking  the  limited  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Let  me  read 
the  words  again — 

"And  all  powerR  now  vested  in  SheriflFs 
relating  to  the  deportation  or  remoyal  of  desti- 
tute poor  from  Scotland. " 

It  simply  vests  the  existing  powers  in  a 
different  body. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  The  Amend- 
ment proposed  to  transfer  from  judicial 
officers  to  the  Board  the  administration 
of  a  department  of  the  Poor  Law.  Under 
the  Act  of  1845  and  the  Act  of  1862,  of 
course,  iwhat  lies  at  the  foundation  of 
deportation  is  the  law  by  which,  if  a 
person  has  never  acquired  a  settlement  in 
Scotland,  or  has  lost  that  settlement,  he 
is  sent  to  the  country  where  he  has  a 
settlement. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  On  the  ques- 
tion of  Order 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  That  is  not  on  the 
question  of  Order. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  quite 
content  to  leave  it  to  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  quite  understand 
that  if  any  alteration  of  the  Law  of 
Settlement  is  implied  in  this  transfer 
from  the  Sheriff  to  this  new  Board  it 
would  then  be  out  of  Order,  but  a  mere 
transfer  of  existing  powers  without  any 
power  to  alter  the  Law  of  Settlement 
would,  I  think,  be  perfectly  consistent 
with  order.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
think  the  hon.  and  learneil  Gentleman 
may  proceed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  IIEALY  was  extremely 
obliged  to  the  Speaker  for  the  ruling  he 
had  given.  What  he  now  proposed  was, 
he  admitted,  less  satisfactory  than  the 
Amendment  in  its  original  form.  The 
new  Local  Government  Boanl  would  be 
presided  over  by  a  responsible  Minister, 
and  therefore  it  might  he  assumed  that  it 
would  not  allow  tiie  transfer  to  Ireland 
of  paupers  who  had  been  in  Scotland 
30,  40,  or  50  years,  and  who  had  given 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 


all  the  labom-  of  their  lives  to  tha 
country,  and  that  it  would  not  exercis 
its  powers  in  the  same  harsh  way  a 
Sheriffs  had  exercised  them.  As  th 
Lord  Advocate  had  said,  Sheriffs  ha 
supposed  that  they  were  exercising 
purely  judicial  discretion.  He  hoped  i 
his  Amendment  were  adopted  that  tb 
LocalGovemment  Board  would  temper  th 
very  stringent  judicial  views  the  Sherifl 
had  taken,  and  would  act  with  lenity  and  i 
something  of  the  spirit  of  the  timet 
Nobody  knew  better  than  the  Secretar 
for  Scotland  the  hardships  of  the  exisi 
ing  situation.  At  that  very  moment  th 
Irish  Office  had  a  Bill  to  abolish  th 
existing  system  of  deportation,  an< 
nothing  but  the  great  stress  upon  tb 
time  of  the  House  had  prevented  its  in 
troduction.  He  was  somewhat  surprise 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Man 
Chester  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  no  doub 
simply  actuated  by  a  desire  for  Ordei 
should  yet  seek  to  trip  him  up  on  a  poin 
of  Order. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Oh,  no.  Al 
I  desired  was  that  both  the  hon.  an( 
learned  Gentleman^s  Amendment  and  ou 
Amendment  should  be  treated  alike,  an< 
that  what  was  done  in  the  one  oas 
should  be  done  in  the  other. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  was  sorry  if  h 
had  misinterpreted  the  right  hon.  Gentk 
man.  He  understood  that  the  right  hoi 
Gentleman  when  in  Office  always  desire 
that  the  very  great  harshness  of  thes 
Rules  should  be  tempered  in  some  waj 
As  regards  Ireland,  they  had  never  sue 
ceeded  in  getting  from  Parliament  a  singl 
concession  in  the  way  of  local  govern 
meut,  and  could  it  be  considered  surprisinj 
that  Irish  Members  should  seize  the  onl; 
opportunity  at  their  disposal  to  endeavou 
to  secure  some  amelioration  of  the  law 
affecting  their  country  ?  He  trusted  tha 
the  (Government  would,  at  any  rate 
accept  the  Akiondmcnt  in  principle,  an< 
allow  it  to  be  placed  on  the  Statu t 
Book.  He  would,  therefore,  move  tha 
among  the  powers  devolving  upon  th 
new  Local  Government  Boaixl  in  Scotlani 
should  be 

'•  all  powers  now  vested  in  Sheriffs  relating  t 
the  de]X)rtation  or  removal  of  destitatc  poo 
from  Scotland." 

Amendment  proposed  to  be  made  to  th 
Bill,  in  page  1,  line  19,  after  the  wop 
**Act,"  to  insert  the  words 
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"And  all  powers  now  vetted  in  Sheriffs 
relating  to  the  deportation  or  removal  of  desti- 
tute poor  from  Scotland."— (3/r.  T.  M.  Utaly.') 

QaestioQ  proposed,  ^^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/* 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAX  said,  he  must 
at  oDce  notice,  as  showing  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man this  Amendment  opened  up  a  large 
question,  his  statement  that  a  Bill  was 
in  preparation  bj  the  Irish  Office  for 
doing  away  with  the  transportation  or 
deportation  of  Irish  paupers  from  Scot- 
land to  Ireland,  and  that  the  only  reason 
why  that  Bill,  with  the  large  scope  which 
he  had  attributed  to  it,  was  not  introduced 
this  Session  was  the  question  of  time. 
That  certainly  could  not  be  said  to  be 
the  case.  This  was  a  question  which 
concerned  not  Ireland  alone,  but  Scotland 
greatly,  and  most  certainly  a  Bill  of  the 
sweeping  terms  described  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be,  and  could  not 
have  been,  introduced  without  the  very 
fullest  notice  to  Scotland  beforehand, 
and  without  the  Boards  and  the  com- 
mnnities  concerned  having  full  time  to 
discuss  it,  and,  if  necessary,  to  make 
recommendations  and  remonstrances 
about  it.  That  the  present  system  was 
open  to  amendment  nobody  felt  more 
than  the  Board  of  Supervision  itself  ;  but 
that  the  present  obligation  of  Scotland  to 
support  persons  who  were  not  born  in 
that  countiiy  should  be  altered  from  the 
basis  on  which  it  stood  at  present  was  a 
matter  which  would  touch  Scotland  quite 
as  closely,  he  believed,  as  any  matter 
which  could  well  be  brought  before  Par- 
liament, and  it  would  have  to  be  done 
with  very  great  care  and  in  a  manner  to 
satisfy  the  sense  of  justice  in  Scotland  as 
well  as  to  remove  the  grievance  in  Ire- 
land. He  owned  he  did  not  see  that  the 
Amendment  would  very  seriously  alter 
the  situation.  He  did  not  very  well  see 
Low  the  fact  of  the  Board  deciding  the 
mere  detail  whether  a  particular  person 
ought  under  the  law  to  be  supported  in 
Scotland  or  deported  froifl  Scotland 
would  alter  the  principle  on  which  the 
law  was  carried  out.  Though  he  would 
not  raise  any  question  of  Order,  he  felt 
that  if  they  admitted  this  Amendment 
they  would  be  having  Amendments  from 
other  quarters  with  regard  to  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Poor  Law  of  a  nature 


which  they  would  be  compelled  to  refuse. 
He  regarded   this  Amendment  as  little 
more  than  an  abstract  Resolution  to  the 
effect  that  the  relations  between  Ireland 
and  Scotland  with  regard  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  poor  ought  to  be  ailtered, 
;  and  he  was  willing  to  admit  that  they 
j  should  be  reconsidered,  but  he  was  not 
;  willing  to  introduce  this  Amendment  into 
!  the  Bill,  because  he  did  not  think  that 
i  it  would  be  of  any  service  there,  and  he 
I  must  own  it  would  be  rather  inconsist- 
I  ent  with  his  idea  of  the  manner  in  which 
;  this  Bill,  which  had  been  so  thoroughly 
considered  in  Committee,  should  be  treated 
by  the  Gx)vernment  when  it  came  out  of 
Committee. 

I      Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  42  ;  Noes 
I  177.— (Division  List,  No.  214.) 

!    •Captain  HOPE  (Linlithgow)  had  the 
:  following  Amendment  on  the  Paper  : — 
Page  2,  line  2,  leave  out  from  the  first  "  Scot- 
land "  to  end  of  Sub-section,  and  insert  "  and 
'  Commissioners,  in  number  not  fewer  than  three 
nor  more  than  five,  of  whom  one  shall  be  ap- 
pointed vice  president  and  chairman  of  the 
Board  in  the  absence  of  the  president." 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  not  sure  whe- 
ther or  not  this  Amendment  increases 
the  charge.  But  as  I  understand  it,  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  would  he  to  add 
to  the  paid  element.  If  that  is  so  it  is 
fatal  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  moved,  on 
behalf  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dumfries-shire,  the  omission  of  "  three  " 
and  the  insertion  of  "  five  "  in  page  2, 
line  3.  The  proposal  of  the  Amendment 
was,  he  said,  to  add  two  to  the  Board 
who  might  be  unpaid,  but  who  would  be 
well  acquainted  with  local  government 
in  its  various  forms.  The  definition  of 
the  sort  of  men  was  contained  in  another 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
his  hon.  Friend — namely,  that  they  should 
be  persons  versed  in  the  administration 
of  local  government  in  Town  Councils, 
County  Councils,  Parochial  Boards,  or 
Parish  Councils.  Ho  thought  it  would 
be  a  great  loss  if  such  men  were  not 
added. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  clear  whe- 
ther the  Amendment  proposes  to  add 
paid  members.  I  gather  from  the  hon. 
Member's  speech  that  the  members  to  be 
added  are  not  paid  members.     If  they 
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»re  to  be  paid,  the  AmendmeDt  would  be 
out  of  Order.  But  as  the  Amendment 
stands  there  is  nothing  to  show  whether 
these  members  are  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he  could 
not  make  it  clear  by  a  numeral  whether 
the  members  would  be  paid  or  unpaid. 
He  thought  he  might  say,  however,  that 
an  Amendment  which  would  follow  would 
propose  to  add  two  meml)er8  who  might 
be  unpaid. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  it  is  impos- 
sible to  accept  the  Amendment  with  the 
intention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  unex- 
pressed. The  hon.  Gentleman  may  like 
to  say  "  three  paid  and  two  unpaid." 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  that  if 
necessary  he  would  say  "three  paid." 
But  the  point  could  be  put  right  by  an 
Amendment  on  Sub-section  2,  pointing 
out  that  only  certain  of  the  appointed 
members  should  be  paid,  and  by  words 
providing  that  the  additional  two  who 
were  members  should  be  unpaid. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
8,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  three,"  and 
insert  the  word  "five." — {Mr.  Parker 
Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  maxwell  said,  he  thanked  his 
hon.  Friend  for  bringing  forward  this 
Amendment.  His  object  was  to  add  non- 
official  members  to  the  members  of  the 
Board  as  they  stood  at  present.  The 
subject  was  discussed  at  considerable 
length  in  the  Committee  upstairs,  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  for  long  in  referring  to  it.  The 
question,  however,  was  one  of  consi- 
derable importance.  The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  more  than  once  referred  to  the 
Irish  Local  Government  Board.  One 
heard  a  reference  of  that  kind  to  Dublin 
Castle  with  some  suspicion,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  circumstances  of  Scot- 
land were  exactly  analogous,  seeing  that 
they  had  in  Scotland  a  system  of  local 
government  which  did  not  exist  in  Ireland. 
They  had  heard  references  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  England.  There 
was  a  very  marked  difference  between  the 
circumstances  of  Scotland  and  England  ; 
because,  in  the  case  of  Scotland,  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  was  unable  to  be 
present  for  the  greater  part  of  the  year  to 
Mr.  Speaker 


take  a  constant  part  in  the  matters  whicl 
were  brought  before  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  As  the  matter  stood,  th< 
Board  as  constituted  really  divided  itseU 
into  two  parts— one  part  of  which  wouk 
be  constantly  in  Edinburgh,  and  anothei 
portion  of  which  would  be  for  the  great 
part  of  the  year  located  in  London.  What 
he  desired  was  that  there  should  be  addec 
to  the  three  officials  who  were  constantlj 
at  work  in  the  affairs  of  the  Board  tw( 
members  of  a  representative  character 
He  did  not  mean  that  they  should 
undergo  any  form  of  election  by  anybody 
in  Scotland,  but  he  meant  that  just  ac 
the  advocate  represented  the  legal 
element,  and  the  medical  officer  repre- 
senteil  the  medical  element,  so  this  othei 
element  should  represent  the  Local 
Authorities.  That  was,  they  would  be 
chosen  from  men  who  had  spent  a  great 
part  of  their  time  in  conducting  Pool 
Law  administration,  or  taking  part  ii 
county  or  burgh  affairs.  He  thought  that 
in  that  way  they  would  get  a  Board 
which  would  command  greater  confidence 
and  to  which  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  be  able  to  look  for  better  advie< 
than  from  a  Board  constituted  entirely  oi 
salaried  officials.  In  the  Board  of  Super 
vision,  the  Lunacy  Board,  and  th< 
Fishery  Board,  there  was  an  element  o 
this  kind.  These  Boards  were  not  solely 
composed  of  official  and  salaried  mem 
hers,  and  he  thought  it  was  highly  desir 
able  that  there  should  be  such  an  element 
on  the  new  Local  Grovernment  Board 
He  did  not  think  that  by  introducing  tw< 
members  of  the  description  he  proposes 
they  would  in  any  way  interfere  with  th( 
responsibility  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot 
land  to  Parliament  for  the  managemen 
of  local  affairs,  because  an  Amendmen 
was  introduced  into  the  Bill  which  mad< 
it  quite  clear  that  the  new  Local  Boan 
was  to  conform  to  any  Orders  issued  b; 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  The  nomi 
nated  meml>er8  of  that  Board  would  knov 
that  they  were  there  as  the  advisers  t 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  he  be 
lieved  it  would  strengthen  the  right  hon 
Gentleman's  hands  in  carrying  on  th 
affairs  of  the  Board  when  he  knew  h 
had  men  of  practical  experience  to  consul 
and  appeal  to  in  matters  of  difficulty. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  wa 

glad  to  learn  that  the  hon.  Member  wa 

;  not  going  to  oppose   a   medical  office 
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T)eing  on  the  Board.      He  hoped  hon. 
Members  who  originally  voted  against 
the  medical  officer  would  not  be  offended 
^hen  he  said  that  if  this  was  not  the 
most  widely  popular  proposal  in  the  Bill, 
it    was  the  most  intensely  popular  in 
certain  circles,  and  had  given  very  great 
satisfaction  to  the  medical  profession  not 
only  in  Scotland,  but  all  over  the  country. 
He  was  afraid  he  must,  for  reasons  he 
had  given  in  the  House  on  the  Second 
Heading,  oppose  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend.      The  main  object  of  the 
first  part  of  the  Bill  was  to  alter  the  ad- 
ministrative relations  of  the  Board  of 
Supervision    to     Parliament     and     the 
Ministry.     What  the  Bill  intended  to  do 
was  to  create  a  Board  which  should  be 
responsible   to   Parliament,    and   which 
should  be  composed  of  men  who  were 
bound  to  give  either  the  whole  of  their 
time  as  in  the  case  of  two  of  the  members, 
or  all  the  time  that  was  wanted,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Sheriff,  to  public  duties.  His 
hon.  Friend  said  that  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  would  have  useful  advisers  in 
these  two  unpaid  gentlemen  from  outside. 
But  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  wanted 
to  have  advisers  who  should  also  be  ad- 
ministrators, and  his  experience  was  that 
they  could  not  have  able  continuous  ad- 
ministrators  unless  they  were  salaried, 
and  unless  they  were  bound  to  give  their 
whole  time.     His   experience   was   that 
unpaid   members  attended    occasionally 
and  fitfully,  and  they  did  not  follow  out 
the  proceedings  of  the  Department  in  the 
manner  that  was  done  by  those  who  were 
bound  to  give  their  whole  time;     They 
had  had  enough  of  this  system  on  the 
Board  of  Supervision,  and  he   believed 
the  people  of  Scotland  really  wished  to 
see  it  altered.     He  therefore  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

•Captain  HOPE  (Linlithgow)  said,  he 
was  quite  unable  to  follow  the  difficulty 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  accept- 
ing the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite.  If  he  could  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  moving  an  Amendment  of 
his  own,  it  would  have  been  to  very  con- 
siderably alter  the  constitution  of  the 
Board  by  making  it  a  strong  and  an  in- 
fluential Board,  such  as  would  command 
the  respect  of  the  Local  Bodies  in  Scot- 
land to  a  greater  extent  than  the  Board 
of  Supervision  did  at  present.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  omissions  from  the  existing 
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Board  that  were  now  proposed  in  the 
Bill  were  all  in  the  direction  of  weaken- 
ing the  Board,  and  making  it  a  less  useful 
Board  than  it  would  have  been  even  if 
left  as  it  was.  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land expressed  great  pleasure  at  the 
delight  he  had  given  to  the  medical  pro- 
fession by  placing  a  medical  officer  on  the 
Board.  He  had  no  objection  to  a  medical 
man  being  put  on  the  Board  if  he  was 
suited  for  the  work  he  had  to  perform. 
But  he  objected  to  a  medical  man  being 
selected  as  a  medical  man  instead  of  being 
selected  purely  for  his  knowledge  of  the 
administrative  work  which  the  Board 
would  have  to  carry  out.  He  looked 
upon  the  new  Board  not  only  as  a  weak 
Board,  but  as  one  which  would  be 
entirely  dominated  from  London  ;  and  he 
did  not  think  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  advocated  Home  Rule  for 
Scotland  would  deny  that  a  London- 
dominated  Board  to  manage  the  affairs 
of  Scotland  would  be  the  most  unpopular 
Board  with  the  people  of  that  country. 
The  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  add 
two  members  to  the  Board  who  had 
practical  experience  in  the  administration 
of  local  afi^irs  would  strengthen  the 
Board  in  the  direction  in  which  he  wished 
to  see  it  strengthened.  He  hoped  the 
Government  might  even  yet  be  induced  to 
see  that  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  an  improvement  of  their 
scheme. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
thought  this  was  perhaps  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Bill.  It  was  proposed 
to  replace  the  Board  of  Supervision  by 
a  new  Local  Government  Board.  The 
Board  of  Supervision  had  done  its 
work  remarkably  well  in  the  past,  and  he 
only  hoped  the  new  Board  would  do  its 
work  as  well.  He  did  not  think  the 
composition  of  the  new  Board  was  such 
as  to  give  entire  confidence  to  the|  people 
of  Scotland.  There  was  nobody  on  that 
Board  who  had  a  thorough  acquaintance 
with  local  government  in  Scotland.  The 
professional  element  was  absolutely  pre- 
dominant on  the  Board,  which  he  thought 
was  a  very  unfortunate  arrangement,  and 
not  likely  to  lead  to  the  benefit  of  the 
public. 

It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

U 
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Adjournment, 


{COMMONS} 


Adjourn  meni. 


PUBLIC     BUILDINGS    (XOKDON)     BILL. 
CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  resuwiftig  Furttier  Proceed* 
ing8  OD  consideration,  as  uuiended,  road, 

CotoxEL  HUGHKS  said,  he  preferred 
rather  thfui  lose  the  Bill  to  accept  the 
Ameudmeijt  which  tlje  opponents  desired 
to  put  in.  He  aflsentod  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peckbam 
(Mr,  Bauhiiry),  He  (Colonel  Hughes) 
had  iipoken  on  the  matter  to  the  right 
hon.  Geutleuiaa  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  and  other 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  Hou^e, 
ivho  agreed  that  it  was  better  to  take  the 
Bill  in  an  amended  form  than  abaudon 
it  altogether. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
2o,  after  the  words  "  to  be  served,''  to 
"  leave  out  to  end  of  sub  section,  and  in- 
sert— 

**  No  Order  so  made  shall  bo  of  any  vali<lJty 
milesa  the  same  has  been  con  tirmal  by  Act  of 
Parliament ;  and  it  gball  be  lawful  for  the 
LoaU  Government  Boaid,  as  aooa  as  conve- 
niently may  be,  to  obtain  Hiich  conlirmation ; 
and  the  Act  confirming  such  Onlcr  shall  Ik? 
deemed  to  be  a  Public  Gcaeral  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment.**— (.l/r.  JianhuryS) 

Mr.  A8QUITH  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Order  be  discharged,  and  the 
Bill  withdrawn,"— (Co/orif/  Hughes,) 

Motiou  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

TRAMWAVS     ORDKK.S     CONFIEMATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  [Xyr<i*J.-^(^No.  307.) 
As  amended,  coneidered ;  to  be  read 
tlie  third  time  To-morrow. 


NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.--(Ko.  3120 
Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to, 

PUBLIC    LIBRARIES    (IRELAND)    ACTS 
AMENDMENT    KILL.— (No,  317.) 
Lords  Auieudments   to  be  coosidered 
forthwith  ;  cousidered,  and  agreed  to. 


I  CON\^NTIONOK  ROVAL  BURGHS?  (SCOT- 
I      LAND)  ACT  (1879)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
'  (No.  339.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(Ill  the  Committee-) 
Clause  L 

I      Committee    report    Progress  ;     to  tf 
I  again  To-morrow. 

I  ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (CONTINUA* 
I  TION  BCHOOLS)  BILL.— (No.  293,) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 
PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 

Tenth  Heport  brought  up,  and  read  ; 
to  lie  upou  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

ELECTIONS    (sECOXti     BALLOT     AXD     RE- 

TURNING    OKFICEKS  EXFENSEs)    BILL* 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Holland.  Bill  provid- 

iDg  for  a  Seconrl  Ballot  in  ca^es  where  no  csijx* 

didnte  has  receivefl  a  majority  of  the  recorded 

Totes,  and  for  the  fiayment  of  Returning  Officers' 

K3tpcn»es  out  of  the  rates,  ordered  to  l^  brought 

in  hy  Mr.  Holland,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Sir  James 

Kitdoo,  Mr.  Schwann^  and  Mr.  Chaanin^. 

Bi  11  preueti te«l ,  and  read  first  time.    [  B ill  3S2-  ] 

ADJOURNMENT, 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**That  this  Houi^e  do  now  adjourn/* 

EQVALIi^ATION    OF    RaTES    BiLL, 

Mu.  8HAW-LEFEVRE  said,  it 
might  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  if  he  stated  that  the  Report  stage 
of  the  Equalisation  of  Ratoa  Bill  would 
he  taken  on  Friday  instead  of  Monday. 

Mu*  HARTLEY  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  change  would  be  inconvenient  to 
many  Members  who  had  left  the  House 
on  the  understanding  that  the  Bill  would 
bo  taken  on  Monday.  There  would,  be- 
sides, be  no  time  to  consider  clauses  and 
Amendments  which  had  not  yet  been 
circulated. 

Mr.  8HAW  -  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
hoped  to  see  the  clauses  and  Amondments 
in  the  iiands  of  hon.  Members  to-morrow 
evening. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Tomlinson, 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY  TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mn  T. 
E.  Ellh,  Merionethshire)  said,  it  would 
be  decided  to-morrow  whether  the  Rail- 
way aod  Canal  Trafhc  Bill  would  be 
taken  before  or  after  the  Report  stage  of 
the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjooraed  at  twenty  minaua 
before  Six  o'clock^ 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  9th  August  1894. 


PRIVATE     BUSINESS, 


CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIGNAL  OKDER  (No.  7)  (RIVER 
LEB,  4co.)  BILL  (by  Order). 

CONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

The  president  op  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bbtce, 
Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  he  had  to  move  the 
Amendments  standing  in  his  name. 
Thej  were  the  result  of  a  very  careful 
examination  which  had  been  given  to  the 
subject  by  representatives  of  the  con- 
flicting interests  concerned,  who  on  Tues- 
day last  met  at  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament  to  whom  the  Bill  was  re- 
ferred did  not  accept  the  proposals  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  inserted  a  table 
of  tolls  that  continued  the  tolUtaking 
powers  possessed  bj  the  Navigation. 
After  a  great  deal  of  discussion  between 
the  representatives  of  the  opposing 
interests,  a  compromise,  embodied  in  the 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  was  arrived 
at.  This  compromise  represented,  he 
thought,  the  best  that  could  be  done 
under  the  circumstances ;  and  as  the  assent 
of  all  parties  had  been  obtained,  he 
trusted  the  Amendments  might  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  House  without  further 
question. 

Amendments  proposed. 

Page  14,  after  line  5,  insert— 

(Fraction  of  a  mile.) 

"(ii)  For  a  fraction  of  the  first  mile  the 
trustees  may  charge  as  for  a  mile,  and  for  a 
fnMstion  of  a  mile  after  the  first  mile  the  trastees 
may  charge  according  to  the  nambcr  of  quarters 
Off  a  mile  In  that  fraction,  and  a  fraction  of  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  may  be  charged  for  as  a  quarter 
of  a  mile." 

Page  14,  line  6,  leave  oat  *'  (ii.),"  and  insert 
'*  (iil.).- 

Page  14,  line  11,  leave  oat  <<  (iii.)/'  and  insert 
*•  (IvJ." 

Page  14,  leave  oot  Table  A,  Part  1,  and 
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TABLE    A. 
Part  1.— Maximum  Tolls  and  Wharfage 
Charges. 

Scale  l.^Applicable  to  Merchandise  con- 
veyed on  any  pwt  of  the  River  Weaver  (includ- 
ing the  Weston  Canal),  except  merchandise 
conveved  on  the  Weston  Canal  and  not  passing 
to  or  from  the  River  Weaver. 
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I 
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oo  a-g 


II  ir 


<  «  %S^  ^  et  eo  -*  »o 


f  »«?§ 


w^w^      eo«-^'*i««'* 
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<  W  Oi^  ^  »« eo  -♦'  lo 
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The  maximum  toll  for  white  salt  shall  be  ten 
pence,  and  for  rock  salt  five  pence,  per  ton  for 
the  whole  or  any  part  of  the  distance  on  the 
canal,  and  the  maximum  wharfage  charges  for 
salt  shall  he  one  penny  halfpenny  per  ton. 

Page  15,  leave  out  the  whole  of  the  page,  and 
insert, — 

Scale  2. — Applicable  to  Merchandise  conveyed 
on  the  Weston  Canal  and  not  passing  to  or  from 
the  River  Weaver. 
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•Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  had  to  move  the  following 
Proviso  :— 

**  Provi(le<i  always,  that  the  tolls  from  time  to 
time  actually  chi^ged  shall  not  exceed  sach 
amount  as  may,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  be  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  reason- 
able expenses  of  adequately  maintaining  the 
navigation  in  the  interests  of  the  traders 
therwn." 

He  did  not  intend  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment provided   he  could   get  from  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  an  ex- 
pression of  sympathy  with  its  object.  As 
the  House  was  aware,  the  land  in  the 
valley  of  the  Weaver  was  subject  to  sub- 
sidences, and  the  small  property  owners 
had  suffered  great  hardships.     The  trade 
of  the  Valley  had    been   taxed   to  an 
enormous  extent  for  the  benefit  of  the 
County  of  Chester,  the  county  having,  in 
fact,  received  from  the  surplus  funds  of 
the  Navigation  no  less  than  £1,000,000. 
Appeal  after  appeal  had  been  made  to 
the  trustees  for  some  compensation  to  the 
small  property  owners,  but  those  appeals 
had  always  been  met  with  a  very  decided 
refusal.      He  now  asked  that  when  the 
Weaver    Trustees  came  to    Parliament 
next    year,    as    they     were     bound    to 
do  under  an  Instruction  of  the  House  of 
Commons   embodied   in  an  Act  of  last 
year,  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  take  into  his  full  consideration  the 
various  Reports  that  had  been  made  by 
his  Department  on  the  constitution  and 
management  of  the  Weaver  Navigation. 
The  first  Report,  he  found,  was  issued 
in    1872,    and   sigued   by   Sir   Thomas 
Farrer.     The  Board  of  Trade  informed 
Parliament  at  that  time  that  the  consti- 
tution of  the  trustees  was  very  peculiar ; 
that   their   Acts   left    them    at   liberty 
either  to  expend  their  surplus  income  on 
new  works  or  not  ;    that  they  were  not 
bound  to  have  a  surplus,  but  that  if  they 
had  a  surplus  it  roust  go  to  the   County 
of  Chester;    that   the   Trust  had  been 
from  the  beginning  a  Public  Trust ;  and 
that  the  tax  was  one  of  the  same  cha- 
racter as  local  charges  on  shipping,  which 
had  in  so  many  cases  been  condemned  by 
Parliament.     The  last  sentence  of  the 
Report  was  as  follows  : — 

**  Under  these  circumstances  it  seems  to  de- 
serve consideration  whether  the  practice  pur- 
bued  hy  Parliament  in  similar  cases  should  not 
be  pursued  in  Ihis  case,  and  whether  ao  endea- 
vour should  not  be  made  to  effect  some  arrange- 
ment by  which,  without  too  bastiiy  depriv&ig 
Cheshire  of  an  income  which  it  has  so  long  ea- 


Provided  that  notwithstanding  anything  in 
Scale  1,  the  maximum  toll  for  chertstone,  clay 
(china,  blue,  black,  and  ball),  china,  stone, 
flints,  and  felspar,  to  be  used  as  potters'  raw 
materials,  shall  in  no  case  exceed  eight  pence 
per  ton. 

Providetl  that  notwithstanding  anything  in 
Scale  2,  the  maximum  toll  for  brick,  cinders, 
sandstone,  and  other  stone  or  lime  conveyed  on 
the  Weston  Canal,  and  not  passing  to  or  from 
the  River  Weaver,  shall  not  exceed  one  half- 
penny per  ton,  nor  that  for  coal  so  conveyed 
one  penny  per  ton. 

Providetl  also  that,  notwithstanding  anything 
in  Table  A,  the  tolls  and  charges  payable  on 
any  merchandise  conveyed  in  a  boat  between 
the  works  of  the  same  owner  on  the  canal,  and 
not  passing  through  a  lock,  shall  not  exceed  for 
the  whole  distance  five  pence  per  ton  in  the 
case  of  rock  salt,  and  sixpence  per  ton  in  the 
case  of  all  other  merchandise. 

Provided  also  that,  notwithstanding  any- 
thing in  this  Schedule,  no  tolls  and  charges 
shall  be  {layable  in  respect  of  any  empty  b^, 
barrels,  or  cases  conveyed  in  a  boat  on  the  canal 
for  the  purjwse  of  being  filled  at  the  works  of 
any  trader  or  bye-trader  with  merchandise  on 
which  tolls  are  subsequently  paid."  —  (JVr. 
Bryce,) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 
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joyed,  the  trade  may  ultimately  be  freed  from* 
this  anomaloufi  and  ever-increasing  burden." 

He  thought  that  if  an  arrangemeDt 
currying  out  this  suggestion  were  made 
next  Session  it  conld  not  be  said  that 
Cheshire  had  been  too  hastily  deprived 
of  its  income.  The  Honse  might  know 
that  in  1866  a  cattle  plague  rate  was 
imposed  on  Cheshire.  The  Cheshire 
landowners  of  that  date  asked  that  this 
rate  should  be  made  a  national  one,  but 
Parliament  decided  that  inasmuch  as 
Cheshire  was  in  receipt  of  the  surplus 
funds  of  the  Weaver  Navigation, 
Cheshire  should  pay  the  rate  itself.  The 
subsiding  district  of  Cheshire  had  been 
paying  this  rate  in  common  with  the  rest 
of  the  county,  and  in  addition  this  tax 
had  been  got  out  of  the  very  bowels  of 
this  unfortunate  district.  The  cattle 
plague  rate  came  to  an  end  in  1896,  and 
it  seemed  to  him  that  if  the  surplus  funds 
of  the  Weaver  Navigation,  under  autho- 
rity and  command  of  Parliament,  were 
thereupon  used  for  the  benefit  of  the 
trade,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of  the 
county,  no  ratepayer  in  Cheshire  would 
feel  the  burden  of  any  result  from  the 
change.  Parliament  would  therefore,  to 
his  mind,  have  an  additional  reason  for 
the  action  which  he  hoped  would  be 
taken,  and  he  begged  that  at  any  rate  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
give  him  a  sympathetic  answer.  He 
moved  the  Proviso. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  49, 
line  23,  at  the  end  of  the  Schedule,  to 
add  the  words — 

*'  Provided  always,  that  the  tolls  from  time 
to  time  actually  chargetl  shall  not  exceed  such 
amount  as  may,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Traile,  be  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  reason- 
able ex])eD8es  of  adequately  maintaining  the 
navigation  in  the  interests  of  the  traders  there- 
on."— (^Mr.  Brunner.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  TOLLEMACHE  (Cheshire, 
Eddisbury)  said,  he  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment not  only  as  a  trustee  of  the  River 
Weaver,  but  as  representing  all  the  dif- 
ferent parties  who  assembled  at  the 
Conference  at  the  Board  of  Trade  on 
Tuesday  last,  and  who  entered  into  what 
he  understood  was  an  honourable  com- 
promise, which  should  be  faithfully  main- 
tnined.  There  were  a  number  of  conflict- 
ing interests  represented  there,  including 


the  Weaver  Trustees,  traders  on  the 
river,  the  County  Council,  and  the  Board 
of  Trade.  They  had  a  very  exhaustive 
discussion,  and  certain  suggestions  made 
by  the  Permanent  Secretary  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  were  accepted  by  everyone  who 
was  present,  including  the  hou.  Member 
(Mr.  Brunner).  The  hon.  Member  in 
moving  the  Amendment  did  not  speak 
for  the  traders  of  the  districts,  who  were 
perfectly  in  accord  with  him  and  others 
in  saying  that  the  arrangement  come  to 
in  an  honourable  and  amicable  way  on 
Tuesday  ought  not  to  be  upset  at 
the  present  moment.  He  had  a 
letter  from  the  President  of  the  Salt 
Union  authorising  him  to  say  that  he^ 
was  no  party  to  this  attempt  to  upset 
that  arrangement.  As  to  the  extracts 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  read,  and 
the  well-known  animus  which  he  bore 
towards  the  Trustees  of  the  River 
Weaver,  he  might  say  that  this  was  not 
an  occasion  when  any  notice  should  be 
taken  of  this  matter.  The  whole  ques- 
tion would  come  up  next  year  of  the  re- 
construction of  the  Trust,  and  it  would 
then  be  perfectly  competent  for  the  hon* 
Member  to  move  any  Amendment  he 
thought  Rt.  He  understood  that  the 
hon.  Member,  if  he  could  get  a  sympa- 
thetic answer  from  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  would  not  press  his 
Amendment  to  a  Division.  But  if  the 
hon.  Member  got  an  unsympathetic 
answer,  and  if  he  were  assured  of  a 
majority  in  the  House,  he  wondered  if  the 
hou.  Member  would  then  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  brunner  :  I  certainly  should 
not. 

Mr.  TOLLEMACHE  thought  that  in 
that  case  they  had  been  brought  there 
under  somewhat  false  pretences.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  appealed  for  a  sympa- 
thetic answer.  He  would  also  make  an 
appeal  to  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  would  urge  upon  him  that  the 
friendly  arrangement  come  to  at  his  De- 
partment was  quite  sufficient  for  all 
practical  purposes.  The  hon.  Member 
sought  to  prejudice  the  position  of  one  of 
the  parties  to  this  discussion  by  getting 
some  answer  from  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  which  might  be  used 
against  them  when  the  whole  question 
came  on  for  discussion.  Ho  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  this 
point :  that  the  whole  knotty  question  was 
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ito  be  ooQSiderad  uext  year,  and  it  would 
be  mtber  iaexpedieot  to  put  one  of  tbe 
parties  in  ao  unfavourable  positiou  by  any 
statement  whicli  he  was  asked  to  make. 

Mr.  BRYCE  thouglit  there  was  some 
little  mLsunderstaadiog  between  the 
parties  iu  regard  to  this  matter.  Tbe 
parties  concerued  met  at  the  Board  of 
Trade  Office  on  Tuesday,  and  after  a  full 
discusstoD,  which  lasted  for  three  hours, 
entered  into  a  compromise  which  was 
embodied  in  his  Amendments*  It  was 
part  of  that  compromise  that  the  question 
now  raised  should  not  be  raised.  [^Mr. 
Brltnxer  :  No,  no*]  He  was  sure  his 
hon.  Friend,  who  was  as  anxious  to  abide 
by  an  honourable  arrangement  as  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  could  possibly  be^  would 
not  seek  to  elicit  any  statement  from  him 
(Mr.  Bryce)  if  he  thought  it  was  iucon- 
sistent  with  that  arrangement,  but  the 
view  of  the  Board  of  Trade  officials  who 
took  part  in  the  conference  was  that  all 
that  should  take  place  iu  the  House  was 
to  be  embodied  in  the  Amendments  he 
bad  moved,  and  that  he  should  express 
no  opinion  on  tbe  question  raised  by  his 
hon*  Friend,  which  was  no  doubt  a  ques- 
tion of  considerable  gravity  and  import- 
ance* Under  these  circumstances,  he  was 
not  able  to  give  his  hon.  Friend  either  a 
sympathetic  or  an  unsympathetic  answer. 
He  could  not  enter  into  the  points  which 
he  had   raised,   and   which  were  very  fit 

I  for  discussion  iu  the  House  or  in  the 
Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  to  be  brought 
in  next  year  would  be  referred.  All  be 
could  say  was  that  when  tbe  Bill 
was  introduced  next  year  it  would  pro- 
bably be  the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
— it  would  certainly  be  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  practice — to  report  on  tbe 
Bill  as  regarded  the  application  of  the 
dues  and  tolls  received  by  the  Weaver 
Navigation,  and  the  surplus  of  which 
now  went  to  tbe  county.  And  although 
be  could  not  undertake  at   this  stage  to 

I  say  what  the  nature  of  that  Report  would 
be,  he  thought  be  might  safely  say  that 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  include  iu  it  references  to  the 
Reports  made  iu  18^3  and  1872,  The 
House  would  therefore,  when  the  Bill 
came  before  it,  be  in  possession  of  tbe 
views  of  the  Board  on  Trade  on  the  sub- 

^  ject.  In  these  circumstances,  he  appealed 
to  his  hon.  Frieod  not  to  preifi  his 
Amendment. 

Mr,  Toliemachc 


Mk*  BBUNNER,  in  asking  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  said  the  com- 
promise which  was  come  to  lastTuesda| 
did  not  come  in  the  first  place  from  repre- 
sentatives of  the   Board  of  Trade,   but 
from  him,  on  behalf  of  his  firm*     He  ' 
very  glad  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Membe 
opposite  and  tbe   President  of  the  Boardll 
of  Trade  that  the  question   would  come 
up  next  year.     That  hail  not  been  clear 
to  him  before,  and  he  was  quite  satisfied j 
now  that  he  knew  the  question  of  tb« 
destination      of      the      surplus      would ' 
come  up. 

Mb.  TOLLEMACHE  :  What  I  said 
was  that  when  the  question  comes  up  il 
will  be  open  to  the  hon.  Member  to  raise 
any  point  as  to  the  distribution  of  the 
surplus*  1  am  not  to  Ijc  understood  as 
expressing  any  opinion  on  the  matter. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed^ 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  WKSTMEATH  REG18TK1\ 
Mr.    a    SULLIVAN    (Westmeatb, 

8.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whetbc 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  facti 
that   it  has   been  decided    by   the  Lord 
Chief  Baron,  in  a  decision  at  the  King's 
County  Assizes  at  TuJlamore  some  years 
ago,    that  contracts  for   tbe  printing  of 
the  Parliamentary   Registries  should  be 
entered  into  at  Presentment  Sessions  and 
precisely   in    the    same    way    as    other 
Grand  Jury   contracts  ;    whether  he    is 
aware   that   the   Clerk   of  the  Peace  of 
the   County    of  Westmeath  has  ignoredJ 
the  law  on  this  matter  and  taken  tenders' 
privately  in  bis  own  office  for  the  registry 
printing  for  Westmeath  ;  and  whether  iu 
view    of    the    complaints   made   in  the 
County  for  Meatb  of  a  partizan  printer 
tampering  with  the  list  of  voters  sent  ta 
him    to   bo   printed,    he   will  direct  the 
Clerk  of    tbe    Peace   for   Westmeath  to 
comply  with   the   law  in  future  contractu  J 
for     the    printing     of    the    Westmeath' 
Registry  ? 

The    chief    SECRETARY     fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J,  MoRi.Er,  Newca«tle«| 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  Clerk    of  tlie   Peaoe 
of  Westmeath   informs    me    he    is    not 
aware  of  any  such  decision  <>f  the  Lord 
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Chief  Baron  as  is  referred  to  in  the  irrfit 
paragraph.  At  the  Spring  Asgises  of 
1886  the  Graud  Jury  passed  a  resolution 
to  the  effect  that  the  print  ing  of  the 
Parliamentarj  Voters'  Lists  should  be 
advertised  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace, 
tenders  called  for,  and  the  lowest  tender 
accepted.  In  eonforniity  with  this 
resolution  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  has 
since  mlvertise*!  for  tenders  in  all  the  local 
newspapers  of  every  shade  of  politics, 
and  has  accepted  the  lowest  tender,  the 
result  being  that  he  hBs  eeldoni  had  the 
same  printer  for  two  snccei^give  years. 
He  haa  not  taken  tenders  privately  in  his 
office  for  the  printing  for  thecouuty« 

ST.  EDWAHD'S  NATIONAL  f^CHOOL, 
BOMFORD. 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the  case 
of  St.  Edward's  Rational  School,  Horn- 
ford  ;  whether,  although  in  the  year 
1891  the  infant  school  was  enlarges]  to 
double  its  former  capacity  and  otherwise 
improved,  in  obedience  to  the  request  of 
the  Education  Department,  further 
structural  alterations  in  the  schools  are 
now  insisted  upon  ;  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  insist  on  the  immeiliate  execu- 
tion of  these  alterations  in  an  ex  is  ting- 
school  ;  and  whether  it  is  further  in- 
tended to  insist  on  the  extension  of  the 
playgroundf  wliich  is  situate  in  a  lane  off 
the  main  road,  and  is  surrounded  on  all 
sides  but  one  by  house  property  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W,R,, 
Rotherbam)  :  It  is  the  case  that  the 
infauts^  school  here  was  enlarged  in  1891. 
Her  Majesty's  Inspector  liiid  reported  in 
the  previous  year  that  the  noisiness  and 
general  inferiority  of  the  premises  of  the 
whole  school  rendered  satisfactory  organ!- 
fiaiion  difHcult,  and  involved  an  excessive 
strain  on  the  teachers.  He  ajyfain  cora- 
mcntxkl  strongly  on  the  unsatisfactory 
character  of  the  premises  for  the  older 
children,  Imth  boys  and  girls,  in  1891, 
1892^  and  1893  ;  and  the  managers  were 
warned  by  the  Department  laf*t  February 
that  certain  alterations  must  be  carried 
out  during  this  year,  or  the  grant  might 
be  endangered.  I  do  not  find  that  any 
requirement  wh»vtever  has  been  made  as 
to  the  playground. 


8rK  F.  8.  POWELL  :  When  does  the 
year  terminate  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  I  caanot  say,  but  1 

will  inquire* 

ULVKR8T0N  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Sir  F,  S.  POWELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  he  intends 
to  insist  on  the  immediate  construction,  at 
a  time  of  severe  depression  o'f  tlie  local 
trade,  of  a  new  building  for  the  infant 
school  at  the  national  school  at  Ulver- 
.-iton,  Lancashire,  where  the  school  has 
obtained  the  highest  grant  for  the  last 
four  years  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spector reported  last  January  that  the 
hall  used  as  an  infants'  school  was  quite 
unsuited  for  its  purpose,  besides  having 
no  proper  class-room  or  cloak-room,  and 
added  that  the  manflgers  were  quite  pre- 
pared to  acquiesce  in  its  condemnation. 
The  managers  were  informed  that  the 
annual  grant  to  the  infants'  school,  after 
that  due  on  31st  December  next,  would 
be  conditional  on  satisfactory  progress 
l>eing  made  towards  providing  suitable 
premises.  Plans  have  now  been  sub- 
mitted and  approved  for  a  new  infants' 
school,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  will  observe 
that  the  managers  have  still  nearly  a  year 
and  a -half  before  them  in  which  to  make 
satisfactory  progress  towards  the  building. 
I  do  not  think  that  there  Is  unreasonable 
pressure  in  this  case. 

RIFLE  RANGES  FOR    METROPOLITAN 
VOLUNTEERS. 
Colonel   H,   VINCENT  (Sheffield, 

Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  he  cau  state  how  many 
ranges  there  are  within  a  reasonable  dis- 
tance of  the  Metropolis  certificated  for 
tlie  compulsory  class  firing  of  the  30,000 
Volunteer  troops  in  London ;  and  if 
shooting  at  an  uncertificated  range  is 
practically  forbidden,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  Staines  range,  whereby  the  expendi* 
ture  of  £32,000  by  patriotic  individuals, 
with  the  encouragement  of  his  pre- 
decessor, has  been  rendered  useless  and 
un remunerative  ? 
The     secretary    of    STATE 

for  WAR  (Mr.CxMPBELL-BANXEKMAN, 

Stirling,  (fee.)  :  There  are  14  ranges 
within  a  reasonable  distance  of  the 
Metropolis    used  by  London    Volunteer 
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corps.  Ranges  are  not  certified  for  class- 
firiDg  specially,  but  with  reference  to 
their  safety  for  the  purposes  for  which 
they  are  required.  .  When  a  range  is 
declared  to  be  unsafe  the  use  of  it  is 
practically  forbidden.  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  amount  of  the  expenditure 
incurred  by  the  private  company  to  which 
the  Staines  Range  belongs. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
Staines  Range  was  established  under  the 
direct  encouragement  of  his  predecessor  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  believe  the  War  Office  would  encourage 
almost  any  range  being  established,  but 
that  does  not  relieve  us  of  any  responsi- 
bility for  what  may  happen  hereafter. 

WORKMEN'S   RAILWAY   TICKETS. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  can 
furnish,  if  asked  for,  a  Return  showing 
the  extent  to  which  the  practice  of  im- 
posing as  a  condition  upon  tickets,  issued 
by  Railway  Companies  at  cheap  rates  to 
workmen,  the  term  that  the  Company 
shall  be  under  no  liability  if  the  work- 
men travelling  with  such  tickets  are 
injured  or  killed  on  the  jouniey  by  the 
negli<rence  of  the  Railway  Company, 
exists  or  has  during  the  last  year  existed, 
•or  furnish  any  information  to  that  effect  or 
in  regard  to  such  practice  ;  and  if  he  has 
made  any  inquiries  upon  that  subject  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ui  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
The  Board  of  Trade  some  weeks  ago 
communicated  with  .sonic  of  the  leading 
Railway  Companies  on  this  subject,  and 
as  soon  as  replies  have  been  received 
from  all  of  these  Companies  the  corre- 
spondence shall  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

GREAT  EASTERN  RAILWAY  SIGNALMEN. 
Mr.  DODD  :  I  \^Q^^  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  has  now 
been  the  result  of  the  action  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  regard  to  the  hours  of 
labour  at  certain  signal  boxes  complained 
of  upon  the  London  to  Ipswich  line  of 
the  Great  Eastern  Railway  Company  ; 
and  whether  the  Board  will  be  able  before 
Parliament  rises  to  present  its  Report 
upon  the  working  of  the  recent  Railway 
Servants  (Hours  of  Labour)  Act  ? 

^f/r,  Campbell' Banncrman 


Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Railway  Company 
have  not  further  reduced  the  hours  of  the 
signalmen  in  question,  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  still  under  their  consideration 
the  expediency  of  taking  proceedings 
against  the  Company  before  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Commissioners.  The  Board 
are,  however,  investigating  other  com* 
plaints  against  this  Company  in  regard 
to  their  signalmen,  porters,  ticket  col- 
lectors, shunters,  and  platelayers  on  cer- 
tain sections  of  the  line,  and,  as  at  present 
advised,  the  Board  are  of  opinion  that 
all  these  'cases  should  finally  be  dealt 
with  at  the  same  time.  A  year  has  only 
just  elapsed  since  the  Act  came  into  force, 
but  a  Report  is  being  prepared  and  will 
be  presented  as  soon  as  possible. 

POSTAL  CARD  BKFORM. 

Mk.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  can  arninge  for  the  supply  of 
postal  cards  to  which  half[)enny  stamps 
may  be  affixed  as  desired  by  men  of 
business  with  a  large  correspondence  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  Mouley,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
am  glad  to  be  able  to  state  that 
I  have  made  arrangements  under 
which  private  cards  with  a  half- 
penny stamp  affixed  will  bo  accepted 
as  postcards  for  inland  postage.  The 
necessary  Regulation  on  the  subject  will 
be  issued  almost  immediately.  It  is  not 
intended  that  the  Post  Office  should 
supply  such  unstamped  cards. 

VOLUNTEER  CAPITATION  GRANT. 

Sir  H.  FLETCHER  (Sussex; Lewes): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretar}-  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  is  prepared  to  recom- 
mend that  the  War  Office  Authorities 
should  pay  to  Commanding  Officers  of 
Volunteer  corps  25  per  cent,  of  the 
Capitation  Grant  as  soon  as  possible  after 
the  end  of  each  financial  year  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No,  Sir.  1  have  carefully  inquired  into 
the  matter,  and  regret  to  say  I  find 
I  cannot  adopt  the  course  suggested  in 
the  question. 

FLOODS  NKAR  LOUGH  KEY. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 

ask     the     Secretary    to    the    Treasury 

whether  he  is  aware  that  600  acres  of 

land  are  Hooded  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
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Lough  Key  J  owing  to  the  high  level  at 
which  the  Knockvicar  Loagh  is  kept  at 
the  outlet  of  the  lake  into  the  Shannon  ; 
whether  this  flooding  could  be  prevented 
bj  constructing  a  regulating  sluice  at 
Knockvicar,  as  is  in  use  on  other  portions 
of  the  Shannon  and  its  tributaries  ;  and 
whether  he  will  recommend  that  the 
Board  of  Works  take  steps  to  have  such 
a  sluice  erected  at  Knockvicar  Lough  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham) : 
Further  inquiry  since  my  reply  of  the 
26th  ultimo  to  my  hon.  Friend^s  previous 
question  has  brought  to  light  no  report 
of  flooding  round  Lough  Key,  and  I  am 
therefore  unable  to  add  to  what  I  stated 
in  my  previous  answer. 

THE  CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  BOARD. 

Mb.  TULLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  attention  of  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  has  been  drawn  to 
the  letter  published  by  Mr.  George  L. 
Tottenham,  D.L.,  J.P.,  Glcuade,  County 
Leitrim,  in  the  Irish  Times  and  Daily 
Independent,  of  Tuesday  last,  in  which  he 
makes  a  number  of  charges  against  their 
administration  of  the  funds  under  their 
control ;  that  on  the  exposed  portion  of 
the  Atlantic  coast,  where  tree  planting 
experiments  have  been  generally  failures, 
a  sum  of  £4,023  has  been  spent  on 
290  acres  of  bog,  at  a  cost  of  £14  per 
acre,  the  estimate  being  £4  10s.  per 
acre  ;  that  £6,533  was  spent  on  local 
inquiries  and  inspections,  which  Mr. 
Tottenham  alleges  could  be  done 
for  £300  at  the  outside  ;  that  £400  was 
granted  for  a  co-operative  creamery  out- 
side the  scheduled  congested  area  ;  and 
whether  he  will  order  an  inquiry  into  Mr. 
Tottenham's  charges,  and  state  at  the 
same  time  the  reason  why  the  Congested 
Districts  Board,  while  making  these  ex- 
penditures, neglected  to  extend  their 
operations  to  the  congested  districts  in 
Roscommon,  a  county  specially  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  Irish  Reproductive 
Loan  Fund,  and  to  the  congested  dis- 
tricts of  Leitrim,  which  county  is  specially 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Irish  Re- 
productive Loan  Fund  and  the  Sea  Coast 
Fisheries  Fund  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  letter  referred 
to  in  my  hon.  Friend's  question  will  be 
brought  before  the  Congested  Districts 
Board   at   their  next  meeting.      Under 


these  circumstances,  it  is  not  considered 
desirable  at  present  to  oflfer  any  criti- 
cisms on  some  of  the  statements  in  the 
letter. 

LIGHTS  ON  THE  CYPRUS  COAST. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  Re- 
port on  Cyprus  recently  issued  (pag«  49) 
by  District  Commissioner  at  Famagusta 
relative  to  the  Lights  on  the  Island,  in 
which  the  Commissioner  states  that  an 
additional  light  is  sorely  needed  at  Cape 
Andrea,  the  northernmost  point  in  the 
island,  and  he  hoped  before  long  ships 
will  be  provided  with  this  means  of  pro 
tection  from  this  exposed  and  dangerous 
spot ;  iand  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  to  supply  the  deficiency  complained 
of? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  para- 
graph. The  question  is  one  of  expense  ; 
but  I  may  state  that  if  and  when  money 
is  available  for  building  another  light, 
other  places  would  have  to  be  considered 
as  well  as  Cape  Andrea. 

Admiral  FIELD :  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  other  places  in  Cyprus 
or  in  the  British  Empire  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON :  Other  places  in 
the  island.  At  present,  however,  no  money 
is  available. 

Admibal  field  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  have  read  the  Report,  or  he 
would  have  known  that  it  only  em- 
phasises the  necessity  of  a  lighthouse  at 
this  particular  point. 

THE  POSTMASTERSHIP  OF  STONEY- 
FORD,  KILKENNY. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  remove  the  present  post- 
master, Mr.  Robert  Giltrap,  of  Stoney- 
ford,  County  Kilkenny,  who  recently  pur- 
chased the  business  premises  of  the  late 
postmaster,  where  the  post-office  has  been 
carried  on  for  years  ;  whether  he  has, 
during  the  four  months  he  has  held  the 
position  of  postmaster,  given  entire  satis- 
faction to  the  Government  officials  and 
to  those  residing  in  the  district ;  why  no 
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cause  baa  been  assigned  for  the  proposed 
removal  of  Mr,  Gittrap  aod  subatttutioQ 
of  Mr.  Byrne ;  whether  Mr.  Byrne  has 
any  knowledge  of  the  husiues:)  of  a  post- 
master, either  in  the  post  or  telegraphic 
departraeuts  ;  aud  is  he  aware  that  Mr, 
Gil  trap  Is  a  Protestant  and  Mr.  Byrne 
a  Boman  Catholic  ? 

Mr.  A,  MORLEY"  :  I  will  answer  this 
question.  Mr,  Robert  Gilt  rap  purchased 
the  premises  of  the  late  sub -postmaster 
of  Stonejford,  County  Kilkenny »  and  his 
wife  was  permitted  to  act  as  sub- post- 
mistress pending  the  appointment  of  a 
successor.  During  this  period —  a  period 
of  about  four  months — ^the  duties  appear 
to  have  been  discharged  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  Mr,  Gil  trap  has  not  been  re- 
moved as  implied  in  the  question,  because 
he  was  never  appointed.  Both  he  and 
Mr,  Byrne  were  candidates  for  the  situa- 
tion, and  I  appointed  Mr.  Byrne.  Neither 
of  them,  so  far  as  is  known,  possessed 
any  previous  kuowlotige  of  Tost  Oftice 
duties,  either  postal  or  telegriiphic.  Of 
the  religious  opinions  of  the  two  candi- 
dates I  am  totally  ignorant. 

IRISH  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD 
OFFICIALS. 
Mu.  T.  M,  UEALT  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
y:^%  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretory  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  if  he  is 
aware  that  of  those  officials  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Ireland,  appointed 
otherwise  than  by  competitive  examina- 
tion, 21  are  Protestants  and  only  seven 
Roman  Catholics  ;  and  (2)  what  is  the 
proportion  of  Protectants  to  Catholics  iu 
the  population  of  Irelaud  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  (1)  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  no  official  know- 
ledge of  the  religious  denominations  to 
which  members  of  their  staff*  belong  ■ 
but,  as  far  as  they  are  aware,  the  state- 
ment in  the  first  paragraph  is  correct. 
(2)  According  to  the  Report  of  the  Cen- 
sus of  1891  Roman  Catholics  then  con- 
stituted 75*4  per  cent,  of  the  population 
of  Ireland. 


EJECTMENTS  IX  IRELAND. 
Mr.  T,  M.  he  ALT  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the  total 
number  of  eje<?tment8  iu  Ireland  from  the 
passing  of  The  Land  Act,  1881,  to  the 
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passing  of  The  Land  Act,  1887,  and  the 
total  number  since  that  date,  to  the  pre- 
sent time  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  There  were 
24»4<K)  evictions  from  October  1,  1881, 
to  September  30,  1887,  and  8,975  evic* 
tioDs  from  October  1,  1887,  to  June  30^ 
1894, 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY:  Notices  of 
evictions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  No;  evictions 
The  Eviction  Returns  are  prejmre 
quarterly,  aud  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
much  difficulty  to  give  the  exact  figures 
for  periods  which  include  broken  quarters* 
The  perioils  mentioned  by  me,  however, 
approximate  closely  to  those  indicated  in 
the  question, 

Mr*  T,  M.  HEALY:  Do  the  figures 
8,975  iuidude  services  by  registered 
letter,  or  do  they  only  refer  to  actual 
dispossession  by  the  Magistrates  *i 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  take  it  the 
word  "  evictetl  "  does  not  include  service 
by  registered  letter. 

Mk.  T.  W,  RUSSELL  (Tyroue,  S,)i 
On  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  the  right  hon.  GentlematiJ 
gave  the  nutnber  as  7,(XK)  or  8,000. 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  Whatever  num- 
ber I  gave  I  have  no  doubt  was 
correct 

Mh."  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingham, W.)  :  Uniler  the  Evicted 
Tenimt^  Bill  3,900  evictions  are  to  be 
dealt  with,  Ciin  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  explain  what  hai^  bei'ome  of  the 
difference  between  that  number  and  the 
total  of  32,000  evicted  between  1887 
and  1894  ?  If  not,  will  he  give  a  Retnra 
showing  what  has  become  of  them^  and 
the  number  still  to  be  dealt  with  ? 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  trace  the  fortunes  of  everjrj 
evicted  Irish  tenant.  A  great  maojra 
have  been  reinstated,  and  others  may  lie 
accounted  for  in  ditTerent  ways.  In 
many  instances  the  evicted  tenants  have 
disposevl  of  the  interest  iu  their  holdings, 
and  some  2f^^  have  gone  into  other 
callings,  I  will  inquire  if  it  is  poi^sible 
to  give  the  Return  a&ked  for. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  But  even  if 
the  evictions  were  formal,  the  tenancies 
in  all  cases  were  equally  broken  ? 

Mit.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  that 
that  18  so. 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N,)  :  Is 
there    anything  to   prevent    thl^   la 


445      Hailwatf  CQHgignme/U      (9  AcoudT  1894} 

number  claimiug  uu^er  the  Evicted 
Teiiaots  Bill  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  That  ilcpeuds  oti 
tbe  c  ire  urns  tanees  of  each  particular 
ease. 

Mr.  BART  ley  :  Then  there  Is 
nothing  to  preveot  26,000  or  27,000 
more  teuants  claimiug  compeusatioQ 
under  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  J.  M0RL2Y  :  I  thiuk  not;  but 
each  case  will  have  to  be  detennine^l 
upon  its  merits, 

SALES  OF  LANDED  ESTATES  IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
teuaot  of  Irelaud  can  he  state  the  total 
value  of  the  land  sold  in  Ireland,  to  date, 
ID  the  Landed  Estate  Court  and  the  Eu- 
cumbered  Estiites  Court  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  total  value 
of  hind  sold  in  Ireland  in  the  Laoded 
Estate^}  Court  and  Eucumhereil  Estates 
Court  froin  November,  1849,  to  July 
30,  1894,  if»,  I  am  informetl, 
£56,119,192. 

KILBRIDE   RIFLE   RANGE* 
Mr.   T.  M.   UEALY  :  I   beg  to  ask 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  do  the 
Government  intend  to  establish  a  range 
for  the  new  rifle  at  Kilbride,  County 
Dublin ;  are  they  in  treaty  with  Mr. 
Fletcher  Moore,  J.  P.,  for  the  manor  of 
Kilbride  ;  and  what  is  the  present  »tate 
of  tbe  negotiations  ? 

Mu.  CAMPHELL-BANNERMAN; 
It  is  in  contemplation  to  estahhsh  a  rifle 
range  m  Kilbride.  Negoiiation»  were 
entered  into  with  Mr.  Fletcljer  Moore 
for  the  acquisition  of  laud  for  the  purpose, 
but  no  agreement  has  been  arrivetl  at. 

Mu.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  this  ques- 
tion is  one  which  aflfects  the  owners  of 
surrounding  property,  and  as  the  late  Go- 
verumeot  were  good  enough  to  i-ecede  from 
their  intention  to  establish  a  rifle  muge 
Id  tbe  neighbourhood  of  Sutton,  will  an 
opportunity  be  given  to  the  iu habitants — 
iKJtb  landlords  and  tenants^ — in  the  sur- 
round iug  area  to  make  representations 
before  a  final  determination  is  arrived  at 
by  the  War  Department  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  think  anyone  having  property 
within  tbe  zone  of  danger  >vould  be  pre- 
cluded from  entering  a  protest. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  **  Protest  "  is 
rather  a  short  word.  I  want  them  to 
have  an  opportnuity  of  making  repre- 
sen  tat  ions  to  the  War  OfHce  before  a 
linal  docislon  is  arrived  at. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL*BANNERMAN  : 
I  wilt  see  if  it  is  possible. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  : 
Will  a  public  inquiry  be  held  in  this 
ease  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  There  have  been 
public  iiiquiries  in  similar  cases ;  why 
not  in  this  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  is  no  use  in  having  an  iuquiry 
uutil  we  have  discovered  if  the  laud* 
lord  of  the  property  will  selL 

THROUGH  RAILWAY  RATES. 

Mr.  CLANCY;  On  behalf  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  the  St.  Patrick's  Division  of 
Dublin,  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  the  Railway 
Commissioners  have  power  to  compel 
Companies  to  give  a  through  rate ;  and 
whether  they  will  make  the  North 
Eastern  Company  comply  with  the  law 
iu  this  respect  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  refer  to  Section  25  of  the  Rail- 
way and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  188H,  be 
will  find  that  the  Commissioners  have 
power  to  compel  Railway  Compaiiiei*  to 
give  through  rates  if  the  terms  of  that 
section  are  complied  with,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Commissioners  would  give 
due  attention  to  any  complaint  brought 
before  them  in  terms  of  the  section  and 
do  justice  in  tbe  premises. 

RAILWAY  CONSIGNMENT  NOTEH. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  tbe  St.  Patrick*8 
Division  of  Dublin,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
the  Railway  Commissioners  can  prevent 
the  Railway  Companies  issuing  consign- 
ment notes  which  contract  them  out  of 
all  liability  for  delay,  damage,  or  destruc- 
tion ;  and  whether  he  will  inquire  luto 
those  points  with  reference  to  Irish  rail- 
ways ? 

Mr,  BRYCE  :  I  am  not  aware  that 
the  Railway  Commissioners  have  any 
jurisdiction  iu  tliis  matter.  The  question 
of  the  reasonableness  of  conditions  is 
one  for  tbe  ordinary  Courts  of  Law,  and 
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they  are  fnlly  competent  to  deal  with 
any  ease  in  which  this  point  arises.  I 
do  not,  therefore,  see,  us  at  present  advised, 
that  an  inquiry  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  serve  any  useful  purpose. 

ALLEGED  OUTRAGE  ON  BRITISH 
INDIANS  IN  MADAGASCAR. 

Mr.  NAOROJI  (Finsbury,  Central)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  would 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  an  alleged 
unprovoked  attack  by  M.  Suberbie,  a 
French  holder  of  a  concession  from  the 
Government  of  Madagascar,  upon  British 
Indian  subjects,  the  result-  of  which 
was  the  seizure  of  their  persons,  trading 
canoe,  and  property,  including  200  ounces 
of  gold  dust ;  and  whether  M.  Suberbie's 
men  fired  on  the  British  Indians  when  in 
their  canoe,  with  the  British  flag  flying  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  The  Acting  Consul  reports  that 
he  is  in  communication  with  the  French 
Resident  General  respecting  the  state- 
ment of  a  British  Indian,  made  in  No- 
vember last,  that  his  canoe  had  been 
stopped,  and  that  he  had  l>een  detained 
and  searched  for  gold  dust  by  Hova 
Authorities  at  M.  Suberbie's  instigation. 
The  declaration  of  the  British  Indian 
makes  no  mention  of  firing  upon  the 
canoe,  and  states  that  no  gold  dust  was 
found,  and  the  canoe  and  property  were 
restored  with  the  exception  of  one  box 
containing  a  small  sum  of  money  which 
was  missing.  We  are  waiting  tO  receive 
the  explanation  from  the  French  Resi- 
dent General. 

Mr.  NAOROJI  :  That  answer  refers 
to  an  entirely  ditfercnt  case.  Will  the 
hon.  Baronet  further  inquire  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
can  give  me  any  information  I  will  in- 
quire into  it. 

PHOENIX  PARK  CONSTABULARY  DEP6t. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if,  of  the  seven  depot 
officers  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
residing  in  the  Phoenix  Park — namely, 
the  Commandant,  the  Adjutant,  and  five 
District  Inspectors,  only  one  (a  District 
Inspector)  is  an  Irishman  and  a  Catholic, 
all  the  others  being  Englishmen  and 
Protestants  ;    and  whether    these    seven 
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form  the  disciplinary  officers  of  th( 
depot  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  There  are  1: 
officers  permanently  stationed  at  th' 
Constabulary  dep6t ;  of  these,  I  am  told 
eight  are  Protestants  and  four  Romai 
Catholics,  six  are  Englishmen  and  si: 
Irishmen.  All  these  officers  are  disci 
plinary  officers  in  their  several  depart 
ments. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
May  I  ask  whether  these  interrogatorie 
are  likely  to  advance  the  cause  of  Horn 
Rule  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  They  are  likel; 
to  get  fair  play  for  the  Catholics,  at  an; 
rate. 

PIGEON  HOUSE  FORT,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry) :  I  beg  t 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wa 
whether  any  agreement  has  been  entere 
into  with  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  fc 
the  purchase  of  the  Pigeon  House  For 
or  whether  any  negotiations  in  relatio 
thereto  are  pending  ;  and  whether  thei 
is  any  statutory  power  authorising  th 
application  of  the  rates  for  such  a  pu: 
pose  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
No  agreement  has  been  entered  into  wit 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin  for  the  pu; 
chase  of  Pigeon  House  Fort,  but  neg< 
tiations  on  the  subject  are  l>eing  carrie 
on.  I  am  unable  to  answer  the  secon 
question,  which  seems  rather  to  be 
question  for  the  Corporation  and  the  rat 
payers. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentl 
man  aware  that  the  object  of  the  Co 
poration  of  Dublin  in  trying  to  secuj 
possession  of  Pigeon  House  Fort  is  t 
enable  them  to  carry  out  a  most  extei 
sive  scheme  of  drainage  which  tl 
residents  of  Dublin  strongly  object  to  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
My  information  is  that  the  Corporatic 
are  promoting  an  elaborate  scheme  < 
drainage,  which,  so  far  as  I  can  judg 
deserves  the  support  of  the  inhabitant 
if  I  may  be  allowed  to  express  s 
opinion,  and  I  am  disposed  to  give  a 
the  assistance  in  my  power. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Will  the  right  ho 
Gentleman  consult  his  Legal  Advise 
as  to  whether  there  is  power  to  apply  tl 
rates  in  this  particular  way  ? 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
That  is  not  my  affair ;  it  is  the  affair  of 
the  Corporation. 

THE  NILE  RBSERVOIRS. 
Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversbam):  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Warrington,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty^s  Government  to 
make  any  commnnieation  to  this  House, 
before  the  close  of  the  Session,  on  the 
subject  of  Nile  reservoirs  ;  and  whether 
the  proposal  to  make  a  reservoir  dam  at 
Philse  has  been  approved  by  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  question  of  the 
Nile  reservoirs,  which  is  one  of  great 
difficulty,  is  still  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Egyptian  Government,  and  no  de- 
cision is  likely  to  be  arrived  at  for  a  con- 
siderable time.  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment have  forwarded  for  consideration 
the  various  representations  which  have 
been  made  to  them  upon  the  subject,  but 
have  not  themselves  expressed  any 
opinion  on  the  several  proposals. 

SALES  OF  CHARITY  LANDS  IN  ESSEX. 
Mr.  DODD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Parlia- 
mentary Charity  Commissioner  whether 
he  is  aware  that  at  Hatfield  Peverel,  Es- 
sex, and  at  Walton-on-the-Naze,  Essex, 
meetings  of  the  inhabitants  have  been 
held  protesting  against  proposed  sales  of 
charity  lands  in  those  places ;  whether 
tlie  Charity  Commissioners  will  withhold 
their  consent  to  such  sales,  at  any  rate, 
until  after  the  new  Local  Government 
Act  comes  into  operation  ;  and  if  the 
Commissioners  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  refusing  as  a  rule  their  consent 
to  sales  of  charity  lands  pending  the 
coming  into  operation  of  that  Act,  and 
pending  the  consideration  by  this  House 
of  the  Report  of  the  recent  Committee 
upon  the  Charity  Commission  and  of  the 
suggestions  therein  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  CHA- 
RITY COMMISSIONER  (Mr.  F.  S. 
Stevensox,  Suffolk,  Eye)  :  At  Walton- 
on-the-Naze  the  sanction  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  to  the  proposed  sale  of 
charity  lauds  has  already  been  suspended 
until  the  Local  Government  Act,  1894, 
comes  into  operation.  In  the  case  of 
Hatfield   Peverel,   Essex,  notice  of  the 


proposed  sale  of  charity  lands  is  still 
running.  The  Commissioners  have  re- 
solved that,  pending  the  appointment  of 
new  Trustees,  by  or  in  pursuance  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  1894,  no  sale  of 
land  of  a  charity  be  authorised  by  the 
Board  in  a  rural  parish,  esLcept  in  a  case 
of  special  urgency  in  the  interest  of  the 
charity. 

THE    BRITISH    SOUTH    AFRICA 
COMPANY. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  what  number  or  amount  of 
debentures  or  Debenture  Stock  have  been 
issued  by  the  British  South  Africa 
Company,  and  on  what  terms  and  under 
what  powers  they  have  been  issued ; 
whether  there  is  any  limit  to  the  amount 
which  may  be  issued  by  the  Company  ; 
and  whether  all  or  any  of  the  debentures 
or  Debenture  Stock  would  have  priority 
over  the  charge  purported  to  be  given  by 
the  Company  over  the  revenues  of  their 
territory  by  the  contract  with  the  Bech- 
uanaland Railway  Company  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON :  The  British  South 
Africa  Company  has  pow^r,  under  its 
Charter,  to  issue  debentures  to  the  extent 
of  one-half  of  its  share  capital.  Under 
that  power  it  has  created  £750,000  Six 
per  cent.  Debentures,  of  which  about 
£650,000  have  been  issued  up  to  date. 
None  of  these  debentures  have  priority 
over  the  railway  subsidy  charge  given  by 
the  Company  over  certain  of  the  sources 
of  revenue  of  their  territory  under  the 
Bechuanaland  Railway  Contract. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  Were  the  debentures 
issued  at  par  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  That  I  cannot 
say. 

THE  BECHUANALAND  RAILWAY 
CONTRACT. 
Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  any  Trea- 
sury Minute  has  been  made  approving  of 
the  terms  of  the  contract  relating  to  the 
Bechuanaland  Railway  which  has  l>ecn 
laid  before  the  House  ;  and  whether  the 
House  will  have  an  opportunty  of  dis- 
cussing this  question  before  the  Minute  is 
made  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Treasury 
Minute  has  been  prepared,  and  I  am  to- 
day laying  a  copy  on  the  Table.     The 
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contract,  however,  will  not  be  biadiug 
until  30  days  after  the  Srd  August, 
the  day  ou  which  it  wras   presented  to 

ParUament. 

DONEGAL   VOTERS^  LIST. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteuaut  of  Irelaud  will  he  ex- 
plain why  the  lists  of  Parliameutary 
voters  were  not  posted  outside  the  police 
barrack  at  Carrick,  County  Donegal,  thi« 
year,  a8  has  tieeu  the  iavariable  practice 
every  year  since  The  Fraiichiee  Act, 
1885,  came  into  operation  ;  is  it  the  duty 
of  the  Constabulary  to  have  these  Uats 
hung  outside  the  barrack  ;  and,  if  so, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  neglect ;  and 
did  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  give  instruc- 
tions this  year  to  the  Congtubulary  to 
have  the  lists  posted  outside  the  barracks 
for  14  days  from  the  21st  of  Jul}', 
between  the  hours  of  10  a.m.  and  4  p.m.  ; 
and,  if  so,  why  were  his  instructions  dis- 
regardeil  ? 

Mr,  J.  MO  RLE  Y  ;  I  am  informed  by 
the  j>olice  tUat  tUe  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
gave  instructions  that  the  lists  should  be 
posted  at  the  barrack  for  the  prescribed 
lime  and  during  the  prescribed  hours,  and 
that  the  sergeant  to  whom  these  in- 
structions were  sent  did  not  understand 
them  as  meaning  tbat  the  lists  should  be 
posted  outside  the  barrack.  Me  states 
indeed,  tbat  owing  to  tbe  wind  and  rain 
the  lists  could  not  be  posted  outside.  I 
shall  make  further  inquiry  in  the 
matter. 

KtLLUCAN  MEDICAL  OFFICER. 
Captalv  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  : 
On  beJialf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Wostmeath,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  can  he  stat^  the  groundt« 
on  which  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland  continue  to  wiibhold 
their  sanction  to  a  loan  for  the  erection 
of  a  tlispensary  and  residence  for  the 
medical  officer  at  Killucan,  in  the  County 
of  Westmeath,  the  Local  Government 
Board  foe  Ireland  li§ving  already  signi- 
fied their  approval  of  the  undertaking  ; 
and  whether,  as  this  proposed  loau  has 
been  now  over  12  months  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Commissioners  of  Works, 
a  decision  will  soon  lie  arrived  at  ? 

•Stu  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  drst  application  from  the 

Sir  J.  T.  Hihhtrt 


Guardians  was  received  ou  the  14th  of 
September,  1893,  and  the  Board  of 
Works  replied  on  the  18th  of  Septemljer 
asking  for  the  deposit  of  tbe  leasse,  plans^ 
&c,  ;  but,  though  several  reminders  were 
sent  to  the  Guardians,  the  proper  docu- 
ments were  not  received  till  the  25th 
May  laHt.  Tbe  plans,  being  found  defec- 
tive, were  returned  on  the  18th  of  June, 
and  the  corrected  specification  was  re- 
ceived on  the  3rd  instant,  and  ii  now 
being  examined.  The  approval  of  th^^ 
Local  Government  Board  will  be  required 
for  the  altered  plan  before  the  loiui 
Vk)  sanctioned. 

THE  IRISH  LANGUAGE  IN  TKTSH 
SCHOOLS. 
Caitaik  DONELAN  :  I  btg  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
thjit  in  Gal  way  and  other  towns  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  shop  assistants  are  re- 
c]uired  to  know  Irish  as  well  as  English 
owing  to  many  of  the  customers  speaking 
Irish  only  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  this 
fact,  an  arrangement  could  be  made  to 
enable  children  in  these  districts  to 
receive  instruction  through  the  medium 
of  their  native  tongue  during  a  certiitD 
period  of  each  school  day  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  every  national 

school  in  Ireland  the  following  Regula- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  is  suspended 
for  the  guidance  of  managers  and 
teachers  \ — 

**  tf  there  arc  Iri«h4pealdug  pnpiU  in  a 
<chnol,  the  teacher,  if  acquainted!  with  tbe 
Irish  language*  shoiOii,  whenever  practicable^ 
employ  the  vernacular  as  an  aid  t^  the  elucfda- 
tion  and  acquisition  of  the  EngHsb  laniniage.** 

Ill  order  to  encourage  teachers  to  instmct 
their  pupils  in  Irish  the  result  fee  allowed 
by  the  Coramissioners  for  a  pass  tbereiu 
as  an  extra  branch  to  pupil**  of  the  5th 
chiss  and  above  is  lOs.,  or  double  the  fee 
allowed  forFrenclu 

Cai'Tain  DONELAK  :  Can  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  t*ay  whetber  national 
school  teachers  in  dittricta  in  the  Wirst 
of  Ireland  are  required  to  possessj  any 
knowledge  themselves  of  the  Irish 
language  ? 

Mr.  tL  MORLEY:  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  rec^uired,  but  I  understand  that 
it  is  considered  to  be  a  desirable  qualifica- 
tion. 
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RESULT  FEES  IK  lEISH  NATIONAL 
SCHOOLS, 

Captajn  DONELAN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Liew te- 
nant of  Irelaud  whether  he  is  aware  that 
result  fees  are  not  allowed!  to  Irish 
National  School  teachers  iu  respect  to 
pupils  under  the  fifth  class  ;  and  whether 
he  will  advise  the  Commisaioners  of  Na- 
iional  Education  iu  Ireland  to  consider 
the  desirability  of  extending  the  system 
of  result  fees  to  all  classes  ? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  The  assertion  in 
the  Brst  paragraph  of  my  hou.  Friend's 
question  is  not  according  to  the  fact,  as 
result  fees  are  paid  for  pupils  in  all  classed, 
whether  above  or  below  ttfth  class, 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  AT  EMLY, 
Mr.  MANDEVILLE  (Tipperary,  S,)  : 
L^  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
^^Kord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when  will 
^^ne  Local  Government  ^oard  send  an 
^^brbitrator  to  value  the  proposed  sites  for 
^^bbourers*  cottages  in  the  parish  of 
^^p!mh%  County  Tipperary  ? 

Mr,  J*  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Boartl  inform  me  that  it  would 
be  premature  to  apply  to  jthe  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works  to  appoiot  an 
arbitrator  to  value  tbc  plots  of  land  until 
lifter  the  issue  of  a  Provisional 
Order  confirming  the  scheme  of  the 
Guardians,  The  Report  of  the  Inspector 
on  the  scheme  was  received  by  the 
Board  last  week,  and  is  now  under  con- 
sideration* 

BOOKMAKERS  AT  IRISH  CVCLING 
RACES, 

Mr-  T,  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  with  re- 
ference to  the  restrictions  on  cycling  in 
the  Pbcenix  Park,  if  the  presence  of 
bookmakers  is  a  nuisance  at  these  races, 
and  the  cause  of  their  being  stopped  ; 
why  do  not  the  police  remove  the  offenders 
aud  put  down  betting  ;  wbether  a  depu- 
tiou  of  the  Irish  Cyclista'  Association 
have  assured  the  Board  of  Works  that 
their  Rules  forbid  betting,  and  that  they 
severely  punished  offenders  for  such  an 
infraction  of  their  Rules  ;  if  so,  why  are 
their  members  to  be  deprived  of  a  privi- 
lege because  of  the  action  of  lawbreakers 
whom  the  police  can  cope  with  ;  and 
under  what  Statute  are  their  sports  to 
be  eurtailed  ? 


Sir  J,  T.  HIBBERT :  As  already 
stated^  in  reply  to  my  hon*  and  learned 
Friend's  question  of  the  24th  ultimo,  no 
restrictions  have  been  placed  on  ordinary 
cycling.  The  decision  of  the  Board  of 
VVorks  not  to  give  permission  for 
races  after  this  season  was  due 
to  representations  from  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Police  not  only  aa  regard 
the  betting  nuisance,  but  also  as  regards 
the  danger  to  persons  using  the  Park  for 
ordinary  purposes.  The  Irii^h  Cyclists' 
Association  have  done  their  best  to  co- 
operate with  the  Board  of  Works  iu  dis- 
couraging l>etting,  but  they  appear  to 
have  been  quite  unsuccessful,  I  under- 
stand that  the  police  will  deal  with  any 
infraction  of  the  law  that  occurs. 

Mr.  T.M,  HEALY  :  Is  it  intended  to 
stop  all  cycling  in  the  Park  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Board  of 
Works  do  not  intend  to  stop  all  cycling, 
but  only  racing. 

Mr,  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Is  tbere  any 
power  to  arrest  the  law  breakers  ? 

Sir  J.  T,  HIBBERT  :  Yes,  I  believe 
there  is  such  a  power  under  tbc  Dublin 
Police  Act. 

Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  under  what  Statute 
the  Board  of  Works  proposes  to  exercise 
these  powers  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIRBERT  :  I  am  told  that 
if  the  police  should  be  required  to 
bring  a  case  into  Court  the  Acts  under 
which  it  might  be  brought  are  the 
Dublin  Police  Act,  the  Summary  Juris- 
diction Act,  and  the  Carriage  Act,  That 
is  the  only  information  given  to  me,  and 
I  cannot  sav  whether  it  is  correct. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  They  have  no 
powers  except  under  these  Acts  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  believe  not, 

LOANS  TO  IRISH  TENANTS. 
Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  On  be- 
half of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Gal  way, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury wbether  John  Meara,  tenant  farmer, 
of  Derrahinny,  near  Portumna,  County 
Gal  way,  on  applying  last  March  to  the 
Board  of  Works  for  a  loan  of  £60  for  the 
improvement  of  his  hoWing,  was  tequired 
by  the  Board  to  forward  a  receipt  show- 
ing payment  of  his  rent  to  November 
last,  and  thereupon  paid  the  rent  to  that 
date  and  transmitted  the  receipt  to  the 
Board;  whether  the, Board  then  called 
upon  him  to  pay  the  rent  up  to  May  last, 
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a  date  siibseqnent  td  the  time  of  hig 
applicatioD,  and  to  send  them  the  receipt ; 
whether,  notwithstanding  an  explanation 
by  the  tenant  that  the  rent  had  already 
been  paid  up  to  the  latest  customory  period, 
and  that  the  half-year  owing  represented 
the  hanging-gale,  the  Board  have  de- 
clined to  make  the  loan  on  the  ground 
that  the  security  of  the  tenant's  interest 
in  the  land  has  been  endangered  by 
"  dilatory  observance  "  of  the  condition 
as  to  payment  of  rent ;  whether  the 
Treasury  approve  of  refusing  a  loan 
where  the  rent  had  been  paid  up  to  the 
latest  customary  period ;  and  whether 
the  Board  will  reconsider  the  case  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  informed 
that  Mr.  John  Meara's  Memorial  for  a 
loan  of  £60  was  received  on  the  26th  of 
April,  1894.  It  appeared  therefrom  that 
rent  had  been  paid  only  to  November, 
1892,  and  it  was  represented  that  a 
hanging-gale  was  allowed  on  the  estate 
on  which  ho  is  a  tenant.  As,  however, 
Mr.  Meara  is  a  judicial  tenant  he  was 
not  legally  entitled  to  any  concession  of 
this  nature.  On  receipt  of  the  Memorial 
the  applicant  wns  asked  to  forward  a  re- 
ceipt for  the  November,  1893,  gale  of 
rent,  that  being,  at  the  time,  the  latest 
period  to  which  rent  should  l>e  paid. 
Before  this  requirement  was  complied 
with  the  Board  of  Works  learned  from 
the  landlord  that  the  rent  to  1st  November, 
1892,  had  not  been  paid  till  Mr.  Meara 
had  been  served  with  ejectments,  and 
just  before  his  time  as  caretaker  ex- 
j)ired,  and  also  that  the  May  gale  should 
have  been  paid  when  due,  thus  showing 
that  the  rent  had  not  been  paid  to  the 
latest  customary  period.  As  the  Board 
of  Works'  security  for  a  Land  Law  Loan 
is  the  tenant's  interest  in  his  holding  it 
is  apparent  that  anything  that  would 
weaken  that  security  should  enter  largely 
into  the  consideration  of  the  question 
whether  a  loan  should  be  made.  Here 
the  tenant's  rent  is  in  arrear  for  1^  years, 
and,  in  consequence,  it  is  open  to  his 
landlord  to  institute  pro(*eedings  for 
ejectment  and  termination  of  the  tenant's 
interest. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  : 
Would  an  Essex  tenant  have  any  chance 
of  borrowing  £60  if  he  did  not  pay  his 
rent  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  IIIBBERT :  I  do  not 
suppose  he  would. 

Jfr^  Sexton 


CRIME    IN    GALWAY. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  On  behalf  of  the  hou 
Member  for  East  Gal  way,  I  beg  to  asl- 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  LieiL 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  awar 
that  Judge  Andrews,  when  addressing   ,m\ 
the  Grand  Jury  for  the  County  of  GaT  ..«] 
way,  said  the  bills  to  go   before   thei^c"   ii 
were    only     four     of     an    unimportatz^^mi 
character,  and  that,  by  the  County  Ib^^di- 
spector^s  Report,  there  was  no  increa^^^e 
in  the  reported  cases  for  this  oompar^^^^d 
with  the  corresponding  period  last  yea^^r, 
still  there  were  men  under  police  pr^^«>- 
tection   in  the  eastern   division   of   tl — =2e 
county,  that  most  of  those  were  on  tk^:3e 
Clanricarde    Estate,    and     those    und<^^r 
partial  police  protection  were  also  on  tk^i^e 
same  estate,  and   were  it  not  for  tho^^ 
cases  there  would  be  very  little  to  cor^i- 
plain  of  ;  whether  he  will  state  what        is 
the  annual  cost  for  }K)lice  protection  c"~3n 
the  Clanricarde  Estate  ;  and  what  w^  :^re 
Mr.  Toner's,  agent  to  Lord  Clanrican^^e, 
qualifications    to   be  a  member  of  t  ^Ke 
Grand  Jury   addressed  by   Judge    A_     n- 
drews  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  stateme^^ts 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  question  i— ^are 
snbstantially  correct.  In  regard,  ho  ■^•'W- 
ever,  to  the  matter  of  special  police  p  ^pro- 
tection in  the  East  Riding  of  the  conn  -^r^uy* 

the  Judge  observed  that  about  one-Lfl Aali 

of  the  numlKjr  of  persons  receiving  SL^r  web 
protection  were  on  the  Clanrica-^^«^r<^* 
Estate.  The  Judge's  remarks  were  <J'  J  »* 
follows  : — 

"There  are  15  persona  in  the  East  Ric=^'  ding 
under  constant  jwlicc  i)rotection  ;  nine  of  tlBT^hes* 
are  on  the  Clanricarde  Estate.  There  aiU— — ^^  27 
other  persons  Afforded  police  protectioD^ 
whom  14  are  on  the  Clanricarde  Estate,  ma^^ 
42  altogether,  involving  the  necessity  of 
ploying  no  fewer  than  92  members  of  the 
Btabulary." 

The  cost   of   police  protection    on 
Clanricarde  Estate  last  year  was  f/lfZ^^. 
With  regard  to  the  last  part  of  the  qi"» fic- 
tion, I  presume  that  Mr.  Tener  was  fSMMUi' 
moned   to  represent   the  property  over 
which  he  acts  as  agent.   My  hon.  FrIeoJ 
knows  that  the  Executive  Governine»t 
have  no  voice  or  control  in  the  matter  of 
choosing   the    members    of   the   Gmml 
Jury.      The    Sheriff   is    at    liberty   to 
choose   whomsoever   he   likes,  provided 
there  is  one  representative  from    each 
barony. 
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Mb.  KNOX  :  Is  there  a-nj  power 
under  the  Begulations  of  the  Iristi  police 
to  charge  the  expense  for  special  police 
protection  on  the  person  protected  in  the 
same  way  as  is  done  in  England  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  my  hon.  Friend 
will  put  that  question  down  I  will  in- 
quire. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  charge  of 
£2,098  a  year  on  this  one  Irish  estate  a 
continuing  annual  charge  on  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOELEY  :  Of  course,  a  moiety 
of  this  £2,098  for  police  protection  last 
year  came  out  of  sums  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mu.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Will  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  their  next 
Finance  Bill  consider  the  possibility  of 
placing  a  special  tax  on  the  persons  re- 
quiring protection  ? 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  Will  the  Government  also 
consider  the  expediency  of  putting  a  tax 
on  those  who  cause  the  disturbance  and 
expenditure  ? 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Having  regard  to  the 
threats  uttered  in  this  House  during  the 
past  few  days,  will  the  Chief  Secretary 
give  an  assurance  that  he  will  not  relax 
this  police  protection  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think,  Sir,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  must  know 
that  that  is  a  perfectly  superfluous  and 
idle  question. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  I  cannot  agree  that  it  is 
superfluous.  May  I  ask  whether  the 
£2,098  represents  the  ordinary  pay  of 
these  policemen  engaged  in  special  pro- 
tection, or  whether  it  is  extra  expendi- 
ture ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  that 
the  special  cost  of  this  special  protection 
last  year  was  £2,098  ? 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Was  it  the  ordinary  pay 
of  the  police  so  engaged,  or  was  it  in 
addition  to  their  ordinary  pay  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  sure.  I 
am  informed  that  this  special  protection 
is  an  element  of  the  charge. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Will  the  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman  ascertain  ? 

[No  answer  was  returnetl.] 

BESIDBNCE    OF   RESIDENT  MAGIS- 
TRATES AT  PORTUMNA. 

Mr.  sexton  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Galway,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  'to  tlio  Lord  Lieu* 


tenant  of  Ireland  whether  Colonel  Long- 
bourpe,  Resident  Magistrate,  has  applied 
to  the  Government  to  allow  him  to  re- 
side at  Portumna  instead  of  loughrea, 
where  his  predecessors  up  to  the  present 
have  resided  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  feeling  in  the  district  and  of  Colonel 
Longbourne^s  association  with  the  agent 
to  Lord  Clanricarde,  he  will  be  allowed 
to  reside  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
Portumna  Castle  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Colonel  Long- 
bourne,  Resident  Magistrate,  received 
permission  to  reside  at  Portumna  instead 
of  Loughrea,  because  no  suitable  house 
was  available  at  the  latter  place,  while 
there  was  one  to  be  had  at  Portumna. 
Portumna  was  formerly  the  headquarters 
of  a  Resident  Magistrate,  and  Colonel 
Longbourne's  immediate  predecessor  re- 
sided about  six  miles  from  Loughrea. 

Mr,  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Is  the  reason 
why  a  house  cannot  be  obtained  for  a 
Resident  Magistrate  to  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  Lord  Chiuricarde  refuses  to  put 
the  house  in  repair  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  have  heard 
something  of  the  kind  ;  I  cannot  say  if 
it  is  true. 

IRISH  AGRICULTURAL  CLASS  BOOKS. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland,  in  the 
latest  edition  of  their  agricultural  class- 
book,  deliberately  advertise  imported 
agricultural  machinery  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  the  article  made  in  Ireland  ; 
and  if  this  statement  is  true  will  he 
recommend  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  to  give  a  fair  field  to  Irish 
manufacturers  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  particular 
book  referred  to  in  the  question  contains 
a  variety  of  illustrations  of  agricultural 
implements  named  after  their  itiventors 
or  manufacturers,  but  with  no  intention 
of  advertising  the  implements.  In  the 
next  edition,  should  another  edition  come 
into  use,  all  this  will  so  far  as  practicable 
be  corrected.  The  book  referred  to 
obtains  little  or  no  circulation  in  the 
National  Schools,  less  than  400  copies 
having  been  sold  last  year.  The 
book,  which  is  practically  the  agricultural 
text-book  of  the  National  Schools,  and 
prescribed  in    the    Commissioners*  pro- 
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gmmme  for  the  instmctiou  of  the  pupils, 
is  that  desigrnated  "  Jntrodoction  to  Prac- 
tical Fanning,'*  of  which  about  22,000 
were  sold  last  year.  This  book  is  io  tio 
respect  opeu  to  the  charge  conveyed  in 
the  first  part  of  the  questioD, 

WKXFORD  GRAND  JURY. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuteuaut 
of  Irehind  whether  the  appointment  as  a 
Grand  Juror  of  Wexford  of  Mr.  J.  J. 
Percivnl,  junior,  who  lives  in  lodgings 
and  pays  no  county  rates,  was  valid, 
having  regard  to  the  provisions  of  Sec- 
tion 31  of  the  Grand  Jury  Act  of  1836, 
which  provides  that  the  Sheriff  shall 
phvce  first  on  the  panel  for  each  barony 
or  htttf  barony  the  name  of  some  person 
having  in  such  barony  or  half  barony 
freehold  lands  of  the  yearly  value  of  £50 
and  upwards,  or  teiisehold  land  of  the 
value  of  £10Q  over  and  above  the  amount 
of  rent  payable  thereout  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  Informed 
tiiat  the  gentleman  named  in  the  ques- 
tion was  not  on  the  Grand  Jury.  This 
fitatemeut,  I  take  it,  applies  to  the  last 
Assizes,  When  at  Wexford  he  resides 
with  his  sisters,  who  are  rated  occupiers, 
and  he  himself  owns  freehold  property 
of  the  value  of  more  than  £50  yearly,  on 
which  he  pays  county  cess. 

GREAT  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  SIGNAL- 
MEN. 

Mft^CHANNING  (Xorthampton,E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  resolutions,  passed  by  the 
Leeds  Central  Branch  of  the  Amalga- 
mated Society  of  Railway  Servauts,  pro- 
testing against  the  action  of  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company  In  altering 
the  hours  of  signalmen,  in  the  Iwxes  at 
Bees  ton  Station  and  other  places  on 
their  lines,  from  eight  to  10  hours ; 
and  whether  he  has  taken,  or  will  take 
steps,  under  the  Railway  Hours  Bill, 
1893,  to  check  the  action  of  the  Com- 
pany in  thus  increasing  the  hours  of 
labour  ?  I  wish,  further,  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  bin  atten- 
tion has  not  been  specially  calle*l  to  the 
boxes  at  Barkstone,  and  to  the  two 
boxes  at  Stevenage  ;  and  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  those  boxes  and  many 
others  on  the  main  line  which  are  now 
raised  to  10  hours  have  been  eight-hour 

Mr,  J^  Motley 


boxes   for   periods   ranging  from  21    to  i 
seven  years,  and  whether   the  work  at 
all    of    them    has    not   enormously    in* 
creased  ? 

Mr,  BRYCE  :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
answer  that  question  as  to  particular 
lioxes  without  notice.  The  number  cif 
these  boxes  is  very  large.  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  these  resohnions,  and 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company 
have  been  asked  for  a  statement  of  the 
duties  performed  by  the  sigualmeu.  The 
Board  have  no  authority  under  the 
Railway  Regulation  Act,  1893,  to  pre- 
vent the  Company  increasing  the  hours 
of  their  men,  but  if  it  is  represeoted  to 
them  that  the  boors  when  increased  are 
unreasonable  they  will  use  the  powers 
given  them  by  the  Act  with  a  view  to  a 
reduction  if  it  is  found  to  be  necessary. 

Mr.  CIIANNIKG  t  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^s  answer  apply  to  all  the 
boxes  on  the  line»  or  to  this  particular 
box  only  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  To  the  particular  box, 

in  the  first  instance.  The  latter  part  of 
the  answer  is,  of  course,  general.  We  shall 
act  on  any  representations  whicii  may  he 
made  to  us. 

Mr.  CHANNING:  Have  not  th«j 
Board  of  Trade  power  otherwise  than  by  [ 
representation    to    take   action   in    theee| 

matters  ? 

Mr,  BRYCE  :  The  view  the  Boorti  I 
of  Trade  hav^  taken  is  that  their  duty 
is,  first  of  all,  to  call  upon  the  Company 
t4)  submit  revised  schedules,  and  if  the 
schedules  siubmitted  are  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  views  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  the  matter  is  referred  to  the  Rail* 
way  Commissioners, 

THE  MERCHANT  SHirPIKO  BILL. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  l>eg  to  ask  tbej 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  when 
the   Report   of  the   Committee   on    the] 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill  will  be  issued  ^ 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  understand  that  the  J 
Report  to  which  the  hon.  Member   refers 
will  be  issued  very  shortly.     It  is,  I  bo-  j 
lieve,  not  usual  to  issue  Reports  on  Revi-  \ 
sion    and  Consolidation    Bills  until    the 
Committee  is  over,  when  they  are  issued 
with  the  Minutes  of  Proceed ings»     But 
the  matter  is  one  rather  for  the  authori- 
ties of  the  House  than  for  me. 
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ST.  LAWBBNCB  SCHOOL,  WALTHAM. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  case  of  the 
Waltliam  St.  Lawrence,  Sherlock  Street, 
School,  by  which  a  deduction  of 
£6  8s.  4d.,  or  of  one-ninth  of  the  total 
grant  to  the  school,  has  been  made  be- 
cause one  of  the  teachers  was  only  pro- 
visionally recognised  under  Article  68 
of  the  Code ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Inspector,  in  his  Report  on  the  infant 
class  taught  by  this  teacher,  stated  that 
the  reading  is  pretty  good,  arithmetic 
good  on  the  whole,  and  recitation  nicely 
said ;  and  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  will  re-consider  the  withdrawal 
of  the  grant  to  a  small  agricultural  village 
school ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  teacher  in  ques- 
tion was  not  recognised  at  all  under 
Article  68,  as  Her  Majesty's  Inspector 
was  unable  to  approve  ber.  A  deduc- 
tion was  accordingly  made  from  the 
grant  for  insufficiency  of  staff,  according 
to  the  universal  practice  of  the  Depart- 
ment, under  Article  108  of  the  Code. 
Her  Majesty's  Inspector  also  stated  in 
his  Report  that  the  object  lessons  were 
very  poorly  given,  and  the  other  occupa- 
tions of  the  infants  so  treated  as  to  have 
little  educational  value. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  same  teacher 
was  successful  in  another  place,  and  re- 
ceived the  Inspector's  approval  ?  Does 
he  know  that  this  is  a  very  small  place ; 
that  by  accident  the  additional  teacher 
was  not  returned,  and  that  a  heavy  loss  falls 
upon  the  school,  which  seems  to  be  very 
hard  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  did  not  know  that 
the  teacher  had  been  employed  and  ap- 
proved elsewhere.  I  did  know  an 
additional  teacher  was  missed  out.  If 
any  facts  are  laid  before  me  I  will  con- 
sider them. 

COMMANDEERING  IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Government  of  the  Trans- 
vaal have  given  up  the  claim  to  comman- 
deer British  residents  in  the  Transvaal 
for  food  and  supplies  ? 

VOL.  XXVIII.  [fourth  series.] 


Mr.  S.  BUXTON :  As  regards  the 
levying  of  contributions  in  money  or 
goods,  British  subjects  are  now  in  the 
same  position  as  all  other  residents  in  the 
Transvaal.  Like  burghers  of  the  Re- 
public and  other  foreign  subjects  they  are 
alike  liable  to  the  ordinary  war  contribu- 
tion, but  to  that  only. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  -a  position  to 
say  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  British 
subjects  recently  commandeered  and  im- 
prisoned were  turned  adrift  by  the  Boer 
authorities  in  the  open  trek  200  miles 
from  their  homes  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation to  that  effect. 

CHARITABLE  BEQUESTS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  there  is  any  law 
obliging  the  Commissioners  of  Charitable 
Donations  and  Bequests  in  Ireland  to  in- 
vest the  moneys  of  the  charities  they  con- 
trol in  Consols,  which  pay  only  2|per  cent, 
interest,  thereby  materially  limiting  the 
income  of  the  charities  concerned  ;  if 
there  be  such  a  law,  have  the  Commis- 
sioners invariably  acted  upon  it ;  if  there 
be  no  such  law,  why  do  they  keep 
these  moneys  locked  up  in  Consols, 
and  to  the  detriment  of  the  charities 
prevent  investments  in  approved 
securities  bearing  a  larger  interest  ; 
and  is  there  any  means  by  which 
the  Commissioners  may  be  induced  to 
allow  sale  of  Consols  and  investments  in 
other  securities  which  are  legally  open 
to  investment  by  Trustees,  and  which 
bear  greater  interest  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Commissioners  that 
in  all  cases  where  application  has  been 
made  to  them  to  change  the  investment 
of  charity  funds  in  the  hands  of  the 
Board,  standing  in  Government  Stock, 
they  have  been  of  opinion  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  charities  concerned  have 
been  best  served  by  retaining  the  corpus 
of  the  funds  in  Government  Stock,  save 
in  one  instance,  where  under  special  cir- 
cumstances the  Commissioners  were 
authorised  by  a  scheme  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  niter  the  investment.  As 
the  Commissioners  have  adjourned  their 
sittings  during  the  legal  recess,  I  regret 
it  has  not  been  found  practicable  to  oh- 
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tain  a  more  detailed 
Friend's  inquiries* 

Mr.  sexton  :  Ha?  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  objection  to  representing 
to  the  Cojnniii<sioner9  the  wisdom  in  the 
interests  of  tbe  charities  of  investing  in 
Consols  and  other  specified  securities  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  I  tbink  that  is  a 
very  proper  matter  to  call  their  attention 
to,  and  I  will  do  so. 

BARRY  LINKS. 
Captain  HOPE  (Linlithgow)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  it  has  come  to  ibe  knowledge  of 
the  War  Department  that  much  of  the 
ground  acquireil  by  tbe  Government  at 
Barry  Links  for  the  onoatnpment  of 
military  forces  (Regular  and  Reserve)  is 
rendered  practically  inaccessible  from  tbe 
neare^it  railway  stations,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  tbe  Government,  while  ow^ning 
tbe  land  bounded  on  tbe  north  by  the 
railway  and  on  tbe  south  by  the  sea,  have 
not  acquiretl  any  right  of  access  to  that 
land  from  the  north  side  of  the  railway  ; 
whether  early  steps  will  be  taken  to 
remedy  the  very  great  inconvenience 
caused  by  thh  state  of  matters ;  and 
whorber  it  is  tbe  inleiitiou  of  the  War 
Department  to  make  road»  suitable  for 
tbe  passage  of  wheeled  traffic,  to  connect 
the  various  camping  grounds  ou  tbe 
Links  ;  and,  if  so,  when  this  will  be 
done  ? 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL^BANKERMAN  : 
Tbe  War  Department  has  no  information 
that  Barry  Links  are  inaccessible  as  de- 
scribed, and  no  inconvenience  has  been 
reported.  Roads  for  communication  on 
the  War  Department  land  have  been 
made  to  meet  military  requirements,  and 
further  roads  would,  no  doubt,  be  made 
should  they  be  found  necessary. 

♦Captain  HOPE  :  If  I  give  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  information  as  to  the 
considerable  inconvenience  caused,  will  be 
make  inquiries  ?  As  a  fact,  one  brigade, 
although  only  a  mile  from  the  railway 
station,  had  to  send  it-*  baggage  four 
miles  round  in  order  to  get  it  on  the 
rails. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  shall  be  happy  to  receive  such  informa- 
tion. There  may  be  accidental  circum- 
stances of  that  kind  which  possibly  the 
Military  Authorities  did  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  commuaicate  to  the  War 
Office. 

Jfr,  J.  Motley 


SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPABTMBNT 

DIKECTORV. 
Mk.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  :  I  beg 
to  ank  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether 
he  is  aware  that  tbe  new  issue  of  the 
Directory  of  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment was  distributed  through  the  post  to 
the  local  secretaries  of  science  and  art 
classes  throughout  the  country  oo 
Saturday  last,  thus  entailing  the  deliverr 
by  postmen  on  Sunday  of  a  large  number 
of  parcels  each  weighing  over  two 
pounds ;  and  whether,  seeing  the 
desimbility  of  preventing  aa  much  aa 
possible  all  unneeessary  Sunday  labour, 
ho  will  give  instructions  which  will 
prevent  Departmental  Papers  having  to 
\yi^  deliveretl  in  future  on  that  day  ? 

Mb.  ,  ACLAND  :  Much  the  larger 
portion  of  these  Reports  were  sent  out  ou 
Friday.  Owing  to  an  insufficiency  of 
the  supply  from  the  Queen's  Printers, 
some  were  not  sent  out  till  Saturday. 
An  endeavour  is  always  made  to  avoid 
sending  heavy  posts  on  Saturdays. 

SPORTIKG  TELEGRAMS  FOR  NEW8- 
PAPERS, 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Her©. 
ford)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Deptford,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master  General  whether  it  is  within  the 
discretiun  of  the  Postmaster  General  to 
register  newspapers  for  the  receipt  of 
telegrams  at  specially  cheap  rates,  such 
telegrams  being  for  publication ;  does 
the  Post  Office  accept  at  such  rates 
telegrams  concerning  tbe  startiug  prices 
of  racehorses,  in  order  ifiat  bets  may  be 
made  ;  is  a  list  of  newspapei'g,  registerod 
for  that  purpose,  kept  at  tbe  General 
Post  Office  ;  and  is  The  Birmingham 
Racing  News  and  Sporting  Item 
amongst  the  publications  so  favoured  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  It  is  within  the 

discretion  of  the  Postmaster  General  to 
register  newspapers  for  the  receipt  of 
telegrams  at  the  Press  rates.  Such  tele- 
grams must  consist  exclusively  of  news 
for  immediate  publication  in  the  news- 
papers to  which  they  are  addressed,  and 
telegrams  containing  particulars  respect* 
iug  the  starting  prices  of  racehorses 
would  1>e  accepted  at  the  Press  rates  if 
intended  for  publication  in  a  registered 
newspaper.     The  answer  to  the  two  last 


( 


465     Special  Ailowaneest  for     {DAroi* 

puragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member's  qiiestioti 
is  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  :  Is  the 
right  hoD.  GeotleQiau  aware  tbnt  ifi  the 
case  of  the  paper  mentioaed  in  the  qiies- 
tiou,  the  iDforraation  telegraphed  relates 
entirely  to  the  starting  prices  of  horses  ; 
has  the  Postmaster  Geueral  any  cliscre- 
tion  in  granting  these  special  rates  for 
telegrams  ;  and,  seeing  that  in  the  case 
of  the  newspaper  referred  to  some  time 
elapsed  between  the  application  being 
made  and  granted*  is  it  right  to  assume 
iucptiry  was  made  into  the  matter  ? 

Mr*  a.  mo R  ley  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  facts,  but  will  make  inquiry.  The 
special  rate  is  granted  unJer  an  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Mu.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Post 
Oftice  put  a  construction  of  tbeir  own  on 
the  Act  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr,  a.  MORLEY  :  No.  They  must 
be  guided  by  the  Act  of  Parliament. 

THE  TREATMENT  OF  FISHEU  LADS, 
Mr.  NUSSEY  (Pootefract)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  allegations  of  cruelty 
to  apprentices  said  to  ho  committed  on 
some  of  the  Grimsby  tishing  smacks,  and 
to  the  fact  that  some  of  the  lads  are  re- 
ported to  prefer  seven  to  ]  4  days^  im- 
prisonment, with  hard  labonr,  to  going 
to  sea  in  the  smack  in  which  they  are 
apprenticed ;  whether,  if  there  is  reason 
to  fear  the  chargesof  cruelty  well  fonuded, 
be  could  suggest  any  means  of  prevent- 
ing the  same,  or  enabling  lads  to  avoid 
such  apprenticeship  when  uoht  for  sea 
service  or  ill-treated  ;  and  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  have  some  system 
of  licensing  roasters  to  have  apprentices, 
and  some  local  supervision  over  the 
master  and  apprentices  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  My  attention  ha^  been 
called  to  the  statements  which  have 
been  made  with  respect  to  the  working 
of  the  fishing  apprentice  system  at 
Grimsby,  The  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
Local  Government  Board,  jointly,  have 
instituted  an  inquiry  into  the  whole 
system,  and  I  expect  to  receive  in  a  day 
or  two  the  Report  of  the  two  Inspectors 
who  have  conducted  the  inquiry.  Until 
I  have  considered  it  I  shall  not  be  in  a 
position  to  make  any  statement  on  the 
subject. 
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Mr,  a.  O^CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  • 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cause  the 
inquiry  to  be  extended  so  as  to  include 
the  case  of  pauper  apprentices  who 
ought  under  the  law  to  be  looked  after 
by  the  relieving  officersi?  Also,  will  it 
inchjde  children  on  coast*wise  colliers  ? 

Mk.  BRYCE  :  The  present  inquiry 
has  been  completed,  and  I  think  it  will 
be  found  that  the  Report  deals  with  the 
case  of  pauper  apprentices  sent  on 
fishing  smacks*  It  does  not  go  beyond 
that. 

Mil,  NUSSEY  :  Will  the  Report  be 
laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  r  I  presume  so.  I  have 
notyet  received  it, and  cannot'say  whether 
any  part  of  it  is  coutideutial. 

HPEaAL    ALLOWANCES    FOR    IRISH 

TELKGRAPFTIHTS. 
Mr.  SWEETMAN  (Wicklow,  E.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  will 
he  explain  why  a  smaller  allowance  re 
given  for  special  duty  to  telegraphists 
during  the  present  Naval  Manoeuvres 
than  was  given  some  years  ago  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  12  Post  Office  clerks 
received  an  allowance  at  the  rate  of  12s* 
a  day  for  a  fortnight  several  summers 
ago  ;  whether  a  telegraphist  sent  from  a 
country  station  in  Ireland  is  given  an 
even  smaller  allowance  than  is  given  to 
a  Dublin  telegraphist  for  similar  work  ; 
whether  a  smaller  allowance  is  given  ia 
Ireland  than  in  Eugland ;  and,  if  so^ 
on  what  grounds;  whether  telegraphists 
after  ^\'&  years^  service  are  only  paid  229, 
a  week,  and  whether  a  reduction  of 
allowance  for  special  duty  has  the  same 
effect  as  the  reiiuctiou  of  the  year's  salary  ; 
whether  it  is  the  practice  of  the  Post 
Office  to  pay  as  low  wages  and  to  give 
as  small  an  extra  allowance  for  special 
duty  as  competition  will  enable  it,  or  to 
pay  a  living  wage  ;  and  whether  he  will 
give  orders  that  during  the  present  Naval 
Manoeuvres  the  same  allowance  for  extra 
duty  shall  be  given  telegraph  clerks  as  ia 
given  during  Military  Manceuvres  and 
race  meetings  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  No  alteration  has 
l>een  made  in  the  allowance  given  to 
telegraphists  for  special  duty.  So  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  there  has 
been  no  case  in  which  12  Post  Office 
clerks  have  received  an  allowance  of  12s, 
a  day  for  a  fortnight  when  specialty  ein« 
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ployed  on  work  in  conDection  with  the 
Naval  Manoeuvres.  No  dUtiuctioo  is 
made  in  the  matter  of  allowances  between 
telegraphists  drawn  from  a  country  office 
and  those  drawn  from  the  Metropolitan 
Office  in  Ireland.  The  subsistence 
allowances  in  Ireland  are  on  the  same 
scale  as  in  England.  These  subsistence 
allowances  have  no  bearing  upon  the 
amount  of  their  wages.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  form  his  own  conclusions  as  to 
Post  Office  wages.  Full  details  are 
given  in  the  Estimates.  The  allowances 
arranged  for  the  present  Naval  Manoeu- 
vres appear  to  be  adequate,  and  I  do  not 
propose  that  they  should  be  increased. 
The  circumstances  at  Naval  Manoeuvres 
differ  from  those  which  obtain  at  race 
meetings,  where  the  cost  of  living  and 
sleeping  accommodation  was  abnormally 
high.  At  Military  Manoeuvres  the  allow- 
ances vary  according  to  the  circum- 
stances. Every  case  is  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  if  any  case  is  brought  to  my 
notice  in  which  it  is  considered  the 
allowance  is  insufficient  it  will  be  fully 
inquired  into. 

NAVAL  MARKSMEN  AND  THEIR  PAY. 
Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther he  can  state  what  means  are  taken, 
and  at  what  intervals  of  time,  for  ascer- 
taining that  captains  of  guns  and 
captains  of  turrets  in  the  Navy  retain 
their  efficiency  as  marksmen  ;  whether 
captains  of  guns  and  captains  of  turrets 
are  paid  2d.  a  day  extra  each,  and  whe- 
ther they  are  all  paid  alike,  or  whether 
any  extra  pay  is  given  for  greater 
efficiency  in  marksmanship ;  whether, 
considering  the  cost  of  each  round  tiretl, 
varying  from  £12  in  the  6-inch  quick- 
firing  gun  to  £164  in  the  16-2o-inchgun, 
and  the  vital  importance  to  the  fighting 
power  of  the  ship  of  taking  every  pos- 
sible means  of  increasing  the  average  pro- 
portion of  hits  from  one  in  ten  to  one  in 
three  or  one  in  five,  consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  adoption  of  some  method 
whereby  increased  pay  may  be  given  to 
captains  of  guns  and  captains  of  turrets 
for  increased  efficiency  in  marksmanship  ; 
and  whether,  especially,  some  increase  of 
pay  (coupled  with  increased  tests  of  the 
maintenance  of  efficiency)  will  be  given 
to  captains  of  turrets  on  whose  marks- 
manship the  safety  and  fighting  power  of 
the  ship  in  action  so  largely  depend  ? 

Jfr,  A.  Morley 


•The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shcttlk- 
WORTH,  LancashireyClitheroe):  Captains 
of  guns  and  turrets  fire  a  certain 
number  of  rounds  at  intervals  during 
each  quarter.  In  addition,  everj  oppor- 
tunity is  taken  of  practising  these  men  at 
aiming  drills.  Their  efficiency  or  other- 
wise is  ascertained  from  these  practices. 
The  extra  pay  which  a  captain  of  turret^ 
a  captain  of  turret  gun,  and  a  captain  of 
gun  receive  in  addition  to  other  gunnery 
or  torpedo  allowances  is  specified  at 
pp.  916-7  of  the  Queen's  Regulations  and 
Admiralty  Instructions  (1893),  and  prizes 
are  given  for  good  shooting.  The 
accuracy  of  the  statements  of  fact  in 
paragraph  3  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion is  not  admitted.  The  arrangements 
already  in  force  are  considered  to  suffi- 
ciently secure  the  maintenance  of 
efficiency. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  accu- 
rately the  cost  of  each  shot  ?  Is  it  accu- 
rate to  say  that  it  varies  from  £12  in  the 
6in.  quick-firing  gun  to  £164  in  the 
16*26in.gun  ?  Does  he  deny  that  ?  I  would 
also  ask  whether  all  the  men  are  paid 
alike,  and  whether  increased  pay  might 
not  be  given  for  increased  efficiency  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
No,  Sir  ;  a  diffierence  is  not  made  accord- 
ing to  efficiency  of  the  men.  I  cannot 
admit  the  accuracy  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement  as  to  the  cost  of  each 
shot.  He  is  not  very  far  wrong,  but 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  more  to  be 
said  on  the  subject. 

PRIVATE  MOORINGS  IN  PUBLIC 
ROADSTEADS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  practice  of 
laying  down  private  moorings  in  public 
roadsteads  and  anchorages  and  of  leaving 
I  hem  there  ;  and  if  the  fact  that  in  many 
instances  the  buoys  marking  these  moor- 
ings are  so  large  as  to  be  a  danger  to 
small  craft ;  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
great  inconvenience  and  danger  thereby 
caused  to  vessels  anchoring  in  such  road- 
steads in  consequence  of  the  risk  thereby 
created  of  their  anchors  becoming  foul  of 
the  moorings  laid  and  left  there  ;  and 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  have  any 
power  or  authority  to  interfere  to  prevent 
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-sach  a  monopoly  of  portions  of  public 
TOftd^teads  by  private  intlividuals  \  and, 
if  so,  how  and  under  what  cooditions  that 
power  is  exercised;  and,  if  not,  whether 
they  will  consider  the  propriety  of  iasuino; 
notices  to  mariners,  or  of  taking  such 
other  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  [Hitau 
end  to  a  practice  dangerous  to  shippini^  ? 

Mr^  BRYCE  :  The  Board  of  Trade 
have  received  no  com  plaints  regarding 
private  mooringw  in  public  roatlateads  ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  let  me  know 
to  what  harbour  or  roadstead  he  refers, 
aod  will  send  me  particulars^,  I  will  com- 
municate with  the  Harbour  Authority 
having  jurisdictiou.  The  circumstances 
of  roadsteads,  and  the  legal  powers 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  res  pec  t» 
roadsteads,  vary  in  tliftereut  iilaces, 
«od  it  is  therefore  impossible  for  mo  to 
give  an  answer  which  shall  be  at  once 
general  and  correct  to  the  third  para- 
graph of  the  question, 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  My  ques- 
tion refers  to  places  where  there  is  no 
Local  Authority.  Is  not  the  Board  of 
Trade    competent    to    deal   with    these 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  do  not  fi  nd  any  reference 
to  those  cases  in  the  question ,  If  the 
hon.  Member  can  call  our  attention  to 
sny  particular  cases,  we  will  do  what  we 
<!an. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Is  the 
right  hou.  Geotlemau  aware  that  u  dozen 
new  mooring!*  have  been  hiid  down 
this  year  in  the  roadstead  of  Cowos  ? 
Will  he  pay  attention  to  that  matter  ? 
There  is  no  Local  Authority  there. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  am  sorry  to  say  I 
have  not  been  to  Cowes  this  summer  ; 
bat  I  am  quite  willing  to  take  it  'from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  is  so,  and  I 
will  make  inquiries. 

DIt5EASE  IN  CANADIAN  CATTLE. 
Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  :  lu 
the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Geutlemftu 
the  Meml^er  for  the  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire,  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  if  he  is  yet 
in  a  position  to  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Rei>ort  of  the  Special  Commission  which 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  landing 
from  CaDiikla  of  animals  aifected  with 
dlseaee  ;  how  many  weeks  have  eiapsei! 
«ince  the  conclusion  of  that  inquiry  ;  and 
will  he  afford  to  hon.  Members  the 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  Report  before 


proceeding  with  the  Contagious  Diseases 

(Animals)  Bill  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 

Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  The  inquiry  to 
which  my  right  hou.  Friend  refers  did 
not  take  the  form  of  an  inquiry  by  a 
Special  Commission,  and  consequently 
there  will  be  no  Report  in  the  onlinary 
acceptation  of  the  term.  I  propose,  how* 
ever,  to  lay  on  the  Table,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  a  reasoned  Minute 
analysing  the  evidence  which  I  have 
received  and  setting  forth  the  conclusions 
at  which  I  have  arrived.  The  vha  voce 
examiuatiou  of  witnesses  was  conchided 
on  the  10th  ultimo;  but  since  that  date  it 
has  been  necessary  to  scrutinise  very 
carefully  the  various  references  cited  by 
some  of  the  experts  examined,  and  the 
subject  is  so  full  of  technical  and 
seienrific  detail  that  some  delay  in  the 
prescutation  of  the  further  Papers  pro- 
mised has  been  unavoidable,  but  I  hope 
it  may  not  be  long  before  they  are  avail- 
able. The  Bill  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  refers  is  a  Consolidation  Bill  pure 
and  simple,  and  has  been  critically 
examined  from  that  point  of  view  by  the 
Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses.  It 
does  not  appear  to  me  that  the  Papers 
promised  as  to  the  Caoadian  question 
would  be  of  any  assistance  to  the  House 
in  determining  whether  or  not  the 
business  of  consolidation  has  been 
accurately  performed,  and  I  should  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  as 
in  other  cases,  be  willing  to  accept  the 
assurance  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  that 
point. 

CLYDE    LIGHTHOUSE   TRUSTEES, 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Dumbarton- 
shire) :  I  Img  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  by  what  ivuthority  and 
under  what  conditions  the  Clyde  Light- 
bouse  Trustees  deposit  nver  dredgings  in 
Loeh  Long  ;  when  such  authority,  if  it 
exists,  expires ;  and  whether  and  when 
the  Board  of  Trade  will  take  the  neces- 
sary steps  to  prevent  the  continuance  of 
this  practice  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE ;  I  have  been  advised 
that  the  Clyde  Lighthouses  Act,  1880, 
empowers  the  Trustees  to  deposit  in 
Loch  Long  or  other  contiguous  lochs^ 
without  the  consent  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  the  dredgings  from  the  works 
authorised  by  that  Act.      By  the  Clyde 


471 


Iriih 


{COMMONS} 


Skerifft. 


472 


Lighthouses  Act,  1890,  the  time  for  the 
completioD  of  the  works  authorised  bj 
the  Act  of  1880  was  extended  to  the  6th 
of  August,  1895  ;  when  that  time  arrives 
the  Board  of  Trade  will  have  considered 
what  course  can  be  best  adopted  to  pre- 
vent further  deposit  in  Loch  Long.  I 
may  add  that  many  complaints  have  been 
received  on  the  subject,  and  it  engages 
my  anxious  attention. 

WORKHOUSE  IRRKOULARITIES  IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  MAINS  (Donegal,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  ithe  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  yet  received 
written  explanations  from  the  masters  of 
the  following  workhouses — namely,  Car- 
rickmacross,  Castleblaney,  Larne,  Bally- 
mena,  and  Newtownards  relative  to  the 
abuses  and  discrepancies  which  existed 
in  them  ;  and,  if  so,  what  precautions 
have  been  adopted  to  prevent  a  repetition 
of  them  ;  and  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  in  future  instruct  all 
their  Inspectors,  when  they  visit  the 
Unions  in  their  districts,  to  see  that  the 
number  of  paupers  in  the  house  corre- 
sponds with  the  number  in  the  books  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1)  The  masters 
of  the  workhouses  named  in  this  question 
have  submitted  their  explanations  to 
the  Local  Government  Board.  They 
allege  that  the  discrepancies  were  en- 
tirely the  result  of  an  oversight.  The 
Board  have  reprimanded  these  officers, 
and  have  called  their  auditor^s  attention 
to  the  matter,  in  order  that  the  cost  of 
maintenance  entered  in  the  workhouse 
books  in  respect  of  the  paupers  who 
have  left  the  house  may  be  surcharged 
to  the  workhouse  masters.  (2)  The 
Board  believe  that  it  is  the  practice 
on  the  part  of  some  of  the  Inspectors 
to  count  the  paupers  in  the  work- 
houses, and  they  have  intimated  to 
all  of  them,  in  view  of  what  has  trans- 
pired in  the  district  in  question,  that  it 
is  desirable  that  this  should  periodically 
be  done. 

IRISH  SHERIFFS. 

Mr.  mains  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  Sheriffs 
were  appointed  in  Irish  counties  before 
Circuits  or  Assizes  were  established  in 

Mr,  Bryct 


Ireland,  and  that  the  late  Sir  John 
Perrot  (Lord  Deputy  of  Queen  Elizabeth) 
and  his  successors  appointed  Sheriffs  for 
the  Ulster  counties,  though  the  first 
Assize  in  Ulster  was  held  in  the  reign  of 
King  James  I. ;  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  Sheriffs  for  the  Irish  counties  were 
so  appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
without  nomination  of  the  Judges  till 
about  the  year  1826  ;  also  that  it  was 
found  by  the  Report  of  the  Commissions 
to  inquire  into  the  office  of  Sheriffs  (for 
Ireland),  published  in  1826,  that  the 
nomination  of  persons  by  the  Judges  for 
the  office  of  Sheriff*  in  Ireland  is  a  mere 
practice  of  the  Judges  of  Assize ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  in  1837  the  then 
Lord  Lieutenant,  Lord  Mulgrave  (during 
the  Under  Secretaryship  of  Thomas 
Drummoud)  each  year  appointed  Sheriffs 
who  were  not  nominated  by  the  Judges 
or  the  acting  Sheriff's,  and  that  the 
legality  of  such  appointments  was 
judicially  decided  and  upheld  by  Mr. 
Justice  Burton,  at  the  Assizes  for  the 
County  of  Monaghan,  in  the  month  of 
March,  1837  ;  and  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  reverting  to  this 
practice  ? 

]^R.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  put  to  me  a  large  number  of  questions, 
to  answer  which  would  require  consider- 
able investigation  into  Irish  history.  I 
may  say  this,  however  :  that  I  am  quite 
aware  of  the  great  importance  of  the 
subject,  and  that  I  have  had  inquiries 
made,  but  necessarily  of  a  very  cursory 
kind,  since  the  question  was  put  upon  the 
Paper.  So  far  as  the  last  paragraph  bears 
on  the  action  taken  during  the  Under 
Secretaryship  of  Thomas  Drummond,  it 
is,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  perfectly  true. 
The  question,  however,  is  a  very  serious 
constitutional  one,  as  all  learned  gentle- 
men in  this  House  are  fully  aware.  But 
what  I  promise  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
that  1  will  look  into  it  very  carefully  and 
very  promptly  to  see  how  the  law  really 
lies,  and  what  are  the  powers  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  asked  whether 
there  was  not  some  difficulty  in  getting 
gentlemen  to  undertake  this  office  ?  Was 
it  not  going  begging  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Not  exactly  going 
begging.  But  gentlemen  proposed  for  it 
beg  very  hard  to  be  relieved. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Geutleman^ 
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wo  aid  refer  to  tlie  very  valuable  Report 
publisbed  upon  tbis  subject  by  the  late 
Mr*  Day  ill  Lynch,  who  was  afterwards 
Judge  of  the  Eueumbered  Estates  Court 
in  Ireland,  which  dealt  very  fully  with 

!lh©  whole  question  ? 
I  Mr.  CAR80N  (Dublin  University)  ; 
Will  the  right  hon.  Geutleniau  promise, 
penditig  the  settlement  of  tbis  qwesttoti, 
not  to  prosecute  any  gentlemen  who  may 
a-efuse  to  undertake  such  an  office  ? 
Mb.  J,  MORLE  Y  :  Oh,  no,  Sir.  Law 
s&od  order  must  be  maintained. 


^liii 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIEii'    RETURNS. 

Mr.  MACD0NA(8ontbwark,  Rotber- 
it  he)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
reastiry  whether  the  Registrar  of 
riendly  Societies,  of  Abingdon  Street, 

AVestmi lister,  lias   received    the  balance 

beet  and  Returns  (under  the  Tnule  Union 

cts  of   1871  and  1876)  of  the  Railway 

Emploifis    and    General'  Muttnil   Legal 

I -A  id  Society,  of  *266^  Gray*s  Inn  Road  ; 
Nvli ether  he  is  aware  that  a  Mr,  Glew  has 
boDstituted    himself   secretary  and   trea- 
Riirer  of  tbis  Society,  and  sent  in  as  yet 
Bbo   Refiiru    since   the    formation   of  the 
^aid  Society  ;  t)iat  tlie  President  of  this 
♦society,  Mr.  E.  J.  Walker,  is  deiid,  and 
that  notwithstanding  this  fact  his  name 
still  appears  as  President  upon  the  cir- 
culars   of    this    Society  ;    whether    any 
^Biieeting  of  members  has  ever  been  held  ; 
^H^'bether  any  minutes  of  the  Society  have 
^^kver  been  kept  or  produce<l  ;  whether  a 
^^pdr.  Sayer  is  Trustee ;  if  so,  can  he  state 
'      who  appointed  him,  and  whether  be  has 
^ja    banking  account  in  the  name  of  the 
^H^oclety  ;  where  are  the  registered  offices; 
^^pnd  will  he  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
^HUie  facts  of  this  case,  and  if  it  should 
^^^rove  to  be  a  bogus  Friendly  Society,  by 
means   of   which   several  watermen  and 
lightermen    and    other    poor    operatives 
have    been   taken    in,    he    will    institute 
iirther  proceci lings  to  prevent  the  pos- 
sibility of  further  harm  l»eing   done  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Registrar 

of  Friendly  Societies  has  not  received  the 

Linual  Return  (under  the  Trade   LTnion 

Lets  of  1871  and  1876)  of  the  Railway 

^mplot/cs   and    General    Mutual    Legal 

Lid  Society,  of  266,  Gray's  Inn  RoaiK  but 

proceediugs  to  enforce  the  Return  have 

en  commenced.  The  name  of  Mr.  J.  Glew 

ippears  on  the  Rules  of  the  Trmle  Uuiou 

Secretary  and  Treasurer,     The  Trade 


was  registered  in  August,  1^91* 
It  is  correct  that  Mr.  Glew  has  sent  ia 
as  yet  no  Retnrn  since  the  formation  of 
the  Trade  Union.  The  Registrar  has 
no  knowledge  of  the  other  circumstances 
stated,  nor  has  he  any  authority  to  re- 
quire minutes  of  meetings  to  be  pro- 
duced ;  but  every  member  or  person 
having  an  interest  in  the  funds  has  the 
right  to  inspect  them  at  all  reasonable 
times.  On  the  registry  of  the  Trade 
Union  the  name  of  Mr.  John  Sayer  was 
returnee!  as  its  Trustee,  The  authority 
for  the  statement  that  he  was  so  is  that 
of  the  seven  members  who  signed  the 
Rules*  The  Registrar  has  no  know- 
ledge whether  Mr,  Sayer  has  a  banking 
account  in  the  name  of  the  Trade  Union* 
The  registered  office  is  266^  Gray's  Inn 
Road.  The  Registrar  has  no  authority 
under  the  Trade  Union  Acts  to  make 
inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the  case  or  to 
institute  any  proceedings  other  than  those 
for  enforcing  the  Retnrn.  The  Society 
is  not  a  Friendly  Society  of  any  kind, 
but  is  a  Trade  Union  for  certain  defined 
objects.  1  think  that  my  bon.  Friend 
has  done  a  public  service  in  caliing atten- 
tion to  the  question. 

Mr.  MACDONA  :  I  thank  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  for  bis  answer.  Is  he 
aware  that  Mr.  Glew  offers  to  give  tram- 
way men,  for  the  sum  of  Is.  a  year,  the  best 
legal  advice  possible  in  all  cases  ?  Is  it 
not  within  his  province  to  warn  the 
members  of  Friendly  Societies  against 
these  tilings  ?  Will  be,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  working  classes  being  swindled 
in  this  manner,  have  the  answer  that  he 
has  just  given  made  public  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  IIIBBERT  :  The  answer 

will  Ikj  seut  up  to  the  Press  Gallery,  and 
no  doubt  the  newspapers  will  take  notice 
of  it. 

THE    UNIVERSITY    OF  LONDON 
COMMISSION. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  1 
beg  to  a^k  the  Vice  President  of  tbd 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  proceed  this  Session 
with  legislation  on  the  general  !ines  of 
the  Report  of  the  University  of  London 
Commission  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  matter  has  been 
nnder  very  careful  consideration  for  some 
time,  and  the  Government  are  really 
anxious  to  proceed  with  the  matter,   But 
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I  am  afraid  it  is  too  late  now  to  do  any 
thing  this  Session. 
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and  this  is  the  amount  that  the  tenants 
paj  bj  way  of  increased  rent. 


ROYAL  VICTORIA  YARD,  DBPTFORD. 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE:  On 
behalf  of  the  hou.  Member  for  Deptford, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  six  permanent  day 
coopers  employed  in  the  Royal  Victoria 
Yard,  Deptford,  have  had  their  wages 
reduced  from  30s.  to  26s.  %  week  ;  and 
whether  these  men's  pensions  will  be  cal- 
culated on  a  higher  rate  than  their  present 
weekly  pay  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :  There  are  no  permanent  day 
coopers  at  Deptford.  Any  cooper  who 
is  qualified,  and  wishes  ic,  has  his  turn  at 
piece-work.  It  is  incorrect  to  say  that 
the  wages  have  been  reduced.  The  rate 
of  308.,  or  5s.  a  day,  was  paid  for  some 
time  in  consequence  of  a  mistake  in  an 
Admiralty  letter.  When  the  mistake 
was  discovered,  the  proper  rate  of  48. 4d. 
a  day  was  resumed.  The  nominal  rate 
of  30s.  a  week  was  fixed  by  the  Treasury 
for  the  purpose  of  calculating  the  pen- 
sions of  men  who,  being  employed  on 
piece-work,  earn  on  an  average  30s.  a 
week  or  more.  It  does  not  apply  to  men 
who  are  not  employed  on  piece-work  at 
all,  as  the  rule  is  that  pension  cannot  be 
calculated  at  a  higher  rate  than  actual 
pay. 

LOUGH  ERNE  DRAINAGE. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  On  behalf  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  North  Fermanagh,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  can  he 
say  how  many  cases  remain  still  undis- 
posed of  within  the  Lough  Erue  drainage 
area  in  which  applications  have  been 
made  by  landowners  to  have  increased 
rents  placed  upon  tenants  in  respect  of 
alleged  drainage  benefits  to  their  hold- 
ings ;  what  was  the  estimated  annual 
amount  of  such  Ijenefit  in  the  cases 
already  disposed  of  by  the  Board  of 
Works  Commissioners  ;  and  what  was 
the  actual  annual  increased  rent  im- 
posed ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  in- 
formed  that  no  applications  in  this  case 
remain  undisposed  of.  The  increased 
value  of  the  lands,  as  estimated  by  the 
Board  of  Works  at  the  inquiry  after  the 
completion  of  the  works,  is  £1,503  os.  S^8l., 

J/r,  Acland 


BOMBAY  AND  ADEN  MAIL  OFFICERS. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  during  the  first  quarter  of  1894,  the 
assistant  mail  officers,  employed  in  the 
Sea  Post  Office  between  Bombay  and 
Aden,  worked  on  an  average  over  12 
hours  a  day  ;  and  that,  out  of  63  days  of 
such  employment,  they,  during  26  days, 
worked  over  16  hours  a  day,  and,  in  four 
cases,  over  20  hours  a  day  ;  and  whe- 
ther, considering  the  effect  of  such  hours 
on  health  iu  a  tropical  climate,  he  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  griev- 
ance complained  of  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  The  information  at  the 
India  Office  doq^  not  come  down  to  so 
late  a  date  as  the  first  quarter  of  1894. 
In  a  Report  relating  to  1893,  it  is  stated 
that  the  staff  is  fixed  so  as  to  give  each 
sorter  about  eight  hours'  work  a  day 
during  a  run  of  five  days.  In  excep- 
tional cases  of  very  fast  runs,  they  may 
with  a  heavy  mail  have  to  work  for  10 
hours  a  day.  In  order  to  get  through 
the  work  early  in  the  voyage,  they  some- 
times^-especially  if  the  weather  is 
favourable — work  longer  ;  but,  if  so,  it 
is  by  their  own  choice.  The  arrange- 
ments are  such  that,  out  of  every  21 
days,  every  sorter  gets  at  least  10  days* 
rest  ashore,  besides  an  additional  week  at 
Bombay  after  every  three  trips.  I  will, 
however,  inquire  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  sorters  have  been  allowed 
voluntarily  to  work  for  the  hours  men- 
tioned in  the  question^  which  would  ap- 
pear to  be  excessive 

EAST  BERGHOLT  CHARITY  LANDS. 

Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Lowestoft): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Parliamentary  Charity 
Commissioner  whetherthe  Commissioners 
have  given  their  sanction  to  the  proposed 
sale  of  Charity  Land  at  East  BerghoU, 
Suffolk,  which  sale  is  opposed  by  many 
of  the  inhabitants  ? 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  The 
Commissioners  have  not  given  their 
sanction  to  the  proposed  sale.  They  are 
now  in  communication  with  the  parties 
interested,  and    hope  that   a  settlement 


\ 


\ 


The  Treatment  of  [9  August  1894}  Pauper  Children.  478 


nay   be  thereby  arrived   at  which   will 

aeet  the  views  of  the  labourers  and  be 

Bontlucive  also   to  the   interests    of    the 

phariiy,      I    may    ikho    refer    the   hon* 

'lember  to  the  answer  I  gave  toQueBtion 

*»o.  24  to-day. 


■foi 
A 


ITATE   GRANTS   TO  NONCONFORMISTS. 
Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE:    I  beg 

ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
hether  he  can  give  the  amount  of  the 
rants    made  by  the  State   to  Noncoo- 

brmifit  Bodies  since  the  reign  of  Queen 

Anne  up  to  the  present  date  ? 

Sir  J.  r.  HIBBERT  :  T  wouhl  refer 
lie  hon.  Member  to  the  Return  No.  6oO 
of  1845,  giving  information  on  this  sab- 
ject  for  the  period  of  1800  to  1844,  and 
to  the  Paper  No,  420  of  1893  in  cou^ 
tin  nation  of  the  former.  I  am  afraid  that 
I  could  not  justify  the  heavy  expenses 
4ud  euomioui*  labour  which  would  be  in- 
olved  hy  a  historical  research  carried 
ark   1  fn'oud   l^^00. 


LANCASHIRE    AND    YORKSHIRE    RAIL- 
WAY SIGNALMEN, 

Mr,  CHANNING  :   I  Ijeg  to  ask  the 
president  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
be  rei^ult  of  commuTiicmtions?   with    the 
Lancashire  «ud  Yorkshire  Railway  Com- 
pany   has   tieen  that   the  Company   1ms 
indertaken  to  reduce  the  hours  of  their 
Bigual  boxes  from  12  to  10  ;  whether  he 
tis  aware  that  several  signal  boxes  on  the 
fsnain  liue  between   Brighouse  and  Nor- 
manton,  at  which  the  hours   are   reduced 
^_4o  10,  were  previously  closed  on  Sundays, 
^■but  that  now  since  the  change  of  hours 
^H|be  signalmen  at  these  boxes  are  com- 
^Hpelled  to  relieve  other  boxes  which  are 
^^llways  open  on  Sundays,  and  to  work  a 
Bpell  of  12  hours  at  sncb  boxes  ;  whether 
there    are  still  a  large    number  of  busy 
boxes  which  have  not  been  dealt    with 
hy  the  Company  ;  and  whether  be  will 
take  further  steps  to  make  the  Company 
comply  with   the   spirit   as  well  as  the 
letter  of  the    Railway   Hours   Act,  and 
complete    the    scheme    of    reduction  of 
hours  at  the  signal  boxes  not  as  vet  dealt 
with  ? 

Mh*  BRYCE  :  Yes,  Sir:  in  conse* 
quenco  of  the  action  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  the  Railway  Company  have  under- 
taken to  reduce  all  the  12-hour  boxes  on 
the  Brig  house  and  Norman  ton  section  of 


their  line  to  10  hours,  and  two  lO-hour 
cabins  have  been  brought  down  to  eight 
hours.  If  representations  in  terms  of  the 
Act  as  to  the  insufficiency  of  rest  on 
Sunday  are  made  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
the  Board  will  certainly  take  action  upon 
them.  There  are  busy  boxes  on  other 
a  editions  of  this  railway  in  regard  lo  which 
complaints  iiave  lieen  received,  and  the 
Board  are  using  the  powers  of  the  Act 
of  1893  in  the  manner  which  ft  contem- 
plates. 

THE    TREATMENT    OF    PATPER 
CinLDREN, 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  can  now  tell  the  House  what  is  to  \m 
the  form  of  liis  promised  inquiry  into  the 
conditions  under  which  pauper  children 
are  educated  iu  barrack  or  associated 
schools  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  When  a 
few  days  ago  I  promised  an  inquiry  into 
the  workhouse  schools  I  stateil  my  pre- 
ference for  the  appointment  of  a  Par- 
liamentary Committee.  I  have,  how- 
ever, found  it  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
subject  in  this  manner  this  Session,  and 
the  question  as  regards  London  is  one 
which  it  is  not  desirable  to  postpone 
until  next  Session.  For  the  same  reason 
it  is  not  expedient  to  appoint  a  targe 
Commission,  with  the  result,  probably,  of 
a  protracted  investigatiou  lasting  over 
two  or  three  years.  The  Government, 
therefore,  consider  that  the  inquiry  wilt 
be  best  conducted  by  a  Committee  of 
some  five  or  se^en  persons,  nominated  by 
the  Government,  but  not  consisting  of 
otficers  of  the  Department*  The  inquiry 
will  be  directed  to  the  case  of  London, 
where  the  large  workhouse  schools 
chiefly  exist,  and  where  there  is  very 
great  difficulty  at  the  present  time  in 
providing  for  the  increasing  number  of 
children,  1  will  only  add  that  this  form 
of  inquiry  will  l>e  satisfactory  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  who  introiluced  the  deputa* 
tion  to  me.  I  hope  in  a  few  days  to  be 
able  to  give  the  names  of  the  persons  who 
will  form  the  Committee. 

Mr.  DODD  :  Will  the  Government 
appoint  a  lady  on  the  Committee  ? 
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Great  WeUern  and 


{COMMONS} 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :    The    ad 

visability  of  iloiug  bo  U  receiving 
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our 


coDsidemtioy. 


JABEZ  BALFOUR. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  Cau  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Atfairs  give  the 
House  auy  iuformatioo  as  to  tbe  extradi- 
tion of  Jabez  Balfour  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  ;  No,  Sir  ;  we  are 
still  waitiug  for  the  decisiou  of  the 
Federal  Judge  at  Salta. 

THE  COCTRBE  OF  BUSINESS. 

Mr.TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  What 
will  be  tbe  course  of  busioess  after  the 
Scotch  Local  Goveniment  Bill  has  Iteeo 
disposed  of  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  suppose  there  is  do  ioteotion  of  taking 
the  Report  of  the  Equalisation  of  Rates 
Bill  txj-inorruw.  My  right  boiu  Friend 
the  Member  for  St.  George*^,  Hanover 
Square,  having  been  told  by  the  Presi* 
dent  of  tbe  Local  Government  Board 
that  it  would  not  be  taken  till  Monday, 
has  made  arrangements  which  will 
render  it  yery  inconvenient,  if  not  im- 
poeeible,  for  Inm  to  attend  to-morrow, 

Mr.  SHAW  -  LEFEVRE  :  What 
passed  on  the  terminution  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  that  I  stated  that  the  Report 
stage  would  not  probably  be  taken  till 
Monday,  Two  hours  kter  I  **tated  that 
I  had  made  inquiries,  and  found  that  it 
would  be  convenient  lx)th  for  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  to  take  it  to* 
morrow  night. 

Mr.  HARTLEY  :  I«  it  not  a  fact 
that  certain  alterations  of  clau:^es  and 
Amendments  have  l>een  put  down  which 
we  shall  not  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  till  to-morrow  night  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have 
made  arrangements  so  that  they  will  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  immediately. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  As  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  on  the  faith  of  the 
statement  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  paired  until  Monday, 
1  do  protest  against  taking  the  Report 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  hosier  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  If 
the  Scotch  Bill  is  not  completed  to-night, 
will  it  be  the  first  Order  to-morrow  ? 

Mr,  J,  MORLEY  ;  Yes,  but  we  hope 
it  will  be  finished  to-day.  It  will  lie 
followed  to-morrow  by  the  Committee  on 
the    Railway   and    Canal    Traffic    BilL 


With  regard  to  the  Equalisation  of  Rate*? 
Bill,  if  there  it^  auy  feeling  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  that  it  should  not  be  taken  to- 
morrow it  will  be  postponed  until 
Monday*. 

Mn.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty): 
Cannot  the  Crofters  Bill  l>e  taken  after 
the  Scotch  Local  Government  Bill  ? 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  question  can 
only  have  justice  ilone  to  it  by  the  Leader 
of  the  House  himself- 

Mr.  S.  smith  :  When  is  it  pro- 
posed to  take  the  Mines  (Eight  Houra) 
Bill  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  discussion  on 
the  Eight  Hours  (Mines)  Bill  will  follow 
on  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill. 

GREAT  WESTERN  AKD  MIDLAND  COM- 
PANIEH  BILL 

Sir  A.  ROLLIT  :  Will  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  state  what  action 
the  Board  of  Trade  took  in  the  Com- 
mittee proceedings  on  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  will  state  now  what 
I  ha^l  intended  ta  state  in  the  House  if 
this  matter  bad  been  raised,  as  I  ex- 
pected it  would  be,  on  the  consideration 
of  the  Bill  last  Tuesday*  I  may  say  that 
I  was  present  at  the  time  of  Private 
Business  then  for  that  pnrpose,  bnt 
understood  from  the  proceedings  then, 
aud  from  the  absence  of  any  notice  in  the 
Paper,  that  nothing  further  was  to  be 
said  on  the  subject.  I  was,  in  fact,  yester- 
day within  the  precincts  of  the  House 
presiding  over  a  Royal  Commission. 
The  action  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
impeded  by  the  fact  that  all  Petitions 
against  the  Bill,  so  far  as  mtes  are  ctm- 
cerned,  were  withdrawn,  and  conse- 
quently the  Board  of  Trade  had,  strictly 
speaking,  no  ground  for  making  any 
representation  to  the  Committee.  By 
tbe  courte&y  of  the  Committee,  however, 
the  Permanent  Secretary  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  called  before  them  and  made 
a  statement  with  regard  to  the  questioD 
of  rates.  It  appears  that  considerable 
concessions  had  been  made  by  the  Com- 
panies, not  only  as  regards  through  bat 
as  regards  local  nites,  and  althouglt  it  m 
possible  that  some  of  these  concessions  do 
not  fully  satisfy  every  one  of  the  traders 
interested,  the  withdrawal  of  all  PetitioQB 
against  the  Bill  left  the  Board  of  Trade 
no  power  to  press  their  views  more 
strongly  on  the  atteutiou  of  the  Com- 
mlttae.     The  persons  who  will  be  moat 
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lected  by  the  fact  that  higher  maxima 
btairi  00  the  Severn  and  Wye  Railway 
E^ao  ou  the  MidJaud  Railway  will  be 
ritjcipally  consignors  of  coal  for  ship* 
LHit^  and  I  did  not  uuderiitund  that  it 
ou  their  behalf  that  the  hon.  Member 
Tor  leliugtoQ  addressed  the  House  ;  but  as 
1  have  bUtted,  it  was  only  by  the  courtesy 
of  the  Committee  that  the  Board  of 
Trade,  in  the  absence  of  any  Petition 
ag-atnst  the  BLIJ,  wa^  able  to  take  the 
action  which  they  did. 

SikM.  HICKS-BEACH:  Assuming 
ftt  the  Standing  Orders  with  regard  to 
rivate  Bilb  do  not  permit  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  be  represented  before  Com- 
mittees in  support  of  Its  own  Reports, 
ill  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  consider 
be  advissability  of  so  altering  the  Stand- 
bg  Orders  as  to  enable  this  to  be  done  ? 
Mr*  BRYCE  :  That  is  a  very  difficult 
aestiou,  and  J  can  only  say  at  present 
bat  it  is  receiving  careful  cousideratroD, 
I  think  there  would  be  no  objection  on 
tie  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  place 
its  views  before  a  Committee  on  Private 
Bills,  hut  I  do  not  think  the  Board  should 
appear  iu  couilict  with  either  the  oppo- 
nents or  supporters  of  a  Bill.  I  should 
very  much  deprecate  that,  and  indeed  I 
do  not  (suppof^e  the  right  hon.  Creutleman 
intends  that.  Subject  to  that,  1  think  it 
desirable    that    the    Boiird    of  Trade 

ould   have  every  opportunity   of  being 

t^preseuted. 

^Mr,  TOMLINSON  asked  if  it  w^as 
Dottheiluty  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
lay  before  the  Committee  instances  in 
which  the  rates  and  charges  proposed  to 
be  allowed  in  a  Bill  under  their  con- 
sideration deviated  from  the  limits  of 
the   Provisional  Order  Acts    previously 


sanctioned  ? 

Mr,  BRYCK  ; 
was  done  in  this 
Secretary  of  the 


That  is  exactly  w^hat 
case.  The  Permanent 
Board  of  Trade  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  maximum 
rates  charged  in  ithe  Bill  were  higher 
liian  the  general  maxima. 


M 0  T 10  N  , 


C0N0E8TED    DISTRICTS   BOARD 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

MOTIOX    FOR    LEAVE. 

;Mii.  J.  MOKLEY:  I  l.eg  to  move 
leave  to  introduce  a  short  Bill  affect* 
tho  Congested  Districts  Board,  and 


approved  hy  tho  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
who  is  a  member  of  the  Board,  Its 
provisions  are  very  simple^  and  1  can 
explain  them,  I  think,  in  one  minute. 
The  Congested  Dis^tricts  Board  is  em- 
powered to  purchase  land  with  a  view  to 
sale  to  the  tenants  afterwards.  The 
tenant  approaches  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners in  the  ordinary  way,  and  the 
Land  Commissioners  make  an  advance. 
In  the  case  of  an  ordinary  landlord  the 
Laud  Commisj^ion  requires,  as  the 
House  knows,  a  guarantee  and  deposit 
to  the  exteut  of  one-fifth  of  the  purchase 
money.  In  this  Bill  we  propose,  in  the 
case  of  purchasers  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board,  that  in  advances  made  by 
that  Board  the  reteution  of  the  guarantee 
deposit  shall  not  l>e  required,  the  Board 
guaranteeing  tlie  payment  of  tiie  one-fifth 
io  case  there  should  be  a  default.  Then^ 
as  to  another  point.  In  an  ordinary  case 
of  sale  and  purchase  the  tenant  huy§  at 
a  rate  which  satisfies  what  is  called  the 
claims  of  the  Teuauts  Insurance  Fund. 
We  propose  that  in  that  case,  too,  the  Bill 
shall  guarantee  an  amount  equal  to  the 
guarantee  deposit^  and  that  the  pur- 
chaser's insurance  money  j^hall  not  be 
more  than  4  per  cent.  Tho  ca»es  80 
dealt  with,  so  far  as  purchases  are 
etfectetl  by  the  Congested  Districts  Board, 
will  not  be  very  numerous.  They  are  of 
a  peculiar  character,  and  these  provisions 
are  essential  for  the  carrying  out  of  these 
powers  of  the  Board.  One  other  clause 
in  the  Bill  makes  provision  for  the  ap* 
pointment  by  the  Board  of  certain  of  its 
own  officers.  I  think  that  is  the  whole 
scope  for  the  proposal. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proponed, 

''That  leave  Kie  idven  to  hrmg  in  a  Bill  to 

make  furtlier  pruvision  with  resjiectto  tlie  Oon- 

gcste*l    DiBtricts  Board  for  Irdand."— (J/r.  J, 

Mk,  T*  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  did  not  ol3er  any  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  but  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary if  he  was  right  in  concluding  that 
the  Board  proposed  to  guarantee  out  of 
its  ow*n  iucome  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  so. 

Mr,  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Then  that 
seriously  imperils  what,  after  all,  is  a  very 
i>imall  income  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Board, 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)r 
Does   this    Bill    either   directly  or    iu- 
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directly  affect  the  taxpayer  of  Eng- 
land ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  Not  unless  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  over-spends 
itself  in  regard  to  its  income,  and  is 
unable  to  carry  out  its  own  guarantees. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Then  the  "  pre- 
dominant partner  "  would  come  in  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
J.  Morley  and  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  353.] 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.- (No.  337.) 

CONSIDERATION.    [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  [8th 
August]  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as 
amended. 

And  which  Amendment  was,  in  page 
2,  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  three," 
and  insert  the  word  "  five."  —  (Mr. 
Parker  Smith.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  '  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
said,  he  desired  to  say  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Partick  (Mr.  Parker 
Smith)  at  the  previous  Sitting  to  intro- 
duce two  unpaid  members  to  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Board  in 
addition  to  the  three  official  members. 
To  put  himself  right  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  he 
would  say  that  he  did  not  intend  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name, 
but  he  certainly  considered  it  desirable 
that  some  further  discussion  should  take 
place  as  to  the  composition  of  the  Board. 
The  Amendment — which,  as  he  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  move — was  not  designed 
with  any  hostility  to  the  medical  or  legal 
members  of  the  Board,  but  was  rather 
aimed  at  the  too  professional  character, 
if  he  might  so  say,  of  the  Board — ^at  the 
fact  that  the  administrative  powers  would 
be  confined  entirely  to  the  hands  "of  the 
medical  and  legal  officers.  Some  thought 

Afn  Bartief^ 


that  the  Amendment  would  make  t\fi 
Board  too  large.     He  himself  had  held 
that  opinion  in  Committee  ;  still,  he  did 
not  see  how  it  would  be  posaible  to  arrive 
at  the  desirable  result  that  the  Board 
should   not    be    of    too    professional    a 
character,    except    by   the  adoption  of 
some  such  Amendment.     He  thought  it 
most  desirable  that  all  parties  should  be 
satisfied  with  the  Board ;  indeed,  that  was 
necessary  if  the  new  development  was  to 
work  well.     He  did  not  think  it  possible 
to  arrive  at  that  general  satisfaction  hj 
simply  gratifying  two  classes.  The  right 
hon.    Gentleman  had    told    them    that 
amongst  the  "professional  classes*'   ia 
Scotland  there  was  immense  satisfaction 
with  the  composition  of  the  Board.     But 
these  "  professional  classes  "  were  simply 
the  medical  and  legal  classes.     He  (Mr. 
Cochrane)  had  discussed  the  subject  with 
members  of  these  two  professions,  and 
he  did  not  think  they  cared  much  about 
it  one  way  or  the  other — indeed,  through- 
out the  whole  of  Scotland  there  was  a 
feeling  of  indifference  in  regard  to  the 
Bill.  He  certainly  thought,  however,  that 
they  should  add  to  the  Board  some  element 
which  would  appeal  more  to  the  ordinary 
business  feeling  of  the  persons  who  in 
the    past    had    been     in    the  habit    of 
managing  local  government  in  Scotland. 
The    right    hon.    Gentleman     (Sir    G. 
Trevelyan)  had  told  them  upstairs  that 
one  of   the  chief  advantages  was    that 
"  members    were    to    give  their    whole 
time   to    the   Board."     But  when  they 
examined  the   composition  of  the  Board 
he  did  not  think  that  that  was  borne  out 
at  all.     The  Secretary  for  Scotland  was 
not  going  to  give  the  whole  of  his  time 
to  the  Board.     It  could  not  be  expected. 
The  Under  Secretary  had  a  great  many 
other  things  to  do,  and  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  give  all  his  time  to  the  duties. 
The  same  might  be  said  of  the  Solicitor 
General  for   Scotland,   and   when   they 
came  to  the  three  administrative  members 
of  the    Board — the    vice-chairman,   the 
medical  officer,   and   the  legal  officer — 
they  found  that  only  two  of  them  were 
expected  to  give  their  whole  time  to  the 
Board.     The  legal  officer  was  surely  to 
give  what   was  described  by  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman   as  "  sufficient    time  ** ; 
therefore,  only  one-third,  or  two  members, 
of  the  Board  would  give  their  whole  or 
"sufficient"  time.     What,  then,  became 
of  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  in  opposing  the  Amendment  of 
the  hoD.  Member  last  night?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  said — 

**  Able  ftzid  oontinuous  service  was  not  likely 
to  be  rendered  by  men  who  were  not  salaried 
and  not  bound  to  give  their  whole  time  to  the 
performance  of  uke  duties  with  which  they 
were  entrusted.  Their  influence  also  would  be 
less  than  that  of  salaried  officials." 

The  Solicitor  General  was  to  get  no 
extra  paj  for  sitting  on  the  Board 
neither  was  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
nor  the  Under  Secretary.  So  that  if 
the  argimient  used  yesterday,  in  op- 
posing the  Amendment,  was  at  all 
valid,  it  applied  to  only  two- 
thirds  of  the  members  of  the  Board. 
Se  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  give  them  some  idea  as  to  how  much 
time  the  legal  member  was  to  give  to  the 
Tvork,  and  what  was  to  be  his  position  ? 
And  was  it  not  essential  that  the  legal 
officer  should  also  give  the  whole  of  his 
time  to  the  service  of  the  Board  ?  To  his 
mind,  all  the  members  of  the  Administra- 
tive Board  should  be  placed  on  tbe  same 
footing.  Then  he  would  ask  why  it 
should  only  be  the  legal  and  the  medical 
classes  that  were  represented  on  the 
Board  ?  Was  there  no  professional 
teaching  in  Scotland  ?  Was  not  educa- 
tion one  of  the  most  important  matters 
that  could  be  dealt  with  ?  Were  not  the 
School  Boards  to  be  placed  under  Parish 
Councils  ;  therefore,  why  should  not 
there  be  some  element  connected  with 
education  on  the  Board  ?  Why  should 
not  those  who  would  have  to  bring  up 
:€uture  generations  be  in  any  degree  repre- 
.  sauted  on  the  Board  ?  He  thought  their 
duties  were  quite  as  germane  to  the  Bill 
as  those  of  medical  and  legal  gentlemen. 
He  was  afraid  that  the  legal  element 
was  too  strong  to  hope  to  eliminate  it 
from  the  Board  now.  The  legal  element 
had  a  great  many  friends  on  the  Front 
Benches.  He  deplored  the  fact  that  in 
Scotland  so  much  business  was  in  the 
hands  of  lawyers.  He  did  not  say  that 
their  work  Vas  not  efficiently  performed. 
Four-fifths  of  the  land  in  Scotland  was 
managed  by  lawyers,  and  he  knew  that 
the  Scotch  landlords  in  consequence  ac- 
quired a  good  deal  of  unpopularity. 
He  greatly  feared  that  the  same  thing 
would  happen  with  the  Scotch  Local 
Government  Board.  With  a  leaven  of 
the  legal  element  upon  it  he  was  afraid 
the  Board  would  take,  he  would  not  say 


a  narrow,  but,  at  any  rate,  a  professional 
view  of  matters  which  arose.  Then» 
again,  he  considered  that  the  salary  of 
the  legal  member  was.  insufficient  to 
attract  the  best  talent.  A  legal  prac- 
titioner who  had  been  in  practice  seven 
years  was  expected  to  give  up  the  whole 
of  his  time  for  £1,000  a  year;  and  surely 
for  this  they  would  not  get  the  best  man. 
What  a  private  individual  would  do  if  he 
wished  to  have  a  legal  point  cleared  up 
would  be  to  go  to  a  lawyer  in  actual 
practice  and  in  touch  with  the  Courts. 
But  the  opinion  of  a  man  who  had  been 
shelved  after  seven  years'  practice  would 
not  be  of  the  same  value  as  that  of  a 
man  selling  his  legal  knowledge  in  the 
open  market.  He  did  not  think  that 
in  this  matter  the  Government  were 
doing  the  best  they  could  to  get  legal 
advice  for  the  Board.  The  Legal  Officers 
of  the  Crown  would  always  be  available; 
and  it  would  have  been  sufficient,  be 
thought,  to  depend  upon  them.  As  to 
the  medical  officer,  he  should  have  pre- 
ferred him  to  have  been  a  salaried  official 
who  would  have  visited  the  localities 
when  necessary  and  have  made  inquiries 
and  submitted  Reports.  As  it  was,  he 
would  go  down  to  the  localities  and  make 
inquiries  and  investigations,  and  report 
and  decide  upon  his  own  Report.  It  was 
obvious  that  sanitary  science  was  not  an 
exact  science,  and  that  as  to  the  causes 
of  fevers,  diphtheria,  and  other  diseases^ 
and  the  best  means  of  prevention,  doctor? 
were  likely  often  to  disagree.  He  had 
had  experience  of  this  in  his  own  dis- 
trict of  Kilwinning.  Diseases  were  not 
attributable  to  the  same  causes  in  the 
country  districts  as  in  towns.  Then  there 
were  duties  to  be  discharged  by  tbe 
Board  for  which  the  professional  mem- 
bers were  not  specially  qualified.  They 
had  under  Section  9  of  the  Act  to  ap- 
prove of,  and  in  certain  cases  fix,  the 
numbers  of  Parish  Councillors,  a  duty 
which  required  practical  knowledge  of 
the  work.  Under  Section  31  powers- 
were  given  to  appoint  committees  to 
manage  churchyards  and  charities,  and 
to  sanction  schemes.  These  were  all 
powers  requiring  local  knowledge. 
Under  Section  37  power  was  given  to 
approve  of  auditor  and  "prescribe  a 
scale  of  remuneration."  Sections  24  and 
25  dealt  largely  with  land,  and  provided 
for  consent  as  to  letting  for  more  than 
one    year,    or    sale  or   exchange,    and 
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the  determiuatioti  of  what  was 
**  suitable  laml  for  public  purpose***" 
He  submit  fed  that  to  make  the 
Boanl  practical  and  usefal  some 
other  element  than  the  two  profeafiiouaj 
cUsse;;  he  had  referred  to  should  be 
infiised  into  it.  If  there  was  one  thing 
more  necessary  than  another  in  Scotland 
it  was  that  those  managing  public 
departmenti*  sfiould  have  the  confidence 
of  the  whole  people,  and  that,  he  sub- 
mitted, could  not  bo  the  case  with  the 
Local  Government  Boan!  as  it  was  now 
pro|K>8ed, 

Question  put^  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  the 

following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  : — 

Page  2,  line  8,  leave  out  **  shall,"  and 
insert  **  is." 

Line  8,  leave  out  **  be.^' 

Line  1 1 ,  leave  out  *'  who.^^ 

Line  12,  leave  out  "and  who,'*  and 
insert  "  Such  third  appointed  member." 

Mr.  maxwell  (Dumfries-shire) 
moved,  in  page  3,  line  13,  after  *' such/ 
to  insert  *'  auditors," 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  rose  to 
Order.  He  said  this  Amendment  would 
involve  the  appoiutmeut  of  officers  to  be 
"  paid  out  of  moneys  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment," and  therefore  could  not  l>e  moved 
by  a  private  Member. , 

Mk,  speaker  said,  the  Amend* 
ment  was  clearly  out  of  Order, 

Mr.  MAXWELL  said,  that  being  so, 
he  would  move  to  leave  out  "medical 
officers,"  in  order  to  insert  "auditors"  in 
their  place.  That  would  not  involve  any 
additional  cost  to  the  taxpayer.  He  had 
raised  this  question  in  the  Committee 
upstairs,  and  the  view  that  official 
auditors  should  be  appointed  in  place  of 
auditors  accountable  to  no  one  but  them> 
selves  received  considerable  support, 

•Mr,  speaker  ruled  that  the 
Amendment  was  out  of  Order.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  moved  to  omit  "  medical 
officers,"  m  order  to  insert  "auditors," 
which  he  had  already  ruled  out  of  Order. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyax,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  3,  line  13,  leave  out  ^^  assistant." 

Mr.  Cochrane 


T      On  Motion  of  Mr.  Parker  Smith,  llie 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to  : — 

Page   3,    line   38,    after    "parishes," 
insert  "  not  inclnding  any  part  of  tbeareiv 
of  a  police  burgh." 

Line  39,  after  "Council,"  insert — 

**  (c)  In  the  case  of  parislies  wholly  within  * 
jxiHce  burxh  by  the  Burgh  CoinmiBisonerB." 

On   Motion   of   Sir   G.   Trevelvait 
the  following   Amendment   was    agreed 
tot- 
Page  4,  line   1,  leave  <mi  the  seconc 
"  and,"  and  insert  "  or." 

Captain  HOPE   said,  he  wished  im 
move  to  amend  Clause  9,   which   deal   ' 
with  the  constitution  of  Parish  Council 
by  substituting  the  following  sub-sectioa 
for  Sub- sect  ion  2  of  the  clause  : — 

*'  For  the  purposes  of   the  first  election  t*^ 
Parish  Councils*  the  various  authorities  name*  \ 
in  the  preceding  sub-section  fthall,  befor- 
the  number  and  p^jportlon  of  the  Parir^i 
cilloTS,  consult  with  the  Parochial  Boara>,  aju  « 
with  Buch  otiier  Local  Atithoritiesas  may  appear 
to  be  c«mcernetl»  in  each  parish.      And,  as  re- 
gartls  ftny  sub8e<juent  alterations  of  numbers  or 
proportion  of   PartBh  Couucillors,    no    change 
hIuiII   be  matle   without  oonsuhatioii  with  tha 
Parish  Councils  ami  **uch  other  Local  Authori* 
ties  as  iimy  a|>pcar  to  tht*    Boanl   to  be  coo- 
cemed.     In  any  ca.se  of  difference  of  optnion 
among^  Local  Authorities,  the  deeiaion  rif  the 
Board  BhaU  be  fLmV 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 
Balfoi'r)  said,  thia  was  exhaustively 
provided  for  in  a  clause  at  the  eud*  \i 
was  be  more  appropriate  to  raise  the 
questiou  on  that  clause. 

♦Captain  HOPE  said,  that  part  of  the 
Ameodmeiit  related  to  subsoqiicnt  altera- 
tions of  the  constitution  of  Parish  Comi- 
cils.  His  object  in  moving  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
there  was  no  provision  in  the  Bill  that,  in 
the  first  election  of  these  new  Parish 
Councils,  those  who  were  now  actively 
engaged  in  the  administration  of  parish 
affairs  should  he  consulted  by  the  aatho* 
ritiee  who  fixed  the  number  and  proportion 
of  the  Parish  Councillors.  Th§  new  Boanl s 
were  to  be  appointed  by  the  County 
Councils  and  the  Town  Councils,  no 
doubt  under  the  supervision  of  the  lK>cal 
Government  Board,  but  it  seemed  to  him 
only  reasonable  that  those  who  were  at  the 
present  time  in  active  management  of  the 
affairs  of  the  parish  should  be  consuUed, 
at  any  rate,  and  have  some  voice  in  the 
fixing  of  the  number  and  proportion  of 
Parish  Councillors.      The   first   part  of 
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Amendment  applied  only  to  the  first 
BctioQ,  the  i^ecoiicl  part  to  subeequeot 
erations  of  inimbers  or  proportion  of 
iParish  Councillors,     He  sobmitted  that 

Kose  were  now  acfcuallj  engaged  in  the 
IminiijtTatlon  of  parish  affairs  were 
ititled  to  he  eonsulted  in  these  matters. 
Hon,  Gentlemen  opposite  were  very  fond 
of  speaking  slightingly  of  Parochial 
Boards  in  Scotland*  They  were  not 
ideal  representative  hodie^s,  hut  still  they 
had  admittedly  done  the  work  which 
had  been  given  to  them  wetl  and  to  the 
advantage  of  the  eoromunity.  They 
were-,  therefore,  in  a  position  to  know 

•bat  the  actual  difficulties  and  neces- 
fcies  of  the  parish  than  the  County 
ouocils  or  Town  Councils  or  Burgh 
Commissioners  would  be  \rithont  guid- 
ance of  any  kind.  By  the  Bill  they 
^  were  establishing  Parish  Councils  and 
Btructing  tiie  County  Councils  and 
Iher  authorities  to  fix  the  number  of 
pe  Parish  Councillors,  and  giving  those 
Ithorities  power  to  alter  the  constitution 
"  the  Parish  Councils  from  time  to  time. 
|e  Bubmitted  that  his  proposal  was  a 
asonuble  one,  and  one  whicdi  the  Go- 
bniment  should  accept  as  it  stood. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
5,  leave  out  Su!>sef*tioii  (2),  of  Clause  9, 
fld  insert  the  words, — 

l^ki  ^2}  For  the  purposes  of  the  first  election 
Parifih  Councils,  the  variousi  authorities 
ned  in  the  preceding  ttul>s(?ctinu  shiiU. 
Sfore  fisting  the  number  and  proportion  of 
Parish  Councillora,  consult  with  the  Pa- 
chial  Boards,  and  with  such  other  Local 
fttlioriticii  a£  may  appear  to  be  concerned, 
each  pariah,  Anrl,  as  re^rds  any  sub- 
^uent  alterations  of  uambeT«  or  propor- 
bn  of  Parish  Councillora^  no  change  ^hall  be 
arle  without  cousultatiou  with  the  Pariah 
ancilH  and  such  other  Local  Authorities  as 
ftj  appear  to  the  Board  to  be  (xjncerne<h  In 
i^Any  case  of  difference  of  opinion  among  Local 
Authorities,  the  deciRion  of  the  Board  «ball  be 
final." — {Captain  IIojw.^ 

^^ Question  proposed,  "That  Swb-sectton 
H[)y  of  Clause  9y  i^tand  part  of  the  BUl.^' 

SiH  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that,  so 
lar  as  the  hon,  and  gallant  Gentleman 
Hesired  to  leave  out  Sab-section  (2)  there, 
^Be  Government  were  with  him ;  but 
H^ey  were  not  prepared  to  accept  the 
^fb-aeetion  he  proposed  in  its  place.  The 
hon.   and   gallant    Gentleman    proposed 

«t  the  authorities  named  in  the  pre- 
ing  sub-section  should  have  a  statutory 
-ning  to  coDBolt  the  Parochial  Boards 


as  to  fixing  the  number  of  Parish  Couu- 
cillors  and  so  forth.  The  Goveroment; 
took  it  for  granted  that  these  Boards 
would  be  consulted,  seeing  that  they 
were  representative  authorities  cognisant 
of  the  circumstAuces  of  each  district. 
The  matter  was  one  of  common  sense, 
and  to  include  points  of  thi.s  kind  in  the 
provisions  would  necessitate  the  passage 
of  a  Bill  twice  the  ordinary  length.  He 
did  not  propose  to  refer  to  the  English 
Act  with  regard  to  any  positive  enact- 
ment, Scotch  Hepresentatives  knew  best 
what  they  wanted  for  their  own  country* 
But  it  was  a  difficult  matter  when  it  was 
a  question  of  whether  England  would 
trust  the  common  sense  of  the  authorities 
whom  they  made  responsible  for  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  Act» 
No  corresjKJudiDg  Amendment  was 
inserted  in  the  English  Act,  and  he 
thought  it  was  quite  unnecessary  to  in- 
sert the  Amendment  here. 

Sin  C,  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews  Universities)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  some 
fear  that  if  the  existing  bodies  were  con- 
sulted some  objection  would  be  raised  by 
his  fe^upporters  or  some  animadversion 
would  be  made  upon  the  Bill.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
explain  his  reference  to  the  English  Act* 
He  should  like  to  know  what  Local 
Bodies  existed  in  England  that  were 
analogous  to  the  Parochial  Boards  of 
Scotland  ?  How  could  the  English  Act 
have  referred  to  the  possible  consultation 
of  Local  Bodies  which  did  not  exist  until 
after  the  Act  came  into  operation  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  have 
said  nothing  to  countervail  the  reasons 
which  had  been  given  for  the  Amend* 
ment* 

Mk.  RENSHAW^  (Renfrew,  W.)  said, 
that  although  it  might  be  a  matter  of 
common  sense  that  this  duty  should  be 
discharged  by  County  Councils,  it  waa 
desirable  to  secure  uniformity  of  action 
on  the  part  of  County  Councils*  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  County 
Councils  would  obviously  consult  the 
Parochial  Boards.  It  might  be  said  it 
was  obvious  that  the  number  of  meml3ers 
of  the  Parish  Councils  should  be  fixed 
after  consultation  with  the  Parochial 
Boards,  and  yet  it  was  provided  by  Sub- 
section 2  that  the  number  should  be  fixed 
after  consultation   with    the   Parochial 
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Boards.  He  hoped  that  the  GovernmeDt 
would  reconsider  their  decision  on  the 
point. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  pointed  out  that  some  of  the 
largest  County  Councils  strongly  objected 
to  have  anything  to  do  with  this  matter, 
and  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  left  in 
their  hands  at  all,  but  ought  to  be  left  to 
the  decision  of  the  Parochial  Boards. 
That  being  so,  he  certainly  thought  the 
Amendment  ought  to  be  adopted — at  any 
rate,  as  far  as  the  first  arrangement  of 
wards  and  the  first  election  of  members  were 
concerned.  No  doubt  as  regarded  future 
changes  the  Parish  Councils  could  quite 
take  care  of  themselves.  If  the  Govern- 
ment were  willing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment as  far  as  the  first  arrangements 
were  concerned,  he  would  advise  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to  be  satisfied 
with  that. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire) 
said,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  continue  the 
influence  of  the  older  Boards  upon  the 
new  ones,  and,  as  the  older  Boards  were 
chiefly  Conservative,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  asked  whether  the 
Government  were  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment  as  far  as  the  first  election 
was  concerned  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour)  said,  the  Government  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  do  so,  be- 
cause they  believed  that  the  County 
Councils,  in  carrying  out  the  duties 
imposed  upon  them,  would  consult  all 
available  sources  of  information,  know- 
ledge, and  experience. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  66  ;  Noes 
140.— (Division  List,  No.  215.) 

Mr.  RENSHAW  moved,  in  page  4, 
line  12,  after  "  Councillors,"  to  insert 
**aud  the  proportion  for  the  landward 
and  burghal  parts  respectively."  He 
said  that  in  Committee  he  had  called 
attention  to  this  subject,  and  had  quoted 
c  rtain  eases  to  which  he  again  wished 
to  draw  attention.  In  the  parish  of 
Dunblane  the  total  population  consisted 

Mr,  Renshaw 


of  3,300,  of  whom  2,200  were  in  the 
burgh  and  1,100  were  in  the  landward 
part  of  the  parish,  whilst  in  the  burgh 
the  property  was  valued  at  £9,381  and  in 
the  landward  part  the  valuation  was 
£52,100.  In  Kilmarnock  the  burghal 
population  was  900  and  the  landward 
population  1,900,  the  valuation  of  the 
burghal  portion  being  £6,000,  and 
of  the  landward  portion  £19,000. 
Supposing  Dunblane  to  have  a  Parish 
Council  :  six  of  the  members,  on  the 
basis  of  population,  would  go  the  burgh 
and  three  to  the  landward  part.  That 
would  be  unfair.  This,  in  respect  of  the 
duties  devolving  on  the  landward  com- 
mittee, would  be  redressed  by  Amend- 
ments made  on  the  Bill,  but  that  did  not 
apply  in  the  case  of  the  administration 
of  the  matters  which  devolved  on  the 
Parish  Council  as  such — that  was  to  say, 
matters  of  administration  in  respect  of 
the  Poor  Law. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
12,  after  the  word  "  Councillors,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  ''  and  the  proportion  for 
the  landward  and  burghal  parts   respec-  ^ 
tively." — (Mr.  Renshato.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  taken  so  much  interest 
in  the  Bill,  and  done  so  much  to  amend 
it,  that  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  meet  his  wishes,  and  they  would  be 
prepared  to  accept  the  first  part  of  his 
proposal,  but  not  the  last  part,  as  ex- 
pressed in  a  later  Amendment — 

**  And  in  the  case  of  parishes,  partly  burghal 
and  partly  landward,  the  value  of  property 
therein." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  had  argued  on  the 
last  part,  and  on  that  part  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  a  very  decided  line  indeed. 
In  the  Debates  in  the  Committee  all  the 
special  circumstances  of  a  parish  in  the 
fixing  of  the  number  of  Councillors  were 
considered  to  come  under  the  head, 
"  Circumstances  of  the  parish."  To  give 
a  larger  number  of  representatives  to  a 
particular  part  of  a  parish  on  account  of 
the  value  being  higher  was,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  inconsistent  with  the 
true  principles  of  representation.  The 
reason  that  one  part  of  a  district  was 
poorer  and  another  richer  was  very  ofteo 
that  the  pauperism  of  the  richer  part  was 
concentrated  in  the  poorer  part.     The 
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proposal  of  the  bon.  Member  was  con- 
trary to  the  tendency  of  legislation  for  a 
long  while  past.  It  would  be  a  retrograde 
step  in  any  way  to  distinguish  between 
the  richer  and  poorer  parts  of  the  same 
district. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  Secretary    for    Scotland   only 
accepted  the  proposal  partially,  because 
the  first  Amendment  did  not  go  nearly 
so  far  as   the  second  Amendment  was 
intended  to  go.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  rather   exaggerated  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  when  he  said  it 
was  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  legislation. 
It  would  be  so  to  a  large  extent  if  this 
were  an  injunction   to   fix  proportional 
representation  in  the  case  of  the  landward 
and  burghal  parts  of  a  parish  upon  valua- 
tion alone ;  but  they  all  knew  that  the 
distribution  of  money,  combined  with  a 
view  of  population  and  other  matters,  had 
been   accepted  by  Parliament  as  a  just 
mode  of  apportioning  other  burdens  or 
benefits.     The  Government  themselves, 
in  this  clause,  did  not  confine  themselves 
to  what,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,   was   the  only    true  principle — 
population  only.     If   the   Secretary  for 
Scotland  could  assure  them  that  under 
the   words  "  special    wants  and  circum- 
stances of  the  parish  "  there  was  intended 
to  be  included  anything  approaching  the 
spirit  of  the  Amendment,  that  might  go 
some  length  to  satisfy  them. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  a  very  bad  one, 
and  was  glad  that  the  Government  were 
going  to  oppose  it.  He  knew  something 
about  Dunblane,  and  if  it  were  a  question 
of  area  he  could  have  understood  some- 
thing being  said.  But  it  seemed  to  him 
an  absurd  thing  that,  merely  because  a 
few  people  would  go  to  one  quarter  and 
build  villas  there,  they  should  have 
additional  representation. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  said,  he  only  spoke 
to  the  two  Amendments  to  save  time,  but 
he  moved  the  first  one  at  this  stage. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to  : — 

Page  4,  line  14,  to  leave  out  the  words 
^^  according  to  the  last  published  Census 
for  the  time  being." 

Amendment  proposed,  In  page  4,  line 
16,  after  the  word  "  divided,"  to  insert 
the  words — 
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"  And  in  the  case  of  parishes  partly  burghal 
and  partly  landward  the  value  of  property 
therein." — QMr,  Menthaw,') 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  62  ; 
Noes  142.— (Division  List,  No.  216.) 

Mr.  CALDWELL  moved  to  amend 
Clause  10  by  omitting  the  following 
proviso : — 

"  Provided  that  exemption  from  or  failure  to 
make  payment  of  the  special  rate  authorised  by 
this  Act,  where  such  rate  is  due  and  payable  by 
persons  so  registered,  shall  be  a  disqualification 
from  voting  at  an  election  of  a  Parish  Council 
unless  such  rate  is  paid  during  the  period  of  one 
year  subsequent  to  service  of  the  demand  note 
requiring  payment  of  the  same." 
He  said,  that  this  proviso  was  not  in  the 
original  Bill,  and  it  was  inserted  in  the 
Grand  Committee  at  the  instance  of  hon. 
Members    opposite.      The   Government 
on  this  matter  had  t)ie   support  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  but  they  had  not  a 
single  supporter  from  the  Liberal  Benches 
wijth  the    exception  of  official   Scottish 
Members.     According  to  the  Bill,  there 
was  to  be  a  special  parish  rate  established 
for  the  first  time,  and  that  special  rate 
would  be  put  on  the  notice  of  the  Poor 
Law  assessment,  and  would  ibe  collected 
along  with  the  poor  rate.     As  the  law 
Ibw  stood,  no  man  could  be  put  on  the 
County  Council  Register  unless;he  had  paid 
his  poor  rate  on  or  before  the  20th   of 
June.  As  the  special  rate  was  put>on  the 
same  assessment  notice,  and  was  levied 
and  collected  with  the  poor  rate,  it  was 
obvious  that  no  man  could   possibly   be 
on  the  Register  for  the  Parish  Council 
unless  he  paid  his  poor  rates  on  or  before 
the  20th  of  June.    It  was  plain,  therefore, 
that  this  proviso  was  quite  unnecessary. 
It  was  a  piece  of  nonsense  to  say — 

'*  Unless  such  rate  is  paid  during  the  period 
of  one  year  subsequent  to  service  of  the  demand 
note  requiring  payment  of  the  same.*' 

The  giving  of  a  year's  grace  for  the 
payment  of  the  special  rate  had  no 
possible  meaning  whatever,  because  a 
man  who  had  not  paid  his  poor  rate  and 
his  special  rate  by  the  20th  of  June  would 
not  be  on  the  Register  at  all.  This 
pretended  year  of  grace,  therefore,  had 
no  meaning  whatever,  and  he  could  not 
conceive  how  such  a  stupid  proviso  could 
be  put  into  the  Bill  by  the  Government. 
Had  they  not  disqualification  enough 
already  ?  The  Government  were  putting 
this  in  quite  unnecessarily,  because  even 
if  this   were  left  out  there  would  fitAJi 
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remain  the  disqualification  if  the  special 
rate  were  not  paid  on  the  20th  June. 
They   had   gone   out  of    their   way   to 
emphasise  a  new  disqualification,  and  put 
it  on  the  Statute  Book,  although  they 
had  always  complained  of  the  opposite 
Party  introduciug  these  disqualifications 
for  non-payment  of  rates.     They  would 
find   that   this   matter   would   be   taken 
advantage  of  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site,  and   by  no  one  more  than  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.     He  had  no  doubt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^s  presence  in  the  House 
just  now  had  reference  to  this  particular 
matter,  and   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would   make  a  strong  point  of  the  fact 
that  the   Government  themselves   in   a 
Parochial  Bill  such    as    this  had    been 
compelled  to  establish  a  new  disqualifica- 
tion as  regarded  voting.     Agaiu,  look  at 
another    effect.      Suppose    they   passed 
another  Registration  Bill  to-morrow,  and 
they  took  away  the  disqualification  from 
the   Parochial   Board   election    for    the 
non-payment  of  poor  rate  every  man  in  a 
landward  portion  of  a  parish  would  be 
disqualified  because  he  had  not  paid  his 
special  rate,  whereas  he  could  not  pay 
his  special  rate  without  paying  the  poor 
rate,   they   both   being   included  in   the 
same    demand    note.     They    would    be 
bound   to   pay   their   poor    rate   in   the 
landward  parishes,  and  also  the  special 
rate,  whereas  in  the  burghs  they  would 
have  no  disqualification  with  regard  to 
the  poor  rate.     The  result,  again,  would 
be   that   the  Government  would  find,  in 
passing  a  Registration  Bill,  they  would 
require  a  proviso  which  would  eliminate 
these  people  in  a  landward  portion  of  a 
county  from  disqualification  in  regard  to 
the  poor  rate  ;  it  would  require  a  special 
provision  to  do  this,  and  the  passing  of 
such  a  clause  would  take  up  a  good  deal 
of  time,  as  it  would  meet  with  strenuous 
opposition    from   the    other    side.     He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
line  22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"register,"  to  the  end  of  sub-section  (1), 
of  Clause  10.— (Mr.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  Provided  that  exemption  from  or  failure 
to  make  payment'  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  be 
offeuded  if  ho  said  he  thought  he  had 
discovered  a  ParliameDtary  mare*s  nest, 

J/r.  Caldwell 


The  hon.  Member  said  that  people  wook 
be  disqualified  for  non-payment  of  theii 
special   rate.     That    was    not    so.    i 
man    would    go   to   the    poor  rate  col 
lector,  and   would  say,    "There  is  mj 
poor  rate  and  the  other  rates  due  on  tb 
20th  of  June.    I  claim  to  be  put  on  tb 
Register,  and  this  Bill  gives  m&  12  monthi 
credit  for  this  rate."     He  would  not  b 
disqualified  for  the  non-payment  of  tb 
special  rate  until  12  months  had  expired. 
Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  his  Ihni 
Friend  who  had  moved  the  Amendmenl 
was  a  little  inaccurate  in  one  point.    Hf 
stated   that   the   Government   were  doI 
supported  on  this  question  by  any  Men' 
hers  of  the  Liberal  Party  who  were  DOi 
in   Office.       As  a  matter  of  fact,  thtf 
were  supported   by  six.      However,  it 
was  not  his  desire  to  bring  these  qaai* 
tions    before    the    House.      He    migiit 
say    on   this   Amendment   that   it  wii 
the   general    intention   of    the   Goveni- 
ment     to     support      the     Bill     as    it 
came  out  of   the  Standiug    Committee. 
The  Amendments  which  he  himself  hid 
put  down  where  entirely  promises  which 
he  had   made   in   Committee,   with  the 
general  approval,  or  at  any  rate  no  ex- 
pressed opposition,  and  Amendments,  es- 
pecially in  the  earlier  portion  of  the  Billf 
which  were  consequential  on  the  deci- 
sions come  to  on  the  later  part  of  the 
Bill  by  the  Committee.    But  with  regaid 
to  the  substantial  questions,  the  intentioa 
of  the  Government  was,  whether  the  ob- 
jection was  taken  from  their  own  BeocheB 
or  from  the  Benches  opposite,  to  support 
the  Bill  as  it  left  the  Grand  Committee; 
and  he  thought  those  who  were  present 
at  the  discussions  in  the  Grand  Commii" 
tee  would  admit  that  this  was  a  point  upon 
which  the  Government  were  bound  to 
support  the  Bill  as  it  stood.    He  though^ 
his    hon.    Friend  had   exaggerated  thfl 
practical  importance  of  this  question.  A1 
the  first  election  of  Parish  Counoilloff 
this  question  of  the  special  rate  wooU 
not  occur  at  all.      No  special  rate  coaU 
be  struck  except  by  the  Parish  Couucil 
which  was  in  existence.     With  regard  t( 
the  subsequent  elections,  in  order  to  \k 
qualified  to  be  on  the  Parish  Council  \ 
man  must  have  paid  his  poor  rate.      Hi 
hon.  Friend  talked  of  importing  a  nei 
disqualification.     His  own  speech  ahowe 
how  very  small  this  new  disqualifioatkx 
would  be.      The  special  rate  was  not  in 
eluded  in  the  poor  rate,  but  it  was  on  th 
same  paper,  and  it  certainly  was  in  th 
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rould      pay      hb      poor      rate,    whicb 
irould  iimoaot    to    iiome   shilliog^,   and 
ostporie  paying  the  special  rate  which 
would  atuoimt  probably  to  so  nmay  peace* 
If  he  did  so,  and  did  not  i^ay  that  npecial 
witliiu    the   year,  iu    tiiat   case   he 
be   disqualified.      That  was   how 
le  matter  stood.     He  did  not  strongly 
irgue  whether  this  raised  a  great  prin- 
ciple or  not.     He   wa.^  bound  to  say  he 
_did  not  think  it  (iiiL     He  thought  they 
look   the  general   current   of  the  law  as 
It  hey  found  it,  and  at  present  the  pay- 
aeDt  of  rates  whs  required  as  a  qualiii- 
itiou.  He  did  not  think  that  itlmmporeil 
lem  in  the  leatiit   with  regard  to  future 
'  legi^iatiou.     He  differed    rather  on    the 
(|UG3tioii    of    principle   from    the    Com- 
mittee, hut  he  did    not  argue  it  on  prin- 
ciple   now,     Af*  he  had   said,  they  took 
legislation  as  they  found  it.     The  Go- 
vernment   supported    this   clause   in  the 
Grand  Committee,   and  they    most    cer- 
tainly should  support  it  now. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caitbuesst)  ho|>ed  his 
tion.  Frieiid  would  not  go  to  a  Division 
^\\  this  matter,  bec*ause  ho  tliought  they 
might  be  able  to  praL'tically  amend  the 
clause.  He  himaolf  had  givua  notice  of 
ao  Amentlment  to  jilftce  the  whole  of  the 
three  rates  in  the  same  po^^ition,  and  to 
give  12  months'  grace  for  the  whole  of 
J  the  three,  which  w^ouhl  be  a  most  bene- 
licial  change  of  the  law.  This  was  a 
aatter  which  very  seriously  affected  the 
Rghing  population  of  Scotland,  They  ditl 
pay  their  rates,  but  not  until  after  the 
iOth  of  June,  In  the  town  of 
Tick  out  of  3,000  ratepayers  less  than 
1,000  paid  before  the  20th  June,  and 
ibout  2,000  paid  in  the  beginning  of 
"Septeral^er,  when  they  came  home  frotn 
the  fishing,  These  2,0lX>  men  who  had 
Bot  paid  their  rates  w^ere  disqualified 
aud  could  not  vote,  so  that  the  burgh  of 
Wick  lost  every  year  two-thLrilH  of  the 
Parliamentary  electors  because  they  could 
not  pay  on  the  20th  June.  He  thought 
the  Government  should  carry  the  prin- 
ciple further  and  give  these  fishermen 
until  HeptemtKar  to  pay  the  local,  the 
|eounty,  aud  the  poor  rates.  Although 
fte  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
lau  as  a  general  rule  that  they  should 
Ittpport  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
roald  point  out  that  this  was  a  deci- 
r.  where  the  Scotch  Members  were 
Overwhelmed.  There  was  a  majority  of  the 
Icotch  Members  iu  favour  of  placing  the 


whole  three  rates  in  the  one  position,  but 
;  the  minority   of    Scotch  Members,  aided 
I  by  the   English  Members,  outvoted  the 
Scotch     majority.     Jf    his     hon*    Friend 
i  would  withdraw  his  Amenthuent  he  (Dr. 
I  Clark)  wouKl    move   bis   Amendment  to 
,  place  the  i^pecial,  the  pix>r,  aud  the  oon- 
I  soltdated  rates  in  the  same  position* 
'    'Thk  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
I  BALFOt'ii)  did   not  know  whether    this 
would    be  the   proper   time  to  say  any- 
thing   on    the    Amendment    which   the 
hon.     Member    for    Caithness    intended 
to  propose.     The  hon.  Meml>er*s  Amend- 
ment Involved  a  substantial  alteration  of 
the  Registration    Law.     It  inferred   an 
alteration   of  the  Registration   Acts   as 
they   bore  on  the  question    of   disquali- 
fication  at   present.     The  proposal  was 
not  only  to  take  up  matters  outside   the 
Hill,  but  t^  deal  with  Parliametary  regis* 
tration  ami   County  Conncil  registration, 
and, of  course,  it  would  be  for  Mr » Speaker 
to  say  whether  such  Amendments  could 
be  moved   looking  to  the  rulings   which 
he  had  alr*jady  given  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  introduction  of  matters  which 
were  outsitle  the  scope  of  the  BilL 

*Mu.H0ZlER(Lanarkshire,8.)desired 
to  say  that  his  Amcmiment  in  the  Grand 
Committee  was  carried  by  46  to  28,  aud 
there  weru  only  10  English  Members  who 
voted ;  therefore,  there  w  as  a  decided 
majority  of  Scottish  Members  in  favour 
of  this  provision. 

Question  put,  atid  agreed  to, 
Dk,  CLARK  moved,  after  the  word 
**  payment,'*  to  insert  the  words  "  Poor 
rate,  local  rate,  or."  The  object  of  the 
Amendment,  he  explained,  was  to  place 
the  three  rates  in  thfe  same  position,  and 
to  give  a  longer  time  than  tlie  20th  of 
June,  As  far  as  the  Amend nient  of  the 
bou.  Member  for  South  Lanarkshire  was 
concerned,  it  was  carried  in  the  Grand 
Committee  by  a  majority  of  Scotch 
Members,  hut  the  Amendment  moved  by 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  East  Al>erdeen  to 
apply  the  same  principle  to  the  other  two 
rates  was  lost  by  the  minority  of  the  Scotch 
Members  and  English  Members  who  were 
w  hipped  up  for  that  special  occasion* 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  this  was  a 
similar  Amendment  to  the  one  he  moved 
in  the  Grand  Committee,  the  object  being 
to  make  the  clause  generally  consistent, 
so  that  the  extension  of  time  w^ith  r«- 
gard  to  the  non-payment  of  rates  should 
apply  to  the  whole  of  the  rat^fl  under 
this  Bill,  and  not  to  one  only. 

Z  2 
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Mr.  speaker  :  This  is  a  Bill  to 
re-cast  the  local  goverument,  and  I  do 
Dot  think  it  is  competent  under  such  Bill 
to  alter  the  existing  law  dealing  with 
the  subject  of  local  elections  and  regis- 
tration. I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  out  of  Order  in  attempting  to 
deal  ovith  the  Registration  Law. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  May  I  submit 
that  it  really  does  not  alter  the  Registra- 
tion Law  itself  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  It  expressly  does 
so,  on  the  showing  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.     It  is,  therefore,  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  moved  to  insert,  at 
the  end  of  the  first  sub-section  of  Clause 
10,  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that  it 
should  be  the  duty  of  the  clerk  of  the 
Parish  Council,  one  week  before  the  time 
fixed  for  the  nomination  of  candidates  for 
any  election  of  Parish  Councillors,  to 
prepare  a  list  of  parish  electors  who 
had  failed  to  make  payment  of  the  rates 
within  the  specified  period,  and  to  trans- 
mit a  copy  of  that  list  forthwith  to  the 
Returning  Officer,  and  any  votes  ten- 
dered by  any  elector  named  in  such  list 
should  at  any  such  election  be  disallowed, 
unless  the  elector  instantly  verified  his 
right  to  vote  by  the  production  of  a  re- 
ceipt duly  signed  and  dated  within  the 
specified  period.  He  said  that  some 
assessors  thought  difficulties  would  arise 
as  to  who  was  to  decide  the  question  in- 
volved in  the  clause  unless  such  an 
Amendment  were  inserted.  It  would  be 
exceedingly  inconvenient  to  have  the 
question  discussed  in  the  polling  booth, 
and  therefore  the  Returning  Officer  ought 
to  have  ample  notice  of  the  manner  in 
which  his  duty  should  be  discharged. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  27, 
at  end,  insert — 

"  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  parish  clerk,  on 
the  expiry  of  one  year  from  the  date  on  which 
the  demand  note  was  issued,  to  prepare  a  list  of 
those  persons  on  the  roll  who  have  failed  to 
make  payment  of  the  sjKJcial  rate  within  the 
specified  period,  and  lie  stall  supply  a  copy  of 
such  list  to  the  Presiding  Officer,  who  shall 
delete  such  names  from  the  roll  of  parish  elec- 
tors, and  shall  disallow  the  vote  tendereti  by 
such  persons  unless  the  voter  instantly  verified 
his  right  to  vot«  by  the  production  of  a  receipt 
duly  signed  and  dated  within  the  said  period  of 
one  year." — (.Vr.  Renthatc,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  the  Government  would 
accept  the  Amendment,  as  a  person  was 


by  the  Bill  not  disqualified  from  being 
upon  the  Register  through  non-payment  of 
the  special  rate,  but  was  simply  disqaaii- 
iied  from  voting.  It  was  very  desirable 
that  the  Returning  Officer  should  have 
information  on  which  he  could  act. 

Dr.  CLARK  expressed  the  opioioD 
that  the  word  "  instantly  **  would  make 
it  impossible  to  work  the  clause.  A 
person  might  not  have  the  receipt  for 
payment  in  his  pocket,  and  he  could  not, 
therefore,  produce  it  instantly  to  verify 
it.  He  should  suggest  that  '*  instantly  ^* 
be  omitted. 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour  said,  that  '^  instantly  verified  ** 
was  a  familiar  legal  phrase. 

•Mr.     SPEAKER:     Does    the    hon. 
Member  move  the  omission  of  the  word 
♦*  instantly  ?  " 
Dr.  CLARK  :  Yes. 

Amendment  to  the  Amendment  agreed 
to. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  moved,  after  the 
word  "verified,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  prior  to  the  close  of  the  poll." 

Amendment  to  the  Amendment  agreed 
to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  moved,  io 
page  4,  line  29,  leave  out  from  "  more,** 
to  end  of  sub-section.  He  said,  if  the 
Amendment  were  accepted  the  sub-sec^ 
tion  would  simply  read — 

^  Each  mrish  elector  may  at  any  poll  for  the 
election  of  a  Parish  Council  give  one  vote  and 
no  more." 

The  Bill  proposed  to  have  the  foreign 
system  of  scrutin  de  listCj  and  to  allow 
an  elector  to  give  a  vote  for  any  number 
of  candidates.  That  system  had  been 
strongly  objected  to  in  this  country,  and 
had  been  done  away  with  wherever  it 
had  existed.  Some  precaution  was  neces- 
sary to  prevent  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  having  all  the  representation  on 
the  Council,  and  the  opinion  of  the 
minority  having  none  at  all.  While 
political  questions  would  not  enter  into 
these  elections  there  might  be  burning 
questions,  such  as  the  management  of 
parish  charities,  rights  of  way,  and  leas- 
ing land  for  allotments,  on  which  it 
would  be  mischievous  if  the  minority  bad 
no  representation.  The  danger  was 
partly  provided  against  in  the  Bill.bj  an 
option  being  given  of  dividing  a  parish 
into  wards.      But  as  that  power   waa 
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merely  aptioiml  be  bad  put  down  ati 
Ameudmeut  to  provide  tbat  \t  aboiild  be 
compubory  for  a  parisb  to  be  divided 
iDto  wards  cnDtainiog  not  more 
(baa  tbree  nieml>er8,  wbicb  was,  per- 
liapB,  the  tno9t  practical  way  of  doing  it. 
That  was  tbe  vno^l  graceful  way  of  doing 
it.  He  bad  not  proposed  auy  snheme  by 
this  Amendment.  Of  course,  the  principle 
was  plain,  and  if  everybody  was  given  a 
single  vote  it  wotdd  be  a  more  satii^faetary 
development  that  tbey  sbmild  be  able  to 
transfer  that  vote  from  one  eainHdatc  to 
another.  That  conbl  easily  be  provided 
for  by  a  subsequent  Amendment ;  bin 
he  felt  that  tbi^  question  us  to  bow  tbe 
elections  were  to  be  carried  on  in  tbe 
Parish  Councils  was  so  important  that  it 
was  at  any  rate  necessary  to  bring  it 
before  the  Ilonse. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4»  line 
29,  to  leave  out  from  tbe  word  ''  more," 
to  the  end  of  8iib-i?ection  (2),  of  Clause 
10.— (ilfr.  Parker  Smith,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe 

Bill." 

Sir  a  TREVELYAN  said,  that  he 
would  hardly  like  to  enter  upon  so  large 
a  question  as  the  representation  of 
minorities  under  tbe  eye  of  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  below  tbe  Gangway,  and  he 
must  fall  back  upon  tbe  statement  that 
lie  had  \'oted  on  every  possible  oc(*asion 
against  the  principle  contended  for.  He 
would  not  support  this  principle  of  com- 
pulsory plumping,  tbe  principle  imposed 
ift  Birmingham  and  Glasgow,  under  the 
fey  stem  of  repreaentatiou  between  the 
Reform  Bill  of  1865  and  the  Reform  Bill 
<*l  1885,  He  did  not  suppose  there  was 
*ny  Member  in  tbe  House  at  present  who 
had  not  made  up  his  mintl  on  tlie  ques- 
tion. The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  below 
the  Gangway  had  made  statements 
ill  reference  to  the  question  of  prin- 
ciple. Upon  that  principle  tbey  had 
all  by  this  time  decided  one  way  or 
another^  and  were  quite  prepareil  to  say 
whether  or  not  they  wished  to  have  it 
introduced  into  the  vScotcb  Parish  Coun- 
cils, His  own  opinion  wa.s  as  strongly 
against  it  there  as  elsewhere,  and  be 
thought  he  should  best  consult  the  wishes 
of  tbe  Cominittee  by  merely  saying  that 
the  Government  would  support  the  Bill 
as  it  stood, 

CoMMANDEK  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdernettfl)  said,  that  tbe  representa- 
tion   of    minorities  was    rather  a    large 
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question  to  start  at  this  period  of  tbe 
Session.  He  did  not  tbink  in  tbe  cir- 
cumstances, and  seeing  tbe  condition  of 
the  House,  that,  having  already  ex- 
pressed bis  sentiments  on  tbe  question, 
he  need  express  them  again  on  tbe  pre- 
sent occasion,  although  be  must  confess 
he  was  much  astonished  at  what  he  bad 
heard,  especially  when  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  defending  his  position,  gave  as 
a  satisfftctory  reason  for  tbe  ground  bo 
took  that  he  bad  himself  always  voted 
the  other  way.  However,  he  would  not 
enter  further,  as  he  had  said,  upon  so 
important  a  question  at  this  period  of 
tbe  Ses.sion. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he  did 
not  pro[M>se  to  divide  on  this  Amend- 
ment, lieeause  subsequent  Ametidmeuts 
dealt  with  the  point, 

Amemlmeut,  by  lea\^e,  withdrawn. 

Mk.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew,  W,) 
moved  to  omit  the  words  after  '*  not,*' 
down  to  ''be/*in  line36.  Tbe  question  was 
in  reference  to  tbe  date  Ist  January,  1895, 
and  the  provision  in  Section  57  rendered 
I 


t  unnecessary  to  insert  a  date  in  this  place. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 

:35,  to  leave  out  from  tbe  word  "  not/*  to 

the    word     "be/'    In    line    36. —  {Mr, 

Hens  haw,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  tbe  wonls 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill.'' 

Question  put,  imd  negativciU 
Mr.  RENSHAW  moved  to  leave  out 
tbe  wodIs  **  after  tbe  let  day  of  January, 
1895/'  in  relation  to  the  date  when  the 
Register3  should  be  made  up,  and  after 
which  any  woman  should  not  be  il i squall- 
fied  by  marriage  from  being  registered  on 
a  County  Council,  Municipal,  or  Parish 
Council  Register. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "after  tbe  1st  day  of  January, 
1895,"--'(J/r.  Neinhaw,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe 
;  Bill." 

I  •The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mn 
I  J.  B*  Balfour)  said,  that  in  the 
event  of  the  Bill  becoming  law  by 
1  the  1st  of  8epteml>er,  there  would  be 
sufficient  time  for  making  up  the 
j  Registers  so  as  to  include  the  newly-en- 
I  franchittCHJ  voters.  If  that  waste  be  done  it 
I  was  of  course  desirable  it  should  not  b© 
I  delftved    till   the    lat   of   January.     He 
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thoiiglit  the  Aviftbes  of  hoti.  Members 
would  be  best  eoii^nUetl  by  saying  that 
the  worils  in  question  would  be  taken 
out  elsewhere. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  urged  thiit 
there  could  be  uo  harm  in  taking  them 
out  now.  By  putting  it  off  to  the  future, 
expense  and  trouble  might  be  iueiirreti, 
whereas  if  the  words  were  taken  out  now 
no  alteratioQ  of  the  roll  would  be 
required. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr, 
J,  B.  Balfour)  ^^aid  that,  looking  at 
the  great  Dumber  of  persons  eoucerue^l 
ill  being  placed  upon  the  Regijiters;,  it 
would  be  better  not  to  draw  Ji  line  now 
uuleiss  it  were  shown  tg  be  neeefisary. 

Mu.  CALDWELL  pointed  out  that, 
the  roll  would  be  made  up  for  November, 
and  that  there  was  no  reason  why 
women  should  be  dissqua lifted  from  voting 
for  the  Parish  Co  unci  Is.  They  would 
not  be  put  upon  the  firsc  roll,  because 
that  would  have  to  be  made  up  in  time 
for  November,  but  they  could  be  upon 
the  second  roIL  That  appeared  to  i>e 
the  simple  reason  for  the  Amendment — 
that  women  should  be  put  upon  the  roll, 
and  he  thought  the  Government  would 
do  well  to  accept. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  if  it  was  desireil  by  the 
Hou«e,  the  Government  w^ould  consent 
to  omit  the  words. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

♦Mr-  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.) 
moved  to  substitute  the  word  "qiialitica- 
tiou''^  for  "property,''  which  he  con- 
sidered a  disfraDchislDg  expression^  in 
respect  to  the  proviso  in  Claude  1 1, 

''  that  a  husband  and  wife  sbnll  not  both  be 
i-egistered  in  respect  of  the  same  ijroperty," 

The  word  he  objected  to  was  a 
diBfrauchisiug  expression,  because  a 
property  might  comprise  and  confer 
several  qualiticationB,  and  if  that  word  w  ere 
left  in  here,  it  w^ould  only  be  the  owner 
wdio  would  be  qualified  to  vote,  without 
any  regard  to  minor  qnalification?.  He 
would  venture  again  to  a^^k  the  right 
hou,  GeDtlemau  the  question  lie  put  to 
him  in  Grand  Committee  :  If  the  word 
*'  property  *^  were  to  be  left  in,  what  was 
to  become  of  a  man  who  happened  to 
marry  hie  landlady,  aud  whether  the  un- 
fortunate occupier  of  the  house  would  not 
be  disfranchisetl  immediately  /  The  Go- 
vernment ought  to  give  the  Amendment 
their  favourable  cooj^ideratioD. 

Mr,  J,  B,  Balfour 


Ameudi.ient  proposed,  io  page  4,  Hue 
;39,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  property,'* 
and  insert  the  word  *Wjnnlification,-'' — 
{Mr.  Hosier,) 

Question  proposed,  "'Tliat  the  w^ord 
*  property  '  stand  part  of  the  BilL'* 

8n«  G,  TREVELYAN  said,  that 
there  never  w^ag  the  slightest  doubt 
about  the  intention  of  the  Govcmment, 
which  from  first  to  last  was  that  there 
shonld  be  only  one  vote  for  one  property^ 
and  thai  the  wife,  as  owner,  aud  the 
hushand,  as  tenant,  should  not  have  two 
votes.  It  wap  not  necessary  to  emphasise 
the  point  with  reference  to  this  Amend- 
ment.  Persons  who  came  up  to  London 
were  sometimes  cautioned  against  taking 
advice  without  examining  it  y^y  care- 
fully. The  intention  of  the  Government 
was  expressed  quite  clearly  lu  Coin» 
niittee,  and  he  wished  to  make  it  cle 
now  I  they  had  no  wish  to  allow  adonl  _ 
vote  in  respect  of  the  j*ame  property  in 
the  case  of  a  husband  and  wife  any  more 
than  in  the  case  of  any  two  other  per- 
sons. The  Government  conceived  that 
that  intention  w^as  secured  by  the  words 
in  the  Bill,  and  for  this  reasou  it  was 
desirable  to  retain  them, 

Mu.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
could  see  no  ground  why  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  should  have  run  away 
from  an  Amendment  which  he  himself 
put  down  in  Committee^  nor  why  he 
should  now  oppose  the  Amend raeut.  Hi* 
own  Amendment  on  the  same  subject  id 
Committee  he  had  withdrawn,  under  the 
belief  that  the  Government  w^ould  stick 
to  tlieir  own  Amendment ;  but  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  having  moved  it  in  a 
most  eloquent  speech,  suddenly  dropped 
it  without  any  apparent  reason.  Some 
remark  was  inter jeetei!,  aud  immediately 
upon  that  the  right  hon»  Gentleman 
turned  round  aud  said  he  was  acting 
after  having  consulted  with  one  of  the 
cleverest  assessors  in  Scotland*  whose 
opinion  had  been  taken.  It  was  stated 
that  the  Amendment  had  been  suggested 
to  the  Government  by  a  gentleman  well- 
qualified  as  an  assessor,  so  that  it  had 
not  l»een  hastily  prepared*  But,  having 
withdrawn  his  own  Amendment  on  the 
same  point,  the  Government  let  thein^ 
go.  This  clause  euactetl  that  a  woman 
should  not  be  disqualified  by  marriage  t 
but  the  insertion  of  the  word  ** property'* 
did  disqualify  her  in  certain  circumstancee* 
It  was  never  contemplated  that  marriaga 
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should  be  &  disqualification,  He  hoped 
the  Goverument  would  re-cou^juler  their 
det^rmiuation  aud  would  nciiept  the 
Amendment  moved  l*y  iua  Ijoik  Frieud 
opposite* 

Mr.  W.  M*LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
tiEul,  the  right  hoti.  Gentleman  had 
given  a  ^'erysingnhir  reason  for  opposing 
this  Amendment  ;  he  objected  to  two 
persons  voting  for  tfie  same  property. 
Bnt  the  Seeretaiy  tor  Scotland  tnuet  be 
aware  that  there  were  Lnndreds  aod 
thousands  of  eases  in  which  two  persowjf* 
voted  for  the  same  property.  It  was 
simply  in  the  case  of  husband  and  wife 
that  this  ridicnlous  distinction  wits  to  be 
maintained.  Where  they  were  respec- 
tively owMjer  aud  occupier  it  seemed  ridi- 
culous tliat  this  rei^trictiou  should  be 
imposed  ;  and  as  the  claui?e  provided 
that  marriage  should  not  bo  a  disquali- 
fication, it  ought  to  be  carried  out  to  the 
logical  conclusion.  Jn  cases  of  bona 
\  fide  ownership  and  occupation  Ijy  bus- 
band  and  wife  they  should  each  have  tlie 
benefit  of  their  separate  qualifications. 
Ho  thought  the  Goverument  w^ould  do 
well  to  agree  to  the  wishes  expressed  on 
both  iides  of  the  House  aud  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  124  ; 
(l^oes  71. — (Division  List,  ^'o/2170 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G-  Trevelyan»  the 
following     Amendments     were 
I  to  :— 

Page  o,  line   10,   leave   out  ♦Mjurgb>* 
and  insert  **  municipal,'' 

Line    12,    after  ** burgh,"   insert    "or 
police  burgh/' 

Line  15,  alter  '<  wards,"  insert  "  (1)." 

Line  17,  after  "  wards,"  insert — 

*  and  (2)  if  and  where  a  laadwanl  parish  or  a 
[  part  of  any  jjarii^h  ia  co-extensive  with  a  police 
I  burgh  or  part  thereof^  and  isdividetl  into  parish 

Line  29,  leave  out  from  "  registered," 
I  to  end  of  8ub*8ection,  and  insert  "duly 
I  qualified*" 

Line  33,  leave  out  from  the  beginning 
to  the  first  "  the,"  m  line  34. 

Line  34,  after  "assessor^,"  nt-f-rj  *'or 
other  persona." 

Mr.  REN8HAW  moved,   in  page  6, 

•  ine  1 1,  to  leave  out  "  county  "  and  insert 

'*  sheriff'."     He  had  raised  this*  |M>int  in 

iCommitteci,   which  was  that  the  roll  of 


agreed 


electors  ought  not  to  pass  into  the 
possession  of  the  county  clerk,  but  ought 
to  remain  in  the  possession  of  the 
sheriff  clerk^  as  the  proper  party  to 
dia  tribute  the  rolls  was  the  sheriff 
clerk,  and  not  the  county  clerk.  He 
had  since  been  confirmed  in  the  opinion 
by  iQijuiries  ho  hatl  made  on  the  subject 
frum  various  ofliciul  sources.  The  county 
clerk  of  the  Coii,nty  Councils  had  in- 
formed him  that  **  county  clerk  "  must 
have  been  inserted  in  the  Bill  by  mistake, 
as  there  was  no  provision  in  it  for  the 
banding  over  of  the  Register  to  the 
county  clerk  fi>r  distribution.  Under  the 
present  law,  with  regard  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary roll  and  the  county  roll,  it  was 
the  sheriff  clerk  that  had  the  duty  of 
delivering  copies  thereof,  or  parts  thereof, 
to  any  person  applying  for  same  on  pay- 
ment of  a  fee. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  county  '^  and 
insert  the  word  "sheriflf." — {Mr*  Ben* 
shaiaJ) 

Question  proposed,  '^^  That  the  word 
*  county  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

•Tjie  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  the  scheme  of  Parish 
Councils  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  bring  into  operation  was  that 
the  Parish  Councils  should  form  part 
of  a  hierarchy  of  county  government' 
extending  from  the  county  as  a  whole 
dow^n wards  to  the  parish.  That  being 
so,  it  seemed  to  the  Government  that  the 
person  with  wbom  the  Parish  Councils 
would  naturally  be  brought  into  rela- 
tions would  be  the  county  clerk,  w*ho, 
as  clerk  to  the  County  Council,  would 
have  the  duty  of  putting  into  motioq 
the  machinery  for  the  eleetion8| 
aud  that,  therefore,  he  would  have  pos- 
session of  the  roll  for  administrative  pur- 
poses. However,  since  the  Amendment 
had  l>een  moved  in  Committee,  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  inquiries  of  Local 
Authorities  with  a  view  the  ascertaining 
the  most  convenient  course  ;  and  if  they 
came  to  be  satisfied  that  the  course 
suggested  iu  the  Amendment  was  a 
proper  one,  they  would  have  the  Amend- 
ment made  in  another  place. 

Amendment^  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyax  the 
following  Ametidment  was  agreed  to  ; — 

Page  6,  line  14,  after  **  burgh,"  Insert 
**  or  police  burgh.'' 
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On  MotioQ  of  Mr.  Renshaw,  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  6,  line  16,  after  "  shall,"  insert 
"subject  to  revision  in  Section  10." 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyax,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  6,  line  24,  at  end,  insert — 

'*  (3)  A  County  Council  Electoral  Division 
(exclusive  of  any  police  {)urgh  or  part  of  a 
police  burgh  comprised  therein)  so  far  as  within 
a  parish  shall  be  a  parish  ward,  or  shall  Ije 
divided  into  two  or  more  parish  wards  of  the 
parish." 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  moved,  in 
page  6,  line  25,  to  leave  out  from 
"Council,"  to  "from,"  in  line  30,  and 
insert  "  shall."  As  the  Bill  stood  it  was 
optional  for  the  County  Council,  looking 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  parish,  to 
decide  whether  it  should  be  divided  into 
wards  or  not.  Upon  the  principle  which 
he  had  explained  a  short  time  ago, 
and  which  he  would  not  go  into  again, 
it  ought  to  be  compulsory  that  the  parish 
should  be  divided  into  wards  in  all  cases  ; 
and  that  those  wards  should  return  either 
three,  two,  or  one  Parish  Councillors,  but 
that  in  no  case  should  there  be  more  than 
three  returned  for  any  ward. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
25,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Coun- 
cil," to  the  word  "from,"  in  line  30, 
and  insert  the  word  "shall." — (Mr. 
Parker  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
down  to  the  word  '  may,'  in  line  30,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  the  Go- 
vernment desired  that  the  County  Coun- 
cil should  not  be  hampered  in  any  respect 
in  the  arrangement  of  the  wards  of 
parishes.  The  Bill  said  that  if  the 
County  Council  were  "  satisfied  after  due 
local  inquiry,"  they  might  decide  that 
there  should  be  five  Parish  Councillors 
for  each  parish,  or  divide  the  parish  into 
wards,  returning  one,  two,  or  three 
Parish  Councillors.  The  Government 
were  prepared  to  leave  the  matter  to  a 
strong  Local  Authority  like  the  County 
Council,  who,  however,  were  not  to  act 
until  they  had  consulted  local  opinion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.) 
moved,  in  page  6,  line  30,  after  "  may  " 
insert  "  with  the  approval  of  the  Board." 
What  he  wanted  was  that  instead  of  the 
Couutf   Council    being   entrusted   abso- 


lutely with  the  duty  of  dividing  a  parish 
into  wards,  it  should  discharge  that  duty 
"  with  the  approval  of  the  Board."  He 
knew  that  some  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  agreed  with  him  on  this 
point. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
30,  after  the  word  "  may,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  with  the  approval  of  the  Board." 
— {Mr.  Hazier.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  if 
the  words  "  with  the  approval  of  the 
Board "  meant  anything,  they  meant 
approval  given  after  full  cognizance  of 
the  facts.  That  meant  that  a  local  in- 
quiry must  be  made  in  every  parish  in 
Scotland.  The  Bill  would  place  on  the 
Board  many  grave  duties,  and  to  throw 
on  the  Board  the  absolute  necessity  of 
local  inquiries  in  parishes  about  which 
the  Board,  as  a  Board,  could  have  little 
local  knowledge,  was  a  proposition  he 
could  not  ask  the  House  to  entertain. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Treveltan,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to:— 

Page  6,  line  o2,  after  "divided,"  in- 
sert "subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
section." 

Line  33,  leave  out  from  "  expedient," 
to  "and,"  in  line  35. 

Line  36,  after  the  second  "and,"  insert 
"  shall  thereafter  by  order." 

Page  7,  line 5,  after  "and,"  insert  "shall 
thereafter  by  order." 

Mr.  RENSHAW  moved  to  omit  the 
words  "  second  and  subsequent "  from 
Clause  14  in  order  to  raise  the  question 
as  to  whether  or  not  it  was  desirable  to 
have  an  election  earlier  than  in  the 
autumn  of  1895,  when  the  next  election 
of  County  Councils  takes  place.  He 
admitted  fully  the  manner  in  which  the 
Government  had  recognised  the  impossi- 
bility of  holding  the  first  election  of 
Parish  Councils  this  year,  but  he  would 
still  say  that  to  hold  it  in  the  spring  of 
next  year  meant  very  hurried  prepara- 
tion, an  imperfect  roll,  and  great  expense. 
He  ,had  been  at  pains  to  inquire  what 
that  expense  would  be.  In  Lanarkshire 
he  found  that  the  additional  expense  of 
an  election  in  the  spring  for  Parish  ' 
Councils  only  would  amoniU.to  £2,322. 


I       oQ9         Lw^ai  Government  [9  Augu^jt  1894}  (Scotland)  BilL  510 

^^TLe  county  clerk  of  Mkllotiiiau,  ta  |  l>etween  £30,000  and  £40,000  in  order 
^B^^'hom  he  bad  wnttetif  had  tuJd  him  that  I  that  they  shouhl  he  created  eight  motiths 
^Vthe  cost  of  the  eleetiou  iii  the  County  q(  \  earlier  ttm»  if  the  first  election  took 
^Hj^lidlothiau^  the  uew  Register,  list  of  j  pta^^e  in  the  uutuinii  of  1H95.  He  thought 
^Kwomeu    voters,    »S:c.,    '^ '     .^  .^.-.^  *,     g,.^»i....j    i,t    ^„ — *    »i.^  \a^^^i...,  ^# 
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women  voters,  »!tc.,  would  ttiuouiit  to 
870,  That  was  for  the  couuty,  upurt 
rom  the  Royal  aud  Parliiimeiitary  burghs 
hereio*  The  popuhitiou  of  that  county, 
€xcludiug  the  Royal  and  Farlinmentary 
hurghi*aiid  police  burghs, was ahout87,000. 
Taking  the  whole  population  of  Scot* 
land  at  4,000,000,  they  cuuld  arrive  by  a 
simple  arithmetical  ^utu  at  the  probable 
adciitioual  cost  of  tliese  eioctious  for  the 
whole  of  Scotland.  Tl»e  calculation 
showed  that  it  would  cost  not  less  thau 
£40,000,  if)  addition  to  the  expense  of 
the  autumn  election  of  County  CouneiLs, 
Was  it  deisirable  to  put  the  country  to 
^^Ihe  tnnible  atid  the  turmoil  of  an  addi- 
^Hlioual  election,  and  to  the  expenditure  of 
^^K40,000  of  local  funds,  in  order  to  bring 
^^■ix  months  earlier  into  existence  Parish 
^■Councils,  which  must  come  into  existence 
^Pin  the  autumn  ?  On  these  grounds  he 
moved  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
31,  to  leave  out  the  words  "second  and 
lubseq uent." — ( Mr.  Ihnsh aw.) 

Question   jiroposed,  **That    the  words 
•second  and  aubseciuent*  stand    part  of 
'leBill/* 

SiH  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  did 
lot  think  the  roll  would   he  more  imper- 
fect   in    the   spring  than   at  the  autumn 
ection.     His  hon.  Friend  had  tohl  them  i 
at  certain  people  who,  he  was  ready  to 
Imit,   were    competent   authorities,  had  , 
formed   him  that  the  election  would  be 
expensive  ;  but  these  officers  were  county 
officials,   not  belonging  to  the  class    of 
people  this  Bill  was  enfraitcliisiug,  and  it 
'      was   not  from  sm-h  officials  that  the  Go- 
vernment  were  going  to  take  their  idea 
as  to  when  Parish  Councils  were  to  come 
into    existence.     The    Government    re- 
j      Ittctantly,  but  for  very  good  reasons  of  au 
\     administrative  character,    had  consented 
^■po  defer  the  elections   from  autumn  this 
P^ear    until    April    next    year,  but   they 
could  not  let  liie  prospect  of  the  election  I 
go  on  receding  any  further  from  the  eyes 
of  the  residents  in  the  parishes  of  8eot-  ' 
ud. 

Mr.  maxwell  said,  they  were  as 
sirous  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
Wish  Councils  should  l>e  established  in 
iotland,  but  the  question  was  whether 
was  desirable  that  Scotlaod  should  pay  \ 


Scotlanti  would  accept  the  blessing  of 
Parish  Couueils  more  gladly  if  she  had 
not  to  pay  this  extra  £30,000  or  £40,000 
for  it.  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  Imd 
'  thrown  some  doubt  on  the  fignres  given 
I  by  tlie  Meml>er  for  Renfrewshire  ;  but 
the  authorities  to  whom  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  gone  were  the  most  reliable 
that  could  be  found  on  the  question,  and 
he  would  Bsk  if  the  Government  them- 
selves had  taken  the  trouble  to  inquire 
and  ascertain  what  the  additional  cost 
would  be  ?  In  two  counties  in  which  he 
was  interested  estimates  had  been  made, 
and  they  Wre  out  very  nearly  the  figures 
given  by  the  Memlier  for  Renfrewshire. 
He  thought  the  Pariah  Councils  would 
be  recognised  as  great  blessings  in  8cot- 
;  land  if  they  could  be  obtnined  without 
aucb  B  large  expenditure  of  monev. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  seemed  entirely  to  have  mis- 
conceived the  point  of  the  Member 
for  Renfrewshire  in  writing  to  those 
authorities.  He  ditl  so  not  to  ask  their 
opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  bringing 
this  Bill  into  operatior  earlier  or  later, 
i  but  to  ascertain  the  probable  cost  of  what 
I  he  might  call  the  bye-election  in  the 
spring  of  1895.  The  gentlemen  con- 
sulted were  the  most  competent  authori- 
ties in  Scotland  to  express  an  opinion  an 
that  question.  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land was  challenged  in  Committee  to  say 
whether  the  Government  had  formed  tiny 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  their  now  pro- 
jiosal.  That  was  some  weeks  ago,  and 
the  Government  had  had  ample  time  to 
consult  authorities  on  the  subject.  If 
tliey  had  done  so,  they  would  prohaV)Iy 
have  gone  to  the  same  sort  of  authorities 
whom  his  hon.  Friend  had  consulted. 
Ho  would  ask,  therefore,  whetljitv  the 
Government  were  in  a  fposition' to  chal- 
lenge the  grave  o;ud  serious  statement 
made  by  his  Mqu,  Friend  that  the 
spring  elect\ons  would  cost  the 
country  Ijetw^een  £40,0CK)  and  £o{),000  ? 
If  the  Govr^rument  h*ul  no  better  tigures 
to  supply  ♦tiiem  with,  the  question  arose 
whether  H  was  worth  w^hile  for  six 
months  more  of  the  existence  of  the 
Parish,  Council  to  incur  this  heavy  ex-  ^ 
pend.'iture.  The  right  h/j^n.  Gentleman^' 
"I'gjtit  iK'lieve  him  tha^or**^  one  on  the 
^Popositiou  side  of  the  aouse  anymore 
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thau  on  the  Miaisterial  8tde  bad  the 
gmallest  desire  to  delay  the  Bill  coraing 
ioto  opemtioD.  The  right  bon.  Gentlemau 
spoke  of  this  promised  eleotiou  receding 
from  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 
But  why  did  it  recede  ?  Because,  he 
ventured  to  say,  the  Government  were 
eotiviuced  that  they  had  proposed  an  im- 
poesibility  in  the  Bill  as  origiualiy  brought 
in.  Whether  or  not  it  was  worth  while 
to  spend  £40,000  or  £50,000  to  bring 
Parish  Councils  into  operation  six  months 
earlier  was  a  nnitter  as  to  whether  the 
people  of  Scotland  bhould  make  up  their 
minds.  As  he  had  said  in  Committee 
the  question  was  one  really  of  adminis* 
tratioii,  the  responsibility  for  which  must 
rest  on  the  Government.  Members  of 
the  Opposition  hatl  done  no  more  than 
their  duty  in  raising  and  laying  before 
the  country  this  question. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfovk)  said,  it  was  nit  her  sur- 
prising to  hear  such  an  attack  upon 
and  objection  to  the  April  election*  It 
was  decided  upon  with  the  unanimous 
assent  of  the  Committee,  The  Govern- 
ment had  believed,  and  still  believed,  that 
it  would  have  been  perfectly  possible  to 
have  the  first  election  this  autumn. 
Others  doubted  it,  aud  a  suggestion  was 
made  by  the  Member  for  Bute  (Mr. 
Graham  Murray)  and  assented  to  by  the 
Government  to  hold  the  election  next 
spring.  The  Bill  was  re-cast  to  meet 
that  change,  and  they  could  not  now  turn 
it  all  upside  down.  He  could  not  say 
that  the  Government  bad  got  reliable 
figures,  because  it  was  impossible  to  do 
BO  ;  but  they  knew  the  kind  aufl  quality 
of  the  work  to  be  done,  and  they  be- 
lieved the  cost  would  not  be  serious^  as 
the  difference  was  not  that  of  the  whole 
cost  of  an  additional  election,  but  of  the 
cost  of  having  it  in  the  spring  instead  of 
Ijg  -mouths  later. 

MR^i;  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Lord 
Advocate  rather  ad  the  House  to  under- 
stand  that  it  was  a  I'oncessiou  to  the 
wishes  and  desires  of  the^>PP«J»ition  that 
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the  election  had  been  put  /^^  to  "ext 
spring.  That  was  not  the  ca^e.  It  was 
a  concession  to  cerlaiu  practifft'  »«d  in- 
Bumiountable  difficulties  which  they  bad 
pressed  on  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Both  sides  were  animated  Vy  the 
defire  to  see  the  Bill  brought  into  opera- 
tion &6  soon  as  '  ^  was  practically  posiihle 
M-  do  so,  and  ^^e  only  question  war- 
Iio)fr  BOon  ?  auti   »vhat  was  the  expeofC' 

Sir  C*  Pearson 


incident  to  one  particular  plan  or 
the  other.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.- 
Reushaw)  had  come  to  the  eon-* 
elusion,  basing  his  opinion  on  competent 
authorities,  that  the  Government  plan 
would  cost  over  £30,000 ;  aud  was  it 
worth  while  for  six  months'  additional 
enjoyment  of  the  blessings  of  Parish 
Councils  to  put  the  country  to  that  cost  ? 
However,  it  was  for  the  Goverument  to 
decide,  and  he  would  advise  his  hon. 
Friend  to  leave  the  whole  responsibility 
to  them,  and  not  divide  the  House  upon 
Ills  Amendment,  If  he  did  his  hon* 
Friends  opposite  might  go  to  Scotland 
and  attempt  to  make  out  that  the  lion. 
Member  (Mr.  Renshaw)  had  wished  to 
put  off  as  long  as  possible  the  time  when 
the  jmrochial  elections  in  Scotland  shouJd 
take  place.  He  did  not  thiuk  his  hon. 
Friend  should  run  that  risk,  and  he 
(Mr.  Balfour)  did  not  mean  to  run  it  if 
the  Government  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment, 

Mn,  CALDWELL  said,  it  had  appa- 
rently been  overlooked  by  the  other  side 
that,  aec'ordiiig  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Bill  had  been  framed  in  the  Standing 
Committee,  it  would  bo  competent  for  the 
Municipal  Authorities  in  Scotland  in 
making  up  the  new  Registers  in 
November  to  make  them  up  with  the 
new  Register,  The  Town  Councils 
could  make  up  the  roll  in  November, 
which  would  do  for  the  Parish  Council 
Register.  That  would  obviate  the  ne- 
cessity of  spending  at  least  half  the 
£40,000. 

*Mr.  HOZIER  said,  that  boo.  Mem- 
bers opposite  seemed  to  have  an  idea 
that  the  Opposition  had  giiined  this  as  a 
concession.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
the  City  of  Glasgow  which  obtained  the 
postponement.  It  was  because  the  City 
Authorities  protested  so  strongly  against 
the  autumn  election  that  escceptional 
arrangements  were  proposefl  for  Glasgow, 
which  in  turn  were  resisted  with  such  ve» 
heraenceby  both  sides  on  the  Committee 
that  the  whole  thing  had  to  be  abandoned. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he 
wished  to  move  an  Amendment  to  insert, 
after  '*  burghal,'' 

**or  for  a  parish  ur  part  of  a  parish  co-ex- 
lenFiTe  with  a  police  burgh  or  part  of  a  iK>lice 
burgh.*'  • 

Hy  put  thifl  forward  becauee  he  wa« 
pu£2;led  by  the  clause.     He  had  thought 


513         Local  Government  (9  AutJiisr  ll 


TScotland)  BiU, 


SH 


I 


the    Government    had    forgot teu    their  | 
plalgea    and    did    not    iiiieud     to    deal 
with    poHce    burghs,    and     to    put    elec-  [ 
tions    there    ou    the    same    foothig   &s  I 
eiections     iti     other     places.      He     Imd  , 
discovered    that  they  had  fulfilled   their 
pledge,  but   had   hidden   away    tlie   pro- 
vision  they  had   introduced.     They    had 
not    given    the  subject   a   irieetion  of  its 
own,  but  had  hidden  it  away  at  the  end 
of    another   section.     He   was    sensitive 
for   the    honour   of    the   police    burghs, 
hence  ihh  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
35,  after  the  word  **  burghal,"  to  insert 
'  e  words 

or  for  a  jwirish  or  part  of  a  ]>arirth  eo-extenalve 
ith  a  police  bur^h  or  part  of  a  [lolfcc  burgh/' 
{Mr,  Parkri*  Smfih,} 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•The  lord  ADV  OCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfocr)  said,  he  was  t^ure  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  think  that 
the    Government   meant   any    disrespect 

I  to  this  important  subject.  They,  how- 
fever,  thought  the  Amendment  unneces- 
sary, be^-aiise  it  was  covered  by  a  pro- 
vision which  dealt  with  the  very  case. 
iThe  last  six  Hues  of  the  clause  to  which 
be  referred  covered  the  cai*e. 
[  Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  ^aid,  those 
lines  did  substantially  cover  the  Amend- 
ment ;  therefore,  he  would  not  press  the 
proposah 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

H     On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Tkevelvan»  the 
^BloHowiug  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
^B     Page   8,  line  39,  leave   out  "ninety- 
^Kfivet^^  And  insert  *^  ninety-eight." 

■  Mb.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  the 
'  eflfect  of  the  next  Amendment  he  wished 
to  move  would  be  to  leave  the  County 
Council  election  out  of  the  clause.  As 
the  clause  stood,  it  dealt  with  certain 
Amendments  of  procedure  lioth  in  regard 
to  Parish  Council  elections  and  County 
Council  elections.  It  was  passeil  at  a 
'time  when  they  were  expecting  and 
"Tioping  to  deal  with  a  large  number 
rf  questions  concerning  County  Coun- 
cils, Subsequently,  pressure  of  time 
[obliged  them  to  leave  out  all  those  pro- 
Fieions  th'ttling  witli  the  various  Amend- 
aents  of  the  Act  of  1889,  which  many 
them  thought  some  of  the  most  im- 
portant parts  of  the  Bill,  Part  of  this 
dAUBe  was    the   only  survival    of  those 


Amendments.  They  had  been  promised  as 
definitely  as  possible  in  the  future  a  Bill 
dealing  with  these  matters  in  regard  to 
County  Councils.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  any  provisions 
beariu'g  on  County  Councils  contained  in 
luiy  of  these  clauses.  He  did  not  think 
the  provisions  urgent,  though  tliey  were 
in  the  right  direction.  They  would  be 
in  place  in  a  new  Bill,  but  they  wer© 
out  of  place  here,  being  no  part  of  a 
measure  which  proposed  to  deal  with  the 
constitution  and  election  of  Parish  Coun- 
cils. They  should  be  left  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  Ijeld  o^er  until  they  came  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  County 
Councils  next  year. 

Amendment  projiosed,  in  page  9,  line 
42,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^*in  a  county 
of  County  Council  iors  and."'  —  (Mr. 
Parker  Smith,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  worda 
propofsed  to  l>6  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Biil.^* 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B,  Balfo^b)  said,  it  was  quite  true 
that  mention  was  here  made  of  County 
Councils,  and  the  reason  for  that  wa? 
obvious.  In  this  Bill  tlie  method 
of  procedure  for  the  election  of  Parish 
Councils  was  assimihUed  to  that  for  the 
election  of  County  Councils.  The  elec- 
tions won  hi  be  on  the<«ame  day  and  accord- 
ing to  the  same  methods.  If  it  were  for  no 
other  purpose  than  that  of  giving  neces- 
sary guidance  as  to  the  method  of  carrying 
out  Pariiih  Council  elections,  County  Coun» 
cil  electiouH  should  ho  here  mentioned* 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pahker  Smith^ 
the  following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  : — 

Page  1 0,  line  9,  leave  oiit  from  **  elec- 
tion/* to  '*every,''  in  line  10. 

Line  27,  leave  out  **  county  electoral 
division  or.*' 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G,  Tukvelvax, 
the  following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to  : — 

Page  10,  line  28,  at  end,  add — 

"And  proriddl  also  that  such  notice*  sball 
take  effect  in  the  order  ia  which  thev  artj  de- 
liverodJ' 

Mr.  W.  M*LABKX  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
said,  that  on  Clause  19  he  wished  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  enaVde  the  elec- 
tors to  elect  any  person  to  a  Parish 
Council  who  was  either  a  parochial  elec- 
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tor  or  who  for  12  months  LmmeUiately 
preceding  had  resided  within  the  parish 
or  within  three  mileis  thereof.  His  atteu- 
tloii  was  to  restore  tlie  Bill  to  the  form 
in  which  it  was  origiriatly  introduced  hy 
the  Goveriiraeiit ;  therefore,  he  was  sure 
the  Goverumeot  could  uot  meet  the 
Aniendraent  with  any  ohjectiou  to  it  on 
its  merits.  It  waii  undoubted ly  their  de- 
liberate judgtrient  tltat  tliis  provistiou 
should  stand  iu  the  Bill ;  moreover,  its 
adoption  would  make  the  Bill  iu  harmony 
with  the  English  Local  Government  Act. 
Though  he  desired  to  support  the  find- 
ings of  the  Grand  Committee  he  must 
point  out  that  the  alteration  from  the 
original  proposal  was  carried  at  a  meet- 
ing at  which  less  than  one-third  of  the 
MemWrs  of  the  Grand  Committee  were 
present.  When,  io  eonjtiuction  with  that 
fact,  they  remembered  that  the  original 
proposal  found  a  place  iti  the  English 
Act  he  did  not  think  it  unreasonable  to 
raise  the  matter  again  on  the  Keport 
stage  to  see  if  the  judgment  of  the  House 
would  not  rather  confirm  the  view  taken 
of  the  matter  in  the  English  Bill  tiiau 
that  taken  lu  the  Grand  Committee.  In 
the  consideration  of  the  Euglir^h  Bill  this 
matter  was  debated  at  great  length,  and 
it  was  decided  that  the  greatest  freedom 
of  choice  should  be  given  to  the  pariah 
electors.  That  was  in  harmony  with 
later  practice,  and  on  that  ground  espe- 
cially he  urge<l  the  Amendment,  Speak- 
ing as  a  Scotsman,  he  though  t  it  was  rather 
hard  that  trust  in  the  people  in  Englaod 
should  be  carried  so  far,  but  that  in  Scot- 
land they  were  not  going  to  trust  the 
Seottiah  people  to  tlie  same  extent  as 
they  did  the  English  pieople.  It  was  to 
be  remembered  that  where  they  limited 
the  right  of  election  of  parochial  electors 
they  would  be  excluding  a  large  number 
of  ratepayers  who  might  not  yet  have  ar-  \ 
rived  at  the  stage  of  being  electors,  he-  [ 
cause  the  qualification  for  the  electorate 
was  governed  by  the  Registration  Act,  j 
and  it  might  l>e  two  and  a-half  years  : 
after  a  man  had  gone  to  live  in  a  parish  | 
before  he  became  a  parochial  elector.  ( 
The  Bill  itself  did  not  limit  the  riglit  of 
election  to  ratepayers,  and  a  person  who 
was  disqualifieil  for  voting  for  the  nou- 
paymeot  of  the  special  rate  might  be 
perfectly  qualified  to  be  elected  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Parish  Council.  There  was 
not  the  faintest  chance  that  the  parochial 
electors  would  ever  elect  a  pauper  to  re- 
prmeat  them,  or  any  person  who  was  uii- 

Jfr.  ^\M'Laren 


desirable,  aud  Parliament  was  doing  much 

the  sounder  thing  and  acting  much  more 
iu  harmony  with  Liberal  principles  aud 
the  general  tendency  of  their  legislation 
if  it  gave  freedom  of  choic«  all  round. 
He  was  only  urging,  too,  that  should  l>e 
done  for  Parish  Councils  which  wasdoo© 
for  School  Boards.  Both  men  and 
w^omen  had  heen  elected  for  School 
Boards  who  were  not  thetnselves  electors, 
and  no  grievance  had  been  felt  in  that 
matter.  He  thought  that  as  the  Parish 
Council^!  were  to  take  over  the  work  of 
the  Paroeiiiul  Boards  it  was  wise  l*>  give 
a  very  wide  choice,  and  especially  in 
view  of  the  desirableness  of  having 
women  as  members  of  the  wards. 

Amendment  proposetl,  in  page  11,  line 
19,  after  the  word  **  electors,'*  to  insert 
the  words — 

•'orpersfjus  who  have,  daring  the  12  iiiotith« 
nest  preceding  the  election,  resuleil  in  the 
parish,  or  within  three  miles  thereof,  ariH  who  an? 
of  lawful  age,  nnd  not  *<ubject  to  any  legal  in- 
capacity.' — (-1//%  W.  yP JjOri'^n^i 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  worda 
be  there  inserted.** 

SlU     G,     TREVELYAN     ^aid,    he 

was  not  aide  to  pick  and  choose  iu  this 
matter,  although,  of  course,  it  was 
quite  another  thing  for  other  Members. 
He  considered  himself  bound  by  the 
decision  of  the  Grand  Committee.  The 
position  was  this^ — 36  hon.  Members 
voted  ID  the  Standing  Committee,  which 
wa«  a  large  attendance  for  a  Grand 
Committee,  and  upon  a  Division  there 
voted  27  to  9.  If  they  came  to  Scotch 
Members — and  he  thought  under  the  cir- 
curat^tances  he  might  make  some  analysis 
of  the  voting — they  found  that  there 
were  23  Scotch  Members  on  one  side 
aud  eight  on  the  other.  Therefore  they 
might  analyse  the  numbers  as  they  liked, 
but  would  not  find  a  majority  of  the 
Party  on  the  side  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member.  Ho  agreed  with  a 
great  deal  of  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
gaid,  and  thought  the  proposal  was  a 
good  one  for  England,  and  a  very  neces- 
sary one.  But  his  hon.  Friend  had 
ignored  the  differences  between  the  posi- 
tion of  England  and  of  Scotland.  Io 
England  small  parishes  of  under  oOO 
population  were  to  be  counte^l  by  the 
thousand,  aud  it  was  a  very  difficult 
matter  to  obtain  competent  persona  to 
represent  them.  Then,  again,  there  w^ere 
u  considerable  number  below  300  and 
200  pupulation,  while  in  Scotland,  iu  the 
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Coautjr  of   Midlothian,  there  were  only 
three  parishes  below  500  ;  iti  Elgin,  out 
f  19  panehee,  only  one  was  under  500, 
,nd   in  the  great  County  of   Inverness, 
with    32    pariahes,   there    was  only  one 
under  500,     He  thought  the  dtfTereucein 
the  position  of  affaira  as  between  England 
and    Scotland   was   sufficient   to  juBtify 
hon.  Members  in  taking  a  strong  view 
on  this  subject.     Although   there    were 
a  number  of  Members  abseut  from  the 
ommittee  upon  tlie   occasion   when  the 
ision   was  arrived  at,  he  believed  that 
they    nil    been   present   the    voting 
ould  have  been  proportionately  the  same. 
Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  8.)   isaid,  lie 
greed  with  the  Amendment  of  tlie  hon. 
entieman,    and    if    he    went    into    the 
Lobby  he  should  certainly   support   bim. 
Of  course  he  cjuite  understood   the   priu- 
eiple  upon  which  the  right  hoi**  Gentle- 
man the   Secretary  for    Scotland   acted. 
He  had  necessarily  to  support  the  decision 
of  the  Grand  Comnuttee,  but  while  that 
decision  might  bind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aud  the   Goveriuneut,  it  did  not 
(.bind     private    Memliers.      He    olijected 
jkl together  to  these  qualiications.     There 
>a«  no  qualitieation   for  membership  of 
^be  House  of  Comiuous,  aiuJ   be   did   not 
why  there  sliould  be  any  qiiaUficatiou 
^or    mernbersliip    of   a    Parish    Coiineib 
The  Ameodment  of  his  hon.  Friend  was 
step  in  the  right  direction,  aud  if  lie 
would  divide  npou   it  he   would  go  into 
tbe  Lobby  with  liiiu, 
•Mr.  LUTTRELL  (Devon,  Tavistock) 
^_8aid«    he    ehouhl    support    the    Ameud- 
^■oAent.     The  Secretary   for    Scotland,   in 
^Bbppoaing  the  Amendment^  had  stated  ihnt 
^nlte  parishes  iu   Scotland  being  su  much 
larger  than   the   parishes  in  England,  it 
was  not  possible  to  make  a   comparison, 
^Kftnd  that  it  was  not  necessary  in  Scotlauii 
^Ko  have  an  ex  tension  to  tliree  miles  out- 
^nlde  the  parish.     In  some  respects  that 
^Bvtras    true,   for  there  would   he  a    wider 
^Bchoice   in  the    larger  parishes  ;    but    he 
^Pwould  point  out  to  his  right  hoo.  Friend 
that  the  principal  arguments  used  for  the 
^_three-mile  extension  in  England  were  that 
^Rfaere  would  often  be   people   living  just 
^HDutside  the  parish   wh(»   would   have   in- 
^Rerests  in  the  parish,  and  it  was  to  include 
^^Kthese  that  the  three-mile  extension  was 
H^tnade.      Tbe  larger  the  parish  the  larger 
would  be  the  fringe  of  the  parish,  aud  conse- 
quently in  these  large   Scotch   parishes* 
"there  would  be  more  people  with  interests 
the  parish  living  just  oatside  it.     As 


the  Bill  now  stood,  it  differed  from  llie 
English  Act  in  another  respect — not  only 
was  there  to  be  no  extension  to  tliree 
mile^f  bnt  the  CoimciUors  would  only  be 
chosen  from  the  electorate.  In  Englaiul 
both  the  parishes  aud  the  districts  were 
to  be  allowed  to  choose  from  the 
electorate  and  from  residents  of  12 
months.  Though  on  account  of  size  the 
Scotch  aud  English  parishes  did  not  bear 
exact  comparison,  no  one  could  contend 
that  the  parishes  of  Scotland  were  larger 
than  the  districts  of  England.  And  if  it 
be  right  that  the  districts  of  Englaml 
should  choose  from  residents,  surely  the 
Scotch  parishes  might.  He  was  in  favour 
of  allowing  the  people  to  choose  whom 
they  pleased  without  restrictions,  and  it 
was  because  this  Amendment  went  in 
that  direction  that  be  gave  it  his  support- 
He  w^ould  suggest,  however^  that  if  the 
Government  could  not  accept  the  three- 
mile  ejttension,  they  would  allow  people 
to  choose  from  the  residents  of  the  parish 
as  well  as  from  the  electorate. 

SiK  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banffshire) 
said,  the  difficulty  was  that  if  member* 
were  elected  who  lived  three  miles  away 
it  was  very  unlikely  that  they  would 
regularly  attend  tbe  meeting  of  the  Council. 
They  had  had  experience  of  that  kind  in 
reference  to  the  School  Boards.  He 
proposed  to  support  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  if  he  would  leave  out  tbe 
words  relating  to  the  three  mife  limit. 

Mr.  W.  MCLAREN  said,  he  would 
accept  that  Amendment  to  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  amended^  by  leaving 
out  the  words  ''^or  within  three  miles 
thereof." 

Question  pnt>  **  That  those  w^ordi,  as 
Hineuded,  l>e  there  inserted.*^ 

The  Houfee  divided^ — Ayes  37  :  Noes 
99.— (Division  List,  No.  218.) 

Mr.  MAXWELL  moved,  in  page  11, 
line  24,  at  end,  insert — 

"  Pr»iVJ*le<i  that  a  casual  vacancy  in  a  Parish 
C'ouncil  and  a  viitancy  in  the  office  of  Chairman 
sliftll  not  be  filled  nnloss  notice,  specifj^ing  that 
»ueh  vftcaney  is  to  be  conRi*h?refl.  ha«  V>ecn 
wsned  to  each  Ck>uncillor  at  least  seven  daya 
before  the  meetiDjj," 

The  hon.  Member  said,  his  Amendment 
was  one  which  dealt  with  the  filling  up 
of  casual  vacancies  on  Parish  Councils* 
The  first  part  of  tbe  claiuse  dealt  gene- 
rally with  the  matter  of  notice,  time, 
and    place    of    meetings  of   tbe   Parish 
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Councils.  He  agreed  this  was  a  matter 
which  should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Parish  Councils,  and  that  their  hauUH 
tihould  not  be  in  any  way  tied.  But  a 
easendight  arise  when  it  might  be  uece?- 
sary  for  a  Parish  Council  meeting  to  he 
suddenly  sumraoneJ,  and  while  he  did 
not  think  it  desirable  that  any  hard  or 
fast  line  should  be  laid  down,  he  thought 
It  well  that  in  the  case  of  the  election 
of  Chairman  and  the  tilling  up  of  a  casual 
vacancy  some  notice  should  be  given. 

Ameudu)cnt  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
24,  at  end,  insert — ■ 

♦*  Provule<l  that  a  casual  vacancy  in  a  Parish 
Counjcil  and  a  vacancy  ia  the  office  of  chair- 
man shall  not  Ixi  filled  unless  notice,  specifying 
that  9uch  vacancy  is  to  be  considered,  has  been 
istjued  to  each  Coandllor  at  least  seven  days 
before  the  meeting.*' — (J/r,  Mtt unwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted*" 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

*Cai*tain  hope  moved,  in  page  11, 
line  26,  leave  out  "  may "  and  insert 
''shall/'*  He.  said  that,  on  examining 
this  clautje,  he  thought  that  some  dith- 
culty  might  arise  uulei*s  the  word 
"shall  "  was  substitiUeil  for  '*mny,**  He 
ventured  to  submit  for  the  cousideratiou 
of  the  Government  that  the  word  "  may  '* 
in  the  position  in  which  it  appeared 
would  give  rise  to  a  great  deal,  not  only 
of  difficulty,  but  of  friction.  The  In- 
spector of  the  poor  of  a  parish  might 
place  the  Parish  Council  in  a  very 
awk%vard  position  if  it  was  left  to  him  to 
say  whether  he  would  or  would  not  act 
as  clerk.  He  believed  the  intention  to 
be  tiiat  the  Inspector  should  act,  and  at 
all  event&  the  clause  would  be  the  clearer 
a  **  shall "  were  substitutetl  for  "  may  J* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11, 
line  26,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  may," 
and  insert  the  word  "shalU*' — (Cfiptain 
Hope,) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevbltan  the 
following     Amendments      were     agreed 

to  I— 

Page  11,  line  27,  leave  out  from  "ap* 
pointed,'*  to  **  any,*'  in  line  28, 

Line  34,  at  beginning,  insert  *'  Subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  Act " 

Line  3 ^t,  after  **  Council,'*  insert  "or 
in  any  office  to  which  the  Parish  Council 
appoint  a  representative  from  their  own 
nnmben" 

Mr,  Maxwell 


Mk.  HOZIER  moved,  in  page  11, 
line  40,  after  *'  number,"  insert  "  to  be 
ehairman  during  the  tenure  in  office  of 
the  Couneil."  lie  said,  that  in  the  Grand 
Committee  upon  the  Bill  the  Division  on 
this  matter  was  so  close  that  the  Chair- 
man  had  to  give  his  casting  vote. 
They  must  remember  this  had  been  the 
rule  hitherto  :  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Parochial  Board  was  the  representiitive 
on  the  district  committee,  and  in  a 
similar  manner  he  had  no  doubt  the 
Chairman  of  the  Parish  Council  would, 
in  all  probability,  be  chosen  as  the  repre- 
sentative on  the  district  committee  of  tl>e 
Parish  Council,  and,  that  being  so,  be 
thought  it  was  desirable  the  Amendment 
should  l>e  adopted.  If  office  was  to  be 
held  only  for  one  year,  he  thought  that  a 
knowledge  of  the  duties  would  hardly  be 
acquired  I>efore  the  term  of  office  ex- 
pired. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
40,  after  the  word  "  numljcr/*  to  insert 
the  words  '*^  to  be  chairman  during  the 
tenure  in  office  of  the  Couucil/'^(J/r. 
Hozier,) 


Question  proposed 
be  there  inserted." 


That  those  words 


Mk.  RENSHAW  said,  he  hoped  that, 
in  view  of  the  closeness  of  the  Division 
that  took  place  in  the  Committee  up- 
stairs, the  Government  would  recon- 
sider this  matter.  He  attached  very 
great  importauce  to  the  proposal  made 
by  his  hou.  Friend,  and  gave  it  priority 
of  position.  When  the  matter  was  under 
discussion  upstair.H,  he  ventured  to  point 
out  that  in  the  case  of  School  Boards  the 
chairman  was  appointed  for  three  years, 
and  the  principle  had  worked  excellently, 
and  no  objection  had  ever  been  made  to 
it.  The  result  had  been  to  secure,  in  the 
first  place,  the  ser vices  of  the  best  man  on 
the  School  Board  as  its  chairman,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  to  secure  a  continuity 
of  policy  during  their  tenure  of  office. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought 
it  would  be  unfortunate  to  expose  the 
Chairman  of  the  Parish  Council  to  the 
possibility  of  annual  change.  It  was 
argued  upstairs  that  if  a  man  was  a 
good  chairman  he  w^as  sure  to  be  re- 
appointed. [**  Hear,  hear  !  "]  The 
hon.  Member  said  ^*  Hear,  bear !  and  no 
doubt  that  would  generally  be  the  case^ 
but  not  always*  Very  often  a  chaimiftii 
had,  in  pursuance  of  a  particular  policy 
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be  docided  upoo  and  carried  out,  to 
look  ahead  a  bit,  and  in  the  11  tie  he  took 
in  coDnectiou  witb  questious  of  local  aU- 
ministi-ation  he  would  be  hampered  if  he 

^felt  that  a  particular  vote  be  gave  might 
made  the  iuijtruraent  for  turniug  him 

Eout  of  office.      He   could   not   Bee  that 

there  was    auythtug    to    be    gained  by 

ikiug  the  occupaucy  of  the  office  »o 

||hort«      He   Lmagined  that   the  CouucLl 

'"would  ODly  meet  about  once  a  moutli, 
and  it  would  take  8ome  conijiderable  time 
for  the  ehairmau  to  make  himself 
thoroughly  acquamted  with  the  duties. 
He  hoped  the  Goverumeut  would  le- 
coDsider  tlie  questiou.  He  felt  more 
Btrongly  about  this,  because  the  t^ubse- 
)ueut  Amendment  was  iu  couneciiou 
with  the  representative  of  the  Parish 
Council  upon  the  district  committee  ;  and 
as  the  probability  whs  tluit  the  chairman 
would  be  appointed  as  the  representative, 
he  thought  it  most  desirable  they  should 
coutiuue  bim  in  office  for  the  three  years, 
Dk,  mac  GREG  or  said,  that  if  the 

Iphairmau  was  a  popular  mini  he  would 
be  re-elected  ;  and  if  he  was  unpopular, 
then  the  Council  should  have  the  power 
of  removing  him. 

SiH  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  was 
their  case  in  a  nutshell.     Very  great  in- 
conveniences occurred  on  Local  Govern- 
^—ineut  Boards,  and  even  more   importiint 
^^poards,  from  ilitferences  of  op  in  ion   be- 
^Kween  the  chairman   and  the  members. 
^■Anyone  who   had   been  connected  with 
^^local  administration  bad    never   known» 
he   thougbt,  of  an   instance   iu   which  a 
man  who  was  really  trusted,  and  was  an 
effective  head  of  the  body,  had  not  been 
re-elected  for  the  position,  and  where  the 
re-election  was  not  regarded  as  a  service 
done  to  the  body  rather  than  a  service 
^^done  to  the  individual.     He  had  not  the 
^bligbtest   doubt   that   a   good   chairman 
^Krould  alwavs  be  re-elected. 
■[    Sir  II.   MAXWELL  (Wigton)  said, 
^|be  did  not  often  6nd  himself  at  variance 
^Krith  his  hon.  Friend   behind  him  ;  but 
^ido  this  occasion  he  thought  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  was  the  more  Conservative 
^Bpf  the  two,  and  he  certainly  agreed  with 
^Kbe  right  boo.  Geiitleman,  who  proposed 
^Ko  continue  the  same  order  of  things  that 
^Bbrevaited  on  Parochial  Boards  where  the 
^BppoiDtment  was  an  annual  one. 

Question  put,  ami  negatived. 

•M^.  HOZIER  said,  he  did  not  pro- 
se to  move  the  omission  of  the  whole 


of  Sub-section  6,  but  he  wished  to  move 

the  omission  of  the  latter  part  of  it — 
namely,  the  words — 

**  If  an  equal  number  of  votes  is  given  for 
twe>  or  more  persons  the  Parigli  Coancil  shall 
ilotermine  by  lot  which  of  these  persons  shall  be 
chairman." 

He  could  not  help  thinking  there  was  a 
good  deal  too  much  of  Ladas  about  this ; 
therefore  for  that  reason  he  moved  to 
omit  the  latter  part,  from  *'If  an  equal 
immber**  down  to  "chairman."  He 
would  add  that  in  the  English  Act,  with 
regard  to  l^arish  Councils,  there  was  no 
itrraugement  of  this  sort,  and  lie  could  not 
see  why  this  arrangement  should  be  made 
with  regard  to  Scotland. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J, 
B.  Balfouk)  said,  that  in  this  par- 
ticular case  there  was  no  other  mode 
available,  as  there  was  oo  one  to  give 
a  easting  vote  ;  therefore,  he  thought 
the  simplest  way  was  to  adopt  the 
method  proposed  in  the  i^ub-section, 

Mu.    IIOZIEK  :    It    is    not   in    the 
English  Act, 
♦TuE   lord   ADVOCATE   (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfoub)  :  No  ;  that  Act  leaves  the 
case  unprovided  for. 

Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Liehtield)  asked  if  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  adopt  the  other  plan  that 
was  brought  forward — that  was,  that  in 
case  there  had  been  a  poll  the  candidate 
who  obtained  the  largest  number  of  votes 
at  the  poll  should  be  the  one  selected  as 
chairman.  Election  by  lot  was  Tery 
objectionable  if  it  could  l>e  avoided, 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  I 
think  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has  an 
Amendment  before  this  one — iu  line  9. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G*  Trevelyan,  the 

following  Amendments  were  agreed  to  : — 
Page   12,   line  9,  leave  out  "ninety- 
four,'^  and  insert  "  ninety-five," 

Page  12,  line  10,  leave  out  **aU  the 
Parish  Councillors  are  elected,''  and  in- 
sert "  the  first  Tuesday  of  the  month  of 
December." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "re- 
election," to  the  end  of  Sub-section  (6) 
of  Clause  l^.-^iMr.  Hazier.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 
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Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
^  or  on  the  County  Council  *  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mr.  RENSHAW  said,  there  was  one 
additional  point  he  should  like  to  urge  in 
support  of  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Partick  (Mr.  Parker  Smith).  By  the 
insertion  here  of  the  phrase  ^'  or  on  the 
County  Council  where  a  county  is  not 
divided  into  districts  ^^ — at  this  place  it 
might  be  considered  to  convey  more  than 
was  intended  ;  that  was  to  say,  it  might 
be  held  to  imply  that  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances those  appointed  were  ap- 
pointed on  the  County  Council  for  other 
purposes  than  those  of  a  district  com- 
mittee. He  thought  the  Amendment 
made  it  perfectly  clear  what  the  position 
really  was,  and  conveyed  precisely  and 
exactly  what  the  Government  ought  to 
provide  for. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  the  hon.  Member  only 
applied  the  definition  to  one  particular 
case,  and  as  a  similar  expression  occurred 
throughout  the  Bill  he  was  afraid 
it  would  require  a  good  deal  of  altera- 
tion of  the  Bill.  This,  also,  had  to 
be  kept  in  view,  that  sometimes  per- 
sons in  reading  a  Bill  did  not  look  at  the 
Interpretation  Clause  ;  they  liked  to  have 
it  ^' writ  large,"  so  that  it  might  speak 
for  itself.  As  the  Bill  at  present  stood, 
he  was  afraid  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment  would  not  meet  the  case  ; 
but  they  would  consider  whether,  with- 
out sacrificing  clearness,  the  Amendment 
could  be  accepted.  The  other  point 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Rcnshaw)  should  be  looked  into 
with  the  object  of  seeing  what  amount  of 
change  would  be  required  in  other  parts 
of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  said,  the  Amend- 
meut  he  hod  to  propose  was  to  omit  the 
word  "  annually,"  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
serting subsequently,  after  "  at  the,"  the 
word  "first"  before  "statutory."  The 
decision  of  the  Committee  upon  this  point 
was  very  dubious,  because  19  voted  one 
way  and  19  voted  the  other  ;  so  that  as 
there  was  an  equality,  very  pronounced, 
against  the  scheme  proposed  in  the  Bill^ 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
now,  in  recognition  of  that  fact,  be  pre- 
pared to .  accept  the  Amendment.  This 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance,  and 
the  duties  of  the  office  would  never  be 
properly  performed    unless    there   was 


Major  DARWIN  said,  he  only 
wished  to  say  that  the  omission  of  the 
words  would  not  meet  the  case. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said,  he  would 
like  to  point  out  there  was  a  difficulty 
here,  because  the  elections  took  place  by 
parish  wards ;  and,  as  one  might  be 
elected  in  one  ward  and  one  in  another,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  determine  the  number 
of  votes. 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  method  suggested  might  be  a  fit  one, 
but  he  did  not  think  it  would  cover 
all  possible  cases.  If,  however,  the  House 
would  be  good  enough  to  leave  it  in 
their  hands,  they  would  endeavour  to 
introduce  in  another  place  some  alterna- 
tive that  would  cover  all  the  cases. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  his 
Amendment  had  reference  to  Sub-section 
7,  which  ran  as  follows  : — 

"  The  representative  from  a  Parish  Council 
on  a  district  committee  of  a  County  Council,  or 
,on  I  the  County  Council,  where  a  county  is  not 
divided  into  districts,  shall  be  appointed  annu- 
ally at  the  statutory  meeting  of  the  Parish 
Council  from  among  their  own  number." 

*'  Or  on  the  County  Council  where  a 
county  is  not  divided  into  districts  "  was 
a  very  clumsy  phrase,  and  all  through 
the  Bill,  wherever  the  district  committee 
was  mentioned,  they  found  themselves 
encumbered  with  this  extremely  large 
and  clumsy  phrase.  In  dealing  with 
the  case  of  some  of  the  small  counties 
that  were  not  divided  into  districts  he 
thought  it  would  be  extremely  awkward 
to  have  this  large  phrase,  and  that  the 
difficulty  could  be  met  by  leaving  out 
the  phrase  and  putting  in  the  Definition 
Clause,  at  the  end,  a  definition  that  stood 
in  his  name  at  the  end  of  the  Paper — 
namely, 

"  The  expression  *  district  committee  of  a 
County  Council '  shall  include  a  County  Council 
sitting  as  a  district  committee  in  cases  where  a 
county  is  not  divided  into  districts." 

His  Amendment  would  have  the  effect 
of  removing  a  most  cumbrous  phrase  and 
putting  it  into  the  Definition  Clause  ; 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  lo,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*or  on 
the  County  Council,  where  a  county  is 
not  divided  into  districts." — (^Mr.  Parker 
SmM.) 
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coutiauitj  oC  office.     The  duties  of  tlie 
Jistrict  committee  had  reference  to  public 
hetklth  and    the   admhibtratioa    of    the 
roads  of  the  districr.     They  wotUd  Imve, 
perhaps,  iti  the  district  15  County  Coun- 
cillors who  were  members  of  the  district 
committee    by  virtue   of    the   fact    that 
tUey  were  County  Councillors*     Say  they 
hiui  seveu  parishes  in  the  district,  they 
would  have  seven  representatives  added 
io  the  15  County  Councillors  to  form  the 
district   committee.     They    would    have 
the  responsible  charge  of  administering 
sll  matters  connected  with  the  roads  and 
the  public  health  of  the  district,  and  there 
could  not  bo  the  slightest  donbt  in   the 
mind    of    anyone    who    had   taken    part 
in     the     operation      of     these     district 
committees  that  those  men  who  had  been 
longest  at  it  were  the  best-informed  upon 
the  intricate  questions  that  came  before 
them  for  settlement.     He  was  perfectly 
ceruiin  about  this  ;  that  if  they  wanted 
to  do  justice  to  the  representatives  of  the 
Parish  Councils,  they  must  give  tlieni  a 
longer    tenure  of   office    thaw  one  year. 
The    members    of    these    district   com- 
mittees  were  in   office  for  three  years, 
and  therefore  they   would  handicap  the 
Parish  Council   representatives    if    they 
appointed  them  only  for  one  year.     He 
supposed    he   would    bo   met   with   the 
statement  that  was  m^ule  with  regard  to 
the  appointment  of  tiie  Chairman  of  the 
Parish  Council,  that  if  the  representative 
was  doing  his  duty  he  would  be  returned 
over  and  over  ajs:ain  by  the  Parish  Coun- 
cil*    To  that  he  would  reply  that,  in  the 
first    place,    the    Parish    Council    would 
have  no  special  cognisance  of  what  was 
l>eiug   done    in    the   district  committee  ; 
the  meetings  were  not  always  published 
IQ    the    Press,  and    therefore  what   was 
done  would  not  be  circnlated  outside  the 
limits  of    the  committee  itself  ;    and,  in 
the  sccoud  place,  though  a  man  might  l)e 
a   most   efficient   administrator,    and    be 
doing  his  work  well,  he  might  be  put  on 
one   side   at    the   end    of   tha    year   for 
another    gentleman  on   the   principle  of 
fair  play  all  round.    That,  he  considered, 
would  be  an  injury  to  the  Parish  Council. 
He    therefore    hoped    the    Government, 
having  regard  to  the  equal  division  on 
the  question  upstairs,  would  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
16,  to  leave  out  the  word  "annually/' 
— {Mr,  Renshaw.) 

VOL.  XXVIIL     [fourth  series.] 
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QuefitioQ   propoaed,  "That  the  won! 
'annually'  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that 
undoubtedly  it  would  be  a  great  disad- 
vantage if  a  good  man  was  turned  out  to 
make  room  for  an  indifferent  man  ;  but 
what  was  more  likely  to  happen  was 
that  a  man  might  be  chosen  for  some 
personal  quality  he  possessed,  bnt  who 
might  be  a  most  inefficient  representa- 
tive, in  which  case  the  parish  would  be 
saddled  with  a  "person  for  three  years 
who  ought  not  to  be  their  representative. 
On  the  other  hand,  when  a  Public  Body 
got  hold  of  a  man  who  really  did  their 
work  that  man  might  continue  to  do 
their  work  as  long  as  he  wished.  Under 
the  circumstances  of  the  equal  division 
upstairs,  he  was  able  to  take  his  own 
view,  and  that  wag  in  favour  of  annual 
elections. 

Mr.  maxwell  said,  he  was  very 
mncii  disappointed  at  the  statement  of 
the    Secretary    for     Scotland,    because 
everyone  acquainted  with    tlie  working 
of  district  committees  in  Scotland  knew 
perfectly   well   it    was    greatly    to    the 
advantage  of  the  locality  That  the  public 
representatives      should     bo     appointed 
to   these   district  committees  -  for    three 
years.     In    some    districts    the    Parish 
Council  representatives  would  form  half 
the  district  committee,  so  that  they  might 
have  half  that  body  going  out  of  office  at 
the  end  of  every  year.     He  would  point 
out  that  a  great  part  of  the  work  was 
discharged    by    sub-committees,    and    if 
half  of  them  were  to  be  turned  otl'  these 
committees   every   year  how   were   they 
to  perform  their  work  satisfactorily  and 
efficiently  ?     This,    he  could  assure  the 
House,  was  a  very  important  matter,  and 
it   would    tend   to  confuse  the    work  of 
these  district  committees  if  the  represen- 
tatives were  to  be  changed  from  year  to 
year,  and    it    must    interfere    with  the 
continuity  of  the  work. 

Dr.  MACGHEGOR  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  arguments  used  in  favour 
of  this  Amendment  were  on  all*fours 
with  those  used  in  the  other  case  that 
had  been  disponed  of,  and  that  the 
House  would  be  stultifying  itself  if  it  did 
not  now  decide  in  exactly  the  same  way 
io  which  it  decided  before. 
•Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  as  so 
much  stress  had  been  laid  upon  the  close 
Division  in  the  Committee,  he  would  like 
to  say  he  hoped   the  Government  would 
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adhere  to  the  poBition  thej  h&d  takeii  up. 
He  was  rather  surprised  that  hon* 
Friends  of  Uis  shotdd  look  upon  the 
point  as  they  did^  as  he  thought  they 
rather  mistook  the  principle  of  the  ease. 
The  members  who  represented  Parish 
Councils  on  the  Connty  Council  were 
much  more  in  the  position  of  delegates 
than  were  the  ordinary  members  gf 
County  CouDcils,  They  were  chosen 
not  so  much  for  general  fitness  for  the 
admin istrattou  of  local  government  as  for 
representing  the  views  of  their  parishes 
on  purlieu  la  r  joints.  Accordingly,  it 
was  bnt  jnst  that  tho  Parish  Council 
sliould  annually  have  an  opportunity  of 
©ending  to  the  County  Council  such  men 
as  they  thought  would  represent  the 
views  of  the  Parish  Couueil  at  the  time. 

♦C'At'TAiN  HOPE  said,  he  raustontiixdy 
repudiate  the  idea  that  the  members  who 
I'epresented  Parochial  Boards  on  the 
district  committees  were  any  mure  dele- 
gates than  were  tiie  ordinary  members 
of  County  Councils.  Speivking  from  prac- 
tical experience,  he  could  only  say  that  in 
cases  ill  which  the  representatives  of  the 
Parochial  Boards  on  the  district  commit* 
tee  over  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
presiding  were  constantly  changed  those 
repi'esentatives  attjended  least  and  took 
the  least  interest  in  the  work  of  the  com- 
mittee. In  the  majority  of  cases,  how- 
ever^ Parochial  Boards  elected  their 
representatives  for  the  whole  period  of 
the  existence  of  the  district  committee, 
and  this,  he  tlionght,  showed  that  they 
believed  this  to  be  the  most  reasonable 
and  advantageous  way  of  appoiuitng  their 
meml>ers.  The  ca^^e  dealt  with  by 
the  Amendment  was  stronger  than  that 
of  the  Parochial  Board  representatives 
on  the  district  committee.  The  Parish 
Council  would  hold  office  for  the  same 
period  as  the  diijtrict  committee  and  the 
County  Council,  ami  it  was  therefore  rea- 
sonable to  ask  that  the  representatives  of 
the  Parish  Council  should  be  appointed 
for  tlie  whole  period  of  the  joint  exist- 
ence of  that  Council  and  of  the  district 
committee,  i^e  hoped  the  Gove?*nmeut 
would  see  their  wiiy  to  accept  the 
Amend  meut. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  said,  he  had 
acceptetl  tlie  declaration  of  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  (Sir  G.  Treveiyan),  and  was 
williug,  as  far  as  he  was  able,  to  concur 
in  it^ — that  the  Government  would  at  thi^ 
9tageof  the  Bid  adhere  to  the  decisions^ 
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of    the   Committee,    attd   especiattj    to 
those  decisions  which  were  onanimoualy 

arrived  at. 

SiK  G.  TREVELYAN  (interposing): 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  misnudorstood 
what  I  said.  I  waa  speaking  about  the 
Amendmouts  I  myself  brought  forward, 
and  my  recollection  of  what  1  said  is 
that,  generally  speak ing«  those  Amend- 
ments were  brought  forward  in  order  to 
fnlfil  the  promii*es  which  had  been  ac- 
cepted, if  not  unanimously,  without  any 
considerable  objection. 

Mn.  ANSTRUTHER  said,  he  was 
referring  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  about  the  adtnission  of  the 
words  "second  and  subsequent."  If  the 
unanimity  of  the  Committee  liad  given  a 
special  title  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  appeal  to  tho  Honse  to  support  the 
Committee*s  decision  on  that  point,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  very  slender 
groaud  for  refusing  the  present  Amend- 
ment when  it  hw4  been  rejected  merely 
by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Grand  Committee-  He  firmly 
believed  that  the  Amendment,  if  adopted, 
wou  hi  conduce  to  admini  strati  ve  e  fHciency, 
and  ho  was  supported  in  that  view  by 
the  fact  that  several  Members  who 
habituany  supported  the  Governmeul  had 
votetl  against  them  on  this  question  'to 
the  Grand  Committee. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  satd,  he 
thought  the  most  cogent  argument  used 
in  favour  of  the  Amendmeut  was  to  te 
found  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Lanark  (Mr,  D.  Crawford). 
He  had  been  more  than  i^urprisetl  to  hear 
the  theory  of  deleg^ation  supportctl  hy 
that  hon.  Member,  us  there  was  no  theory 
which  he  thought  was  more  destructive 
of  proper  representative  work  than  that. 
♦Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (interposing) 
remarked  that  the  representatives  of  the 
Parish  Council  a  on  the  district  com- 
mittees would  lie  delegates,  as  they  were 
not  elected  by  the  ratepayers,  but  ap- 
pointed bv  the  Parish  Council. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  he 
did  not  admit  that  they  were  delegates. 
He  had  been  surprised  to  he^ir  the  hon. 
Member  support  the  theory  of  delegation^ 
as  the  whole  of  his  Parliamentary  career 
had  been  a  worthy  testimony  in  favour 
of  the  opposite  theory.  There  was 
nothing  more  to  be  deprecated  than  the 
setting  up  of  friction  between 
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Pftrltametit   were   to    allow   the   Parish 
iCouiKjirs   represefUtttive  to  be  cliauged 
piinualljr  in  order  tbiit  the  Parish  CowticU 
hnight  semi  to  the  County  CoudciI  a  per- 
[)a  not  to  represent  the  views  he  formed 
am  a  praA^tioal  experience  of  tbe  work- 
Qg  of  the  district  committee,  but  simply 
llo  represent  the  views  put  into  him   by 
|th©  Parish  Couucil,  tbat  would  he  uothiag 
■more   ijor  less   thau  giTiug   the    Parish 
Council  an  indirect  control  of  the  work 
_  of  the  disfrict  committee.  The  testimony 
those   who  had   been   practically   en- 
gaged in  administrative   work   had  beeu 
lU  one  way,  and,  as  far  as  the  theoretioal 
BuU    wa«    concerned,    he    thought    it 
[wotild  be  very  often   fruitful  of  friction 
inddiflBeusion.     Even  in  tbe  past  friction 
Btween  disti*ict  couunittees  and  County 
Councils   had    not   been   absolutely   un- 
known, and  he  iboiiglit  that  any   provi- 
sion whicb  at  all  made  likely  a  repetition 
[>f  that  state  of   things  in  the  future  was 
a  bad  one*     Under  these  circumstanees,  he 
should  certainly  support  tbe  Amendment. 
Question  put. 

The    House    divided  :  ^ — Ayes     106; 
Cogs  37.^Di vision  Lis^t,  No.  219.) 
Mr,  REN8HA\V  moved,  iu  page  12, 
atld  at  the  end  of  line  18 — 

**  ?rovMe(l  always,  thnt.  in  the  case  ofi parishes 
[irtly  landward  and  part]y  hnrghal,  he  shall 
!  apjjomted  by  the  Ifind want' committee  from 
Qong  thiMr  own  uimi>jer/' 

le  said  the   landlord   representatives  on 
be  district  committee  were  elected  not 
represent  tbe  interests  of  tlie  Parish 
Jouncil,  but  to  represent  the  interests  of 
lie  landward  part  of  tbe  parish.     In  the 
Me   of   a   parish    partly  landward    and 
rtly    burgbal    the   people   witbin  the 
argh  did  not  contribute  to   the  cost  of 
maintaiiiiog  the  roads  in  the  eouuty  or 
I      to  tlte   public   health  iiites,  and    it   was 
L     only  those  represented  by   the   landward 
^BDmmittee  who  did  coutrlhutc  to  them. 
^Ht  was  only  fair  to  a>k   that   those  who 
^Hrere  appointed  by  the  Parish  Council  to 
P^ive  votes  which  might  decide  the  ex- 
penditure on  the  formation  and   mainte- 
iiftuce  of  roads  and  tbe  matiner  in   which 
i     tbo  public  beiilth  laws  ahould  be  carried 
ttilo  effect  shoulil  be  those  who  had  the 
responsibility    of   paying   tbe    rates    for 
maintain iug  the  roads  and  carrying  out 
the  Public  Health  Act. 
^H^ Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
^^P.  after  the   word  *"^  number,"  to   insert 
■    tbe  words — 


•*  Providoil  always,  that,  in  the  case  oC 
pariahejj  fmrtly  landward  and  partly  burghal, 
lie  shall  t*e  apf^intetl  by  tbe  Undward  commit* 
tec  from    among   their  own   number/* — {Mr. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

•Tre  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Ba^lfour)  said,  the  Ainetnlmeut 
was  not  necessary.  By  the  Act  of 
1889  it  wag  provided  tbat  in  the 
case  of  parishes  partly  landward  aud 
l>artly  l>urgbal,  the  representative  must 
l>e  a  ratepayer,  and  he  would,  therefore, 
have  county  interests.  It  appeared  to 
the  Government  that  this  waH  asufHcient 
safeguard  td*  the  interests  which  it  was 
desired  to  represent. 

♦Mu.  IIOZIER  remarked  that  there 
were  a  good  many  people  connected  with 
parish  and  county  government  who,  as 
the  Lord  Advocate  bad  said,  liked 
to  have  things  *'  writ  large/*  aud 
who  might  make  terrible  mistakes  if  they 
had  to  refer  from  one  Act  to  another.  It 
would  therefore  be  well  to  assent  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mu.  MAXWELL  (Dumfries-shire) 
said,  that,  now  that  a  division  had  biieu 
formed  between  the  members  represent- 
ing tbe  landward  part  of  a  place  aud  the 
tueiubers  represeoting  the  burgh,  it  was 
only  right  tbat  the  landward  committeo 
should  have  the  appointment  of  their 
representatives  on  tbe  district  committee. 
Tlie  Parish  Council  might  in  certain  cases 
not  altogether  represent  the  landward 
part.  It  was  desirable  that  the  matter 
should  be  made  quite  clear  in  the  Bill, 

•TfiE  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  the  effect  of  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  1889  was  to  limit  the 
representation  to  county  ratepayers,  aiid^ 
that  being  so,  tbe  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  very  much  met. 

Sni  C.  PEARSON  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
apprehended  the  exact  bearing  of  the  Aet 
of  1889.  The  only  distinction  that  was 
drawn  iu  1889  was  between  tho  hurgha 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  county  on  the 
other,  aud  It  was  considered  expedient 
to  enact  that  care  should  l>e  taken 
that  it  should  be  a  county  ratepayer 
who  was  appointed  a  representative. 
Ill  tbe  present  Bill,  they  were  sub- 
dividing the  Parish  Councils.  The  land- 
ward part  of  it  was  the  only  part  of  tho 
parish  and  of  the  Parish  Council   which 
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was  directlj  interested  by  way  of  harin» 
to  pay  money  in  the  shftp»e  of  Public 
Ileulth  nite8»  the  Roads  Mauagemetit 
Acts,  and  so  on.  In  a  parisL  iu  the 
County  of  Renfrew,  the  population  of 
the  hurgbal  portion  waa  over  o 4,000,  am! 
the  hind  ward  population  7,907.  That 
parish  was  united  for  Poor  Law  purposes, 
for  the  purpoties  of  thi^  Act,  and  all  pur- 
poses ;  hut  the  only  jmrt  of  the  parish 
which  had  a  ^lireet  intere^^t  in  the  roads, 
and  iu  the  Public  Health  administration 
of  the  parish  as  a  whole,  was  the  hmd- 
ward  part  of  it  with  a  population  of 
7,907.  He  submitted  that  it  was  not 
fair,  or  justified  by  any  reference  to  the 
existing  Local  Government  Act  of  1889, 
that  the  selection  of  the  persons  who 
were  to  have  the  administratiou  of  road 
matters,  and  matters  relating  to  Publrc 
Health,  should  b©  left  not  to  those  who 
alone  were  interested  in  these  matters  in 
the  parish — that  was  the  landward  popu- 
lation— and  that  the  landward  population 
should  be  absolutely  swamped  by  the 
35,000  population,  who  bad  nothing  in 
the  world  to  do  with  it  in  tlie  way  of 
management  or  raiei>aying.  That  was  a 
simple  fact  which  the  Lord  Advocate  had 
failetl  to  appreciate  in  the  remarks  he 
he  had  maiie.  This  was  by  no  means  a 
solitary  instance,  and  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  reconsider  what  he 
trusted  he  might  term  the  provisional 
decision  they  had  already  announced,  and 
accept  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved* 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  thought  they 
might  very  well  trust  the  Local  Bodies  iu 
this  matter. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divide^l  : — Ayes  40  ; 
Noes  112,— (Division  List,  No.  220.) 

Mr.  COCHRANE  moved,  in  page  12, 
line  38,  after  Sub-section  (d.),  insert — 

"In  any  contract  with  the*  Council  for  the 
Bupply  from  land,  of  which  he  is  owner  or  occu- 
pier, of  stone,  gravel,  or  other  matcrlalH  for 
making-  or  repairing  highways  or  bridges^  or 
in  the  trangjx>rt  of  materials  for  the  repair  of 
roadfi  ui  bri«lgtih  in  his  own  immechate  neigh- 
bourhood ;  or. 

He  pointed  out  that  a  similar  clause  to 

this  appeared  in  the  Hoads  and  Bridges 
Scotland  Act,  it  being  enacted  that  a 
road  trustee  should  not  be  disqualified  by 
reason  of  having  any  interest  in  the  land 
from  which  stone,  gravel,  or  other  ma- 
toriaU  were  supplied.     Under  the  County 
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CoHQcils  Act  of  1889  road  tnistees  were 
abolished^  and,  at  the  same  time,  thia 
provision  against  disqualification  was  not 
re-en actetl  in  the  Scotch  County  Council 
Bill*  The  same  thing  happened  iu  the 
case  of  the  English  County  Councils  Act» 
but  in  1891  there  was  an  amending  Act 
for  the  English  County  Councils  m 
vrhieh  this  sub-section  was  re-euaeted. 
It  was  Suh-seetion  5,  c.  63,  of  the  Act 
of  1891,  and  it  enacted  that  no  per^Dtk 
should  be  disqualihed,  if  elected  a  mem* 
ber  of  the  County  Council,  by  reason  of 
having  any  share  or  interest  in  any  laud 
from  which  materials  were  supplied  for 
the  repair  of  highway  roads,  and  so 
on.  Iu  England  a  man  was  not  dis- 
qualified under  the  County  Councils  Act, 
but  in  Scotland  he  was.  In  England, 
tinder  the  Parish  Councils  Bill,  a  roan 
was  not  disqualiiied  from  being  a  Parish 
Councillor  on  account  of  supplying 
metal  for  the  repair  of  roads  and  bridgeav 
and  so  on.  He  instanced  cases  which 
had  occurre<l  where  men  who  had  pre- 
viously supplied  road  metal  had  to  die- 
continue  doing  so,  so  as  not  to  disqualify 
themselves  from  a  seat  in  the  County 
Councils,  the  consequence  being  that 
the  material  had  to  be  obtained  at 
a  much  greater  distance  from  the 
locality,  and  also  at  a  much  greater  cost* 
If  the  Government  would  give  any  sup- 
port to  this  propisal  of  his  he  would  he 
glad  to  intro<luce  a  small  Bill  to  amend 
the  law  relating  to  County  Councils  iu 
the  same  respect.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Ameudraeut. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 
38,  after  Sub-section  (d),  insert — 

*'In  any  cootiact  with  the  Coand)  foir  the 
supply  from  land,  of  which  he  is  owner  or  occa- 
pier*  of  stonCt  grRvel,  or  other  niaterialp  for 
uiaking  or  repairing  highways  or  hridgcs,  or  in 
the  transport  of  materials  for  the  repair  of  n^ikU 
or  bridges  in  his  own  immediate  neighbourbm>d  ; 
0  r."  —  (  Mr.  Cfwh  ranfi.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  J.  FKKGUSSON  olieerved  that  a 
much  stronger  case  for  introducing  this 
provision  exlsteil  in  the  citse  of  a  Parish 
Council  than  Iu  the  case  of  a  County 
Council. 

Sill  G.  TREVELYAN  mkl,  that  th^ 
una  logics  from  England  in  the  matter  of 
County  and  Parish  Councils  appeared  to 
Ije  analogies  which  held  here.  If  this 
question   was   introduced  into  a  County 
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Council  Bill,  whJdi  he  hoped  to  see  be- 
(fore  thejr  were  many  years  older^  the 
'rovermnettt  would  oot  resist  it, 

QuestioQ  put,  aud  agreed  to. 

Od  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  the 
[illowing  AmeDdineitts  were  agreed  to  :- — 

Page  13,  line  10,  leave  out  "eleveutb 
aj  of  Decerabor,"  aud  insert  "  fifteeuth 
Jay  of  May/* 

Liue  1 1,  leave  out,  *'  niuety-four,''  and 
,  insert  **  uioety-iive.*' 

Line  20,  leave  out  "  constituted  as  at 
'  the  passing  of  this  Act*^' 

Line   21,  after  •*  thereof  aud,**  iusert 
*'  a  Parish  Couucih" 

Line  23,  leave  out  "  thereof,"  and  in- 
eert  "  of  a  Parochial  Board/* 

Liue  37,  after  **  committee,"  insert** of 
fthe  Parish  Council." 

Page    14,   line    7,    after    "purpose," 
scrt  **  and  for  the  purpose  of  The  Public 
^iibraries  Consolidation  (Scotland)  Act, 
1887." 

^_     Liue  8,  before  "  may,"  insert  **  which*" 

^B    Line    10,    leave   out   ^'without,"    and 
^nisert  ''outwith  " 

^H    Majuii  DARWIN  moved,  in  page  14, 
^Biue    20,    to   leave   ont   from    the    word 
^'■'  iucreaded,"  to  the  word  **  Council,"  in- 
clusive, in  line  21,  and  iusert  the  words — 
(or^  if  the  election  fakes  place  by  wardgj  tlie 
embers  electe<l  for  each  ward  as  a  fteiKirate 
j)  shall  appoint  to  the  PariKh  Council  from 
feir  nu tuber  aceortiing  to  rules  to  be  frame«i 
the  Brvdril," 

He  said,  his  Ameudmeut  wa»s  designed 
to  meet  two  certain  poiutii.     They  were 
dealing  wttii  a  case  where  the  landward 
part    had    to    he    increased    hecauAO    the 
numl>er  of  Parish   Councillors  was  very 
s  no  all.     Take  the  ca^e  of  a  hiudward  part 
with    three    wards    each    returning    one 
Parish    CouuciUor     and    one    additional 
meuiher    of    the    landward     po  mm  it  tec. 
Suppose    also — which    he    hoped    won  Id 
not  be  the  ca»e — that   tho  elections  took 
place  upon  Party  lines, it  might  well  happen 
that  two  wards   would  retnru   Conser va- 
lves aud  one  Libemls*     These  six  men, 
ur    Couservatives    aud    two    LilK^rals, 
igbt   proceed  to  appoint   three  Parish 
ouncillors.     What  be  wanted  to  know 
from  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  was  w be- 
er, ah  the  Bill  ^tood.,  it  gave   these  six 
leu  power  to  appoint  three  ConservativeSi 
icause,    if   so,  he  thought    that  would 
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meau  that  the  divlsiDu  of  the  partab 
into  wards  for  the  purpose  of  the  election 
of  Parish  Councils  was  absolutely  futile. 
He  proposed,  therefore^  in  order  to  secure 
minority  representatiou,  that  the  repre- 
sentatives should  he  elected  to  the  Parish 
Council  by  the  members  of  each  ward. 
He  also  proposed  that  they  should  be 
elected  according  to  Rules  framed  by  the 
Board»  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment, 

Amendment  prajiosed,  in  page  14, 
line  20,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''in- 
creased/" to  the  word  "Couucil,"  inclu- 
sive, in  line  21,  and  insert  the  words — 

**  or,  if  the  election  takes  p}»ce  liy  wards,  the 
Tnemlaers  electeil  for  each  wiirti  as  a  separate 
Ijody)  shall  appoint  to  the  Parish  Council  from 
their  numl^er  accunUng  to  rules  to  be  frarueit 
by  the  Bqartl/' — {Afujvr  Bttftvin.} 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
*  shall  appoint'  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  G,  TREVELYAN  said,  the  Bill 
laid  down  a  system  under  which  there 
would  be  a  sufficient  landward  committee 
to  form  a  respectable  minority,  aud  to 
that  part  of  the  enactment  be  did  uot 
imagiue  the  hou.  and  gallant  tjentlemau 
took  exception.  Now  they  came  to  the 
duty  of  this  landward  committee.  They 
had  to  send  probably  only  one  representa- 
tive—at the  outi*ide  two  or  three — to  tbe 
Parish  Councils,  and  these  representatives 
were  to  be  chosen  by  tho  entire  body. 
He  thought  this  was  a  case  of  de 
minimis  nan  curat.  He  was  not  afraid 
of  a  tnajority  of  Couservatives  sending 
three  Couservatives  to  the  Parish  Coun- 
cils, and  he  was  not  afraid  of  a  Liberal 
majority  taking  the  same  course.  Tbe 
representatives  would  be  sent  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  Poor  Law  administration. 
It  was  not  such  a  very  inviting  or  accept- 
able otfice  that  any  great  partisan  feeling 
would  be  exercised.  He  thought  the 
election  of  one  or  two,  or  at  the  outside 
three,  tueniher*i  of  a  Parish  Council  might 
be  very  safely  left  to  the  higher  body, 
which  in  ail  only  consisted  of  nve  or  six 
members* 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Thevelyan,  the 

following  Amendments  were  agreed  to  : — 

Page  14,  line  21,  after  ''appoint," 
insert  "from  their  own  number." 

Page  14^  line  22,  after  "  Act,"  insert^ — 


585 


Local  Government  {COMMONS} 


(Scotland)  Bill. 


536 


JilMii 


*'  And  shall  fill  any  castial  vacancy  occurring 
in  the  number  of  such  Parish  Councillors  or  in 
the  landward  committee." 

Page  14,  line  25,  to  leave  out  from 
^*  Council,**  to  end  of  sub-section,  and 
insert — 

**  The  provisions  of  sub-sections  two,  three, 
five,  and  six  of  section  nineteen  of  this  Act 
shall  apply  to  a  landward  committee  with  the 
substitution  of  the  expression  '  landward  com- 
mittee *  for  *  parish  council  *  occurring  therein/  " 

Line  33,  leave  out  '*  clause,**  and  insert 
"  section.*' 

Line  34,  after  "  of,"  insert  "  not  fewer 

Line  35,  leave  out  "  the,**  and  insert 
"such,** 

Line  35,  leave  out  "  thereof." 

Line  36,  leave  out  "  in  addition  to  any 

powers  conferred  or  transferred  by  other 

parts  of  this  Act.** 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  moved  to 
strike  out,  in  Clause  24,  the  words  ^'  or 
other  public  purposes,**  and  to  insert  in- 
stead the  words, 

"  and  for  any  purpoHes  connected  with  parish 
business  or  with  the  powers  or  duties  of  the 
Parish  Council." 

He  explained  that  the  Amendment  had 
reference  to  the  powers  siven  to  Parish 
Councils  to  provide  buildings  for  parish 
and  general  local  purposes.  He  urged 
that  while  the  Councils  should  have  per- 
fectly full  and  free  powers  in  this  respect 
they  should  not  go  further,  and  there- 
fore he  proposed  to  substitute  the  words 
in  the  English  Act  for  what  he  con- 
sidered the  somewhat  vague  words,  "  or 
other  public  purposes,'*  now  iu  the 
clause.  Those  words  exactly  defined  tiie 
powers  which  Parish  Councils  should 
have.  Nobody  wished,  of  course,  that 
they  should  have  power  to  acquire  build- 
ings for  a  vast  number  of  general  public 
purposes  which  might  bo  entirely  out- 
side their  functions. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
40,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  other 
public  purposes,**  and  insert  the  words — 

**  and  for  any  purposes  connected  with  parish 
business  or  with  the  powers  or  duties  of  the 
Parish  Council."— (.Vr.  Parker  SmUh.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sir  G.  TRE  VELY an  said,  the  clause 
as  it  stood  gave  the  Council  all  necessnry 
latitude   to  erect   buildings  for   general 


purposes  conducive  to  the  advantage  of 
the  parish.  He  certainly  would  be  un- 
willing that  an  J  Parish  Council  should 
have  power  to  acquire  buildings  except 
for  strictly  parish  purposes.  The  ques- 
tion was  fully  discussed  by  the  Com- 
mittee, who  concluded  that  the  words 
referred  to  in  the  clause  were  sufficient 
for  the  purpose  in  view,  and  they  would 
provide  a  guarantee  against  any  danger- 
ous excess. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  admitted  that 
while  it  would  not  be  right  to  follow  the 
English  Act  word  for  word,  yet  in  cases 
where  the  circumstances  of  the  two 
countries  were  alike,  surely  the  same 
wording  might  be  used  in  both  measures. 
In  this  particular  regard  there  was  no 
distinction  whatever  to  be  drawn  between 
Scotland  and  England  as  to  providing 
buildings  for  parish  purposes. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said,  that  Scotch 
parishes  were  larger  than  parishes  in 
England. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  if  that 
was  so  their  larger  area  afforded 
greater  reason  against  spending  large 
sums  upon  central  buildings  from  which, 
in  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  people 
distant  20,  30,  40,  or  even  50  miles  could 
derive  but  little  benefit.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  in  defending  the  wording 
of  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  told  the  House 
that  the  Parish  Councils  would  be  the 
best  judge  of  their  own  wants,  and  that 
they  were  restrained  from  recklessly  dis- 
posing of  their  funds  by  the  fact  that 
they  could  not  levy  beyond  a  6d.  rate. 
But  the  right  hon.  Geutlei|ian  forgot 
that  they  might  borrow  beyond  that 
limit,  and  that  a  Parish  Council  while  in 
power  during  a  few  months  might  mort- 
gage their  future  funds  for  many  years, 
and  indulge  in  building  speculations 
altogether  beyond  good  policy,  and  their 
requirements.  Surely  that  was  a  result 
which  the  House  ought  not  to  promote, 
and  should  provide  against.  The  point 
in  question  as  to  the  powers  of  Parish 
Councils  with  regard  to  expenditure  in 
the  erection  of  public  buildings  was  fullj 
examined  into  and  discussed  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  English  Act,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  well  in  this  case  to  follow 
the  precedent  furnished  in  that  measure. 
•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour)  said,  that  the  words 
adopted  had  satisfied  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee,     who    knew     the     require- 
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menis  of  Scotch  lifcp  They  hcftnl  a 
good  deal  about  the  use  of  parish  room^ 
duriug  the  Debates  on  the  EngUtiU  Act, 
but  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  thej  had  no 
parish  rooms  in  SfOtltind.  He  feared 
there  might  be  a  risk  of  its  being  held 
that  buildings  erected  for  a  specified 
purpose  must  not  be  used  for  any  other 
purpose,  and  he  thought  it  was  for  the 
Parish  Council  rather  than  for  Parlia- 
nieut  to  say  for  what  purposes  buildiugs 
should  be  a<5quired. 

Mk.  graham  MURRAY  protested 
agaiust  the  coustrui'tluu  put  on  the 
Amemluient  by  the  Lord  Advocate.  A« 
a  much  humbler  member  of  the  Scottish 
Bar  he  would  venture  to  say  he  thought 
the  suggested  coustruotiou  perfectly 
faotustic.  There  was  a  conspicuous  ex- 
perience to  the  contrary  iu  the  daily  life 
of  Scotland,  for  political  meeliugs  were 
upon  many  occasions  held  insL4ioolroouis. 
The  words  selected  by  the  Government 
were  conspicuous  for  their  vagueness. 
Who  was  to  say  what  '*  other  purposes  " 
%vere?  It  was  for  Parliament  to  lay 
dowu  for  what  purposes  jmltllc  money 
was  to  be  spent,  and  tbat  having  been 
offeclively  done  in  the  EngUsli  Act 
surely  tlie  Goverujuent  was  not  going 
now  to  throw  darkness  upon  the  scene 
by  putting  in  these  ^ords. 

Major  D  AH  WIN  said,  that,  in 
moving  a  similar  Amendment  iu  Com- 
mittee, he  had  asked  for  definite  iu- 
stttDces  to  be  cited  on  the  other  side,  and 
had  challenged  the  hou.  Member  to 
state  any  single  purpose  referred  to  iu 
the  clause  which  would  not  l>e  covered 
by  those  Avords,  No  one  ever  supposed 
that  a  parish  would  be  justified  io  ex- 
pending money  on  illegitimate  objects 
which  would  not  be  covered  by  the 
laoguage  used.  The  reason  given  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  was  one  of  tbo 
most  curious  he  had  ever  heard.  If 
there  were  any  real  objection  to  this 
Amendment  lie  hoped  that  some  hon. 
Member  would  cite  a  definite  instance 
in  support  of  the  oontenttou  that  any 
real  barm  would  come  from  the  intro- 
duction of  these  words, 

Mr,  CALDWELL,  in  opposing  the 
Ameudmeut,  said  the  clause  would  not 
ooafer  upon  the  land  committee  of  the 
Parish  Councils  powers  to  erect  build- 
iugs for  the  purposes  of  speculation,  or 
to  estpeud  money  for  any  purposes  not 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people. 


Question  put* 

The    House     dividpd  : — Ayes     IH; 
Noea  49.— (Division  List,  No.  221.) 

SirC.  PEARSON  moved  the  omission 
of  Sub-section  (c)  of  Clause  24 — namely, 

**To  provide  or  acquire  land  for  the  erection 
<»f  workmen's  tlwellings." 

Ho  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Seeretary  for  Scotland  would  make  in 
this  case  an  e3ceeptioa  from  the  rule  he 
had  laid  down,  that  he  would  adhere  to 
the  Bill  as  it  left  the  Committee.  This 
power  was  uot  in  the  Bill  as  proposed 
by  the  Government.  This  sub-sectiou 
was  not  part  of  the  original  Bill,  but  was 
introduced  after  a  discussion  originated 
by  the  Member  for  Elginshire,  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  treated  the 
Amendment  of  the  hou.  Member  as  one 
of  the  most  important  Amendments  that 
had  been  tabled  against  tht^  Bill,  and  he 
said  that  if  it  were  a<lded  to  the  Bill  the 
Bill  would  be  lost.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Elgin  was  a  little  hard  on  the  right 
bou.  Gentleman,  for  in  a  subsequent 
speech  he  accused  the  rigiit  hon.  Gentle- 
man of  having  treated  the  subject  with  a 
most  unjustifiable  levity.  On  the 
Division  tlie  Amendment  was  opposed 
by  all  the  Members  of  the  Government 
present^  but,  nevertheless,  it  was  carried. 
On  these  grounds  lie  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  stand  by  his 
original  proposition  and  reject  the 
Amendment.  The  sub-section  was  a 
strange  incongruity,  and  was  utterly  out 
of  place  in  tbis  Bill.  It  was  quite  out  of 
place  to  confer  powers  of  this  kind  when 
no  machinery  for  carrying  them  out  was 
provided  in  the  clause.  At  present  this 
snb-seotion  stood  a  mere  abortion,  in- 
capable of  being  carried  out.  The 
Parish  Coutieil  was  to  provide  or  acquire 
lain!  for  the  a'ection  of  working  men's 
dwelJings.  He  did  not  mean  to  detract 
from  the  importance  of  improving  the 
bousing  of  the  working  classes,  whether 
in  town  or  country  :  and  he  did  not  think 
that  anyone  would  say  that  the  matter 
had  not  been  nufficieully  attended  to  by 
the  last  Conservative  Government.  His 
objection  to  the  proposal  was  that  though 
the  Parish  Council  bail  power  to  provide 
or  acquire  land  for  workmeu^s  dwellings, 
they  were  given  no  power  to  erect  work- 
men's dwellings;  and  all  the  Parish 
Council  could  do,  havlpg  acquired  the 
land,  was  to  treat  indirectly  with  some 
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gpeeulative  builder  for  the  erection, of 
the  jlwellings.  He,  therefore,  bope<l  the 
Go verninent  would  strike  this  inoperative 
pro vU ion  out  of  the  BilL 

AmeDdment  proposed,  in  page  15,  tine 
^,  to  leave  out  paragraph  (c),  of  Sub- 
sectiou  (1),  of  Clause  24.  —  (Sir  C, 
PearMon.) 

Question  propoAed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BilL" 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  provision  which  the 
right  hou.  Geutleman  wanted  to  omit 
was  not  in  the  Bill  originallj,  and  that  it 
wfk6  inserted  in  Committee  against  his 
wisltes.  But  what  was  the  use  of  send- 
ing this  Bill  to  the  Grand  Committee, 
largely  composed  of  Scottish  Members,  if 
they  intended  to  leave  the  Bill  in 
exactly  the  same  state  as  it  was  when  it 
went  before  the  Committee  ?  That 
argument  might  be  exactly  applied  to 
Committees  of  the  House,  The  indubit- 
able intention  was  that  the  Bill  should  be 
considereil  and  amended  by  those  best 
accinainted  with  the  circumstances.  It 
was  porfeetly  ridicnlous  that  in  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  a  Minister  should  have 
his  own  way  in  regard  to  all  the  clauses. 
He  mig;ht  say  that  he  was  decidedly  in 
favour  of  giving  Local  Bwlies  the  power, 
under  due  restriction,  of  obtaining  land 
when  it  could  not  be  obtaineti  by  free 
contract.  But  he  asked  hon.  Members 
not  to  put  the  Amendment  in  this  Bill, 
not  because  he  objected  to  the  proposal 
in  principle,  but  because  the  clause  con- 
tained a  good  deal  which  was  very  im- 
portant, and  if  it  was  put  in  the  Bill  the 
clause  would  be  overweighted.  His 
advice  was  not  taken  on  the  matter  ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  it  was  the  one 
single  exception  in  which  attention  was 
not  paid  to  the  expostulations  of  the 
gentleman,  coming  from  his  mouth.  He 
had  a<l vised  a  number  of  Ameudraonts  to 
be  withdrawn,  and  this  was  the  first  of 
them  in  which  his  advice  had  been  dis- 
regarded. But  his  advice  was  carried 
out  in  regard  to  many  others  which  fol- 
lowed. The  sub-section  having  been 
introduced  into  the  Bill  in  Committee,  he 
advised  that  the  House  should  now 
accept  it.  He  did  not  see  why  an  ex- 
ception to  the  rule  he  had  laid  down 
should  be  made  in  this  particular  case, 
and  why  the   Government  should  say — 

Sir  C*  Pearson 


*^  This  and  this  alone  is  the  Amendment 
which  in  principle  we  are  going  to  leave 
out  of  the  Bilh*'  The  power  that  was 
given  by  the  Amendment  was  not  very 
large,  because  it  was  confined  within  the 
limits  of  the  6d.  rate  ;  but  if  the  principle 
was  asserted,  only  in  very  extreme  cases 
it  would  be  perfectly  possible,  even 
within  this  limit  for  the  Parish  Council 
to  purchase  a  portion  of  land,  and 
afterwards  sell  it  for  the  purpose  of  erect- 
ing workmen's  dw  el  lings.  At  any  rate, 
it  would  be  inducement  to  those  people, 
who  for  reasons  every  one  must  deplore, 
refused  to  sell  land  for  this  purpose,  to 
act  somewhat  more  reasonably  than  they 
would  do  otherwise. 

Mr,  GRAHAM  MURRAY  said,  it 
was  curious  to  see  how  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
alternately  remembered  and  forgot  the 
English  Bill,  according  as  it  suited  the 
view  of  the  Government  at  the  moment. 
He  opposed  this  in  Grand  Committee 
upstJ&irs,  where  the  proportions  of  the 
Government  w^ere  much  more  in  their 
favour  than  in  the  House,  and  allowed 
himself  to  bo  beaten,  and  now  he  rerfused 
to  use  his  power  in  the  House  which  he 
would  have  if  he  exercised  his  authority 
in  a  proper  way  in  order  to  remedy  his 
defeat.  It  reminded  him  of  another 
historical  person,  who  *'  whispering  she 
would  ne'er  consent,  consented,**  But 
he  entirely  repudiated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  version  of  his  own 
speech  upstairs.  No  doubt  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  warned  the  Committee 
that  the  insertion  of  this  sub-sectiou 
would  mean  the  wrecking  of  the  Bill  • 
but  he  did  not  in  any  way  couple  that 
with  a  warning  that  other  innovations 
might  be  made.  The  whole  brunt  of 
his  argument  was  that  the  clause  would 
be  pei-feetly  unworkable-,  and  that  thej 
would  need  proper  and  complete 
machinery  to  deal  with  that  land  if  it 
were  so  acquired.  Even  a  few  moments 
ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of 
restrictions,  but  there  were  none  in  the 
Bill*  Then,  showing  probably  his  desire 
to  conciliate  the  Meml>er  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn  on  the  limit  of  the  6d.  rate,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out  that 
the  Parish  Council  would  be  able  to  take 
land  under  this  section,  and,  buildings 
having  been  erected,  could  sell  it  again 
and  buy  more  with  the  6d.  rate.  Now, 
that  was  what  be  pointed  out  at  the  time 
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ID  Committee,  that  they  are  giviug  [Kjwer 
to  any  sraall  Parish  Couucil  to  sell  the 
whole  of  the  land  in  that  parish.  If 
there  were  a  proper  proposal,  and  in- 
stanceis  to  show  it  was  necessary  for  pro- 
viding land  for  workmen's  houses  where 
thev  might  reasonably  want  it,  this 
House  would  wiUingiy  consider  zt^  but 
not  on  8uch  vague  assertions  of  people 
being  unwilling  to  part  with  their  land. 
There  wore  circumstances  in  which  sueh 
power  was  abused.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  no  doubt  represented  Glasgow, 
but  perhaps  be  had  been  near  enough  to 
Edinburgh  to  hear  of  Tyuecastle.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  why 
workmen's  dwellings  were  erected  there  ? 
If  not,  be  had  l>etter  study  that  very 
interesting  chapter  of  history.  All  kinds 
of  abuse  would  be  possible  if  there  wore 
no  restrictions  on  a  sub-section  like  that 
now  under  consideration*  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  had  given  no  good  ground 
for  suddenly  executing  this  volte  face 
against  his  own  declarations  in  Com- 
mittee, and  allowing  the  sub-section  to 
remain  in  the  BilL 

Mu.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said,  that 
the  Govenmjent  were  observing  the  rule 
they  had  ItuA  down  of  adhering  to  the 
Bill  substantially  as  it  left  the  Com- 
ralttee,  and  when  the  Secretary  for  Scot* 
land  enunciated  that  course  of  action  he 
was  cheered  by  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. Ou  a  former  Amendment,  when 
it  was  sought  by  a  follower  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  aomotbiDg  that 
was  in  the  English  Act,  the  Government 
refused  the  Amendment,  and  gentlemen 
opposite  voted  against  making  the  Bill 
like  the  English  Act.  What  was  sauce 
for  the  goose  was  sauce  for  that  much 
more  nobler  animal^— the  gander.  He 
thought  they  bad  a  right  to  expect  that 
the  House  would  ail  he  re  to  the  proposal 
deliberately  carrie*!  against  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  Committee  upstairs. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  said,  that 
hon.  Meml^ers  oppc*site  hatl  studiously 
avoided  making  any  reflection  on  the 
character  of  the  sub-section.  Since  the 
Amendment  was  passed  in  Committee^ 
although  weeks  hud  elapsetl,  he  thought 
they  could  not  point  to  a  single  Scottish 
newspaper — although  the  Liljeral  Party 
in  this  House  had  very  strong  and  ex* 
treme  op|M:>nent6  in  Scotland — which  had 
bad  a  word  to  say  against  this  Amend- 
ment.    Although  the  Government  might 
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be  twitted  about  not  putting  the  sub* 
section  in  the  Bill  originally,  yet  the  fact 
that  the  whole  press  of  Scotland  had 
been  united  since  then,  either  in  dumb 
silence  or  strong  approval ,  was  surely  a 
sufficient  justification  for  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  now  adhering  to  the  sub- 
section. It  was  said,  too,  that  there  was 
not  a  fuU  meeting  of  the  Committee  on 
the  occasion  the  Amendment  was  carried. 
But  at  all  events  every  Liberal  Member 
present,  without  one  single  exception, 
voted  for  the  Amendment,  and  that  was 
something  to  say.  If  there  had  been  an 
absolutely  full  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee the  probability  was  that  the 
majority  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
would  have  been  greater.  This  pro- 
vision was  necessary,  because  it  was 
notorious  that  land  could  not  be  got  for 
workmen*s  dwellings  on  any  tenns  in 
the  rural  districts  of  Scotland,  and  be- 
cauf^e  it  was  the  fixed  policy  of  many 
landlords  to  depopulate  the  rural  dis- 
tricts. The  hon,  and  learned  Member 
had  not  said  a  word  against  the  principle 
of  the  sub-section,  for  he  knew  as  well 
as  The  Scots nuin  newspaper  did  that 
nothing  could  possibly  be  said  in  refuta- 
tion of  this  enormous  public  question, 
which  would  interest  every  parish  in 
three-fourths  of  the  area  of  Scotland. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  thought  it 
rather  hard  on  the  Government  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  been  alio weil 
to  say  that  not  a  single  Liberal  Member 
had  the  courage  to  vote  against  the 
Amendment  in  the  Committee.  There 
were  seven  Members  of  the  Government 
on  the  Committee,  all  of  whom 
voted  against  the  Amendment,  and 
be  should  have  thought  that  those 
gentlemen  had  some  right  to  be 
described  as  Liberal  Members.  But 
though  he  did  not  wish  to  quote 
against  the  Government  their  own 
speeches  in  Committee,  he  mnst  say  a 
word  against  the  two  kinds  of  arguments 
to  which  they  had  been  listening  on  this 
subject.  The  Government  t bought  it 
was  a  sufficient  argument  to  urge  against 
the  Amendment  that  a  definite  decision 
was  come  to  upstairs,  and  when  it  suited 
their  purpose  they  supplementeti  that  by 
saying  that  a  similar  course  was  taken  on 
the  English  BilL  But  then  a  Member 
for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Edinburgh 
got  up  and  complained  of  the  course 
taken  by   the   Governmenti   and   called 
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attention  to  the  fact  that  early  in  the 
cr<=»niDg  an  AmendmeDt,  the  object  f>f 
which  was  to  bring  the  Bill  in  u  eertnin 
respect  into  conformity  with  the  En.^lis?!! 
Bill,  had  been  rejected.  The  principle 
which  oitj^ht  to  Vegnlate  the  House  in 
the  consideration  of  this  Bill  as  com- 
pftre<l  with  the  English  Bill  wa<  very 
simple*  It  was  that  wherever  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Scotland  were  pamllel  to 
the  circumstances  of  England,  the  English 
Bill  should  form  a  very  strong  precedent. 
If  the  circumstances  of  Scotland  and 
England  were  different,  there  was  no 
precedent  for  their  conduct,  and  they 
might,  with  an  easy  conscience^  depart 
from  the  precedents  ^et  by  themselva'*, 
even  though  they  were  only  six  month?^ 
old.  He  might  remind  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  I'aul)  that  distance  from  a  parish, 
which  shonld  give  a  qualification  to  n 
man  in  the  peculiar  ei  re  urn  stance?'  of 
Scotland  with  regard  to  the  size  of 
parishes,  was  a  relevant  circurastaoce 
which  might  operate, 

Mr.  PALTL  :  The  limit  was  omitted 
from  tlie  Amendment. 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOnt  said,  that  in 
that  case  the  arguments  of  the  hou. 
nentleman  fell  to  the  ground*  because  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gei>t!cmaj»  was  basini^ 
hi.^  argument  ou  the  ground  that  thev 
were  depart ug  from  the  English  Bill. 
Apparently  he  wished  to  depurt  from  it 
himself.  Was  there  anything  In  the 
nature  of  the  case  which  made  it  more 
necessary  to  enable  Scottish  Parish 
Councils  to  enter  into  building  specula- 
tions with  regard  to  labourers*  cot- 
tages than  the  pu  rail  el  ease  of  England  ? 
The  hon*  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  been  good  enough  to  i^uggest 
that  the  Scotch  owners  of  land  were  oeeu* 
pied  in  depopulating  the  rural  distincts 
by  refusing  to  repair  cottages.  That 
would  be  an  admirable  argument  if  the 
Amendment  sought  to  gi^e  the  Parish 
Councils  power  to  repair.  If  the  land- 
lords were  ocen]>ied  In  the  benevolent 
undertaking  of  turning  out  the  jjeople  on 
whom  they  depended  for  th«^  cultivation 
of  their  land,  the  House  ought  to  begin 
by  giving  the  Parish  Councils  power  to 
repair  the  cottages, 

Mu,  CALDWELL  said,  they  conld 
not  repair  other  people'^  property, 

Mr.   a.   J.    BALFOUR   said,    they 

could   not   unless  they  had    the   power* 

Jfr.  A*  4/1  Balfour 


He  thought^  however,  they  might  put 
aside  a«  an  invention  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Seymour 
Keay),  The  Government  had  told  them 
that  they  might  make  this  power  what 
they  liked,  but  no  serious  abuse  eouUl 
follow,  bocanse  there  was  this  preciou* 
6d.  limit.  But  he  would  point  out  that 
the  result  of  their  6<1.  limit,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  these  illimitable  powers,  wa* 
that  the  whole  money  might  have  bceti^ 
spent  upon  objects  upon  which  no  money 
should  have  been  spent  at  nlL  If  they 
put  it  in  the  power  of  a  Parish  CouucU 
clecre<l  in  a  particular  year  under 
accidental  circnmstanees  of  local  pressure 
to  spend  not  merely  the  6d.  rate  for  the 
year  for  which  it  held  office,  but  to 
mortga^r*  the  rates  in  the  ftitiire,  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  they  would  not 
increase  the  powrr5  nf  Parish  Councils, 
but  gravely  curtuil  and  limit  them»  and 
that  J  in  his  judgment,  was  one  of  the 
most  powerful  arginnents  which  onght  to 
induce  the  House  to  refuse  tt>  give  eucb 
a  liberty  to  individual  Parish  Council*. 
They  were  told  that  one  of  the  vital 
iMX'O-i^ities  of  Scotland  wa*^  that  there 
should  be  a  great  extension  of  building 
accommodation  for  the  hibounng  classes. 
If  those  pfiwnr^  wore  really  required — a 
point  upon  whiclv  be  had  receive*!  no 
fact  to  confirm  the  statements  of  the  bon. 
Gentleman  —  they  ought  to  begin  by 
conferring  them  on  the  great  Burgh 
Councils.  To  begin  with  the  landward 
parishes  was  too  ludicrous  an  iuversioa 
of  the  equities  and  expediency  of  the 
case  to  commend  itself  to  any  body  of 
reasonable  men.  It  was  absunl  to  give 
these  powers  first  to  small  district* 
which,  comjjared  witli  large  centres  of 
population  like  Mancheifter,  Glasgow, 
and  Edinburgh,  with  large  working- 
claes  populations,  one  cotild  not  help 
describing  as  twopenny  *  halfpenny 
parishes.  And  when  they  introduced 
powers  of  this  kind,  which  could  not  bo 
carried  out  because  no  machinery  was 
provided,  they  <lid  not  give  a  substantia) 
increase  of  power  to  those  bodies  which 
they  created,  and  they  made  the  Bill 
ridiculous.  He  earnestly  hopeil  the  Go- 
vernment would  revert  to  their  better 
sentiments  which  they  defended  in  the 
Committee,  and  would  folbw  the  parallel 
set  by  this  House  aud  their  own  col- 
Icji^ues  when  they  were  dealing  with  th^ 
Bill  relating  to  England  and  Wales. 
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Mr,  D,  CRAWFORD  saiil,  lie  liopeJ 
it  would  be  notcil  m  Scotland  thU  the 
Leader  of  the  Ofipositioti  bad  eotitended 
tliat  a  very  great  Ikwh  <!•««  to  be  cou- 
ferred  U]M)ii  "  t^ropetiov  parisheB  "  .  in 
Scotlaud  that  >yorG  quite  undeserving  of 
sucb  couslderatioD. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  be  thoagbt 
tkat  wbea  a  com  pari  sou  was  made  iu 
cerfaiu  cases  between  the  landward 
[karisbee  nod  the  great  Muuicipalities 
like  (ila^^ow  and  Edinburgh  in  point  of 
population^  wealtb,  ami  experience,  the 
(^olloquiul  expreasioM  "  twopennj-half- 
peDiiy  parishes"  was  not  inappropriate. 

•Mr.   D,  CRAWFORD  ^aid,  be  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  Geotletnan  with  bia 
innal  courage  mlbered  to  the  expression. 
He  (Mr.  Crawford)   did   not  agree  that 
the  large  towns  were  more  entitind  than 
the  rural  distriots  to  good  bouses  for  the 
working  classes.      The  right  bou*  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  know,  and,  be  thought 
must  know,  that  in  practice  and   by  the 
letter  of  tbe  law  as  it  stood  at  present, 
tlie  urban  population  bad  facilities  under 
tbe    Housing    of    tbe    Working    Clasisei* 
Acts  which  were  wholly  inoperative  in 
rural    districts.      As  to  the    right   hon. 
Gentletiian*s  observations  on  tbe  maxim 
of  the  Seeretary  of  Scotland  as  to  deal- 
ing with  the  English  Local  Government 
Act,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accepted 
an  Amendment  by  tbe  Member  for  North 
Ayrshire,  although  it  was  contrary  to  the 
decision    of    the   Committee,    upon    fhe 
ground  that   it  was  a  provision  of  the 
English  Act.    It  coubl  not  be  maintained 
that  the  particular  power  proposed  to  be 
given  to  tbe  Parish  Councils   was  either 
different  in  kind  or  less  necessary  than 
tiiode  other  powers  which  tbe  clause  con- 
ferred upon   them.       Objection   Imd  not 
been  raised  to   those  other  powers  con- 
ferred upon  County  Councils,  such,  for 
example,  as  their  power  to  provide  re- 
creation grounds  and  tbe  like/  He  matn- 
Uined  that  no  one  could  deny  that  a  good 
houso  was  of  far  more  importance  to  a 
working  man  than  providing  bim  with 
amnsements.       The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  those  powers  would  be  used 
in  a  reckless  way  by  these  "twopeunv 
parishes."  He  did  not  agree  with  him,  and 
pointed  out  that   before  a   parish  could 
tise  them  it  would   be  necessary  to  sub- 
mit tbe  proposal  to  the  County  Council. 
He  was  glad  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
had  taken  the  magnanimous  line  of  tip- 
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holding  the  decision  of  the  CommitteCj 
which  was  arrived  at  eontrary  to  his  own 
advic€»  He  was  qtait©  certain  it  was  the 
right  decision,  and  that  it  would  l)o  ap- 
proved by  the  country. 

Question  put. 

The  Cotnmittee  divided  : — ^ Ayes  108  ; 
Koes  46.— (Division  List,  No.  222.) 

♦CAPTAIN'  HOPE  moved,  in  page  16^ 
line  29,  leave  out  from  **  Act,"  to  end  o£ 
sub-section.  He  fiard  be  offered  no 
apology  for  bringing  this  matter  before 
the  House.  The  decision  arrived  at  by 
tbe  Committee  upstairj*  couhl  not  Ije  ex- 
pected to  prevent  auotber  discussion 
arising  in  that  House,  The  words  be 
wished  to  see  left  out  of  the  sub-section 
were  words  which  bixmght  into  the 
duties  of  tbe  Parish  Councils  certain 
duties  which  had  been  conferred  upon 
the  County  CouuciU  of  Scotland  by  tbe 
Local  Government  Act  of  1889.  The 
provisions  of  this  sub-sectiou  gave  tbe 
Parish  Councils  powers,  such  as  the 
power  of  appeal  against  the  action  of  the 
District  Council,  which  under  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  1889  was  invested 
in  a  certain  number  of  householders  or 
ratepayers.  This  he  did  not  object  to, 
but  when  it  ciime  to  investing  Parish 
Councils  with  the  same  powers  as  were 
conferred  upon  a  County  Council,  it  was 
time  to  give  careful  consideration  to 
what  they  were  doing.  The  right  hon, 
Genlleman  opposite  told  them  that 
evening  that  it  was  the  desire  of  the 
Government  to  frame  a  coaseeutive  sys- 
tem of  government*  starting  with  the 
County  Council 

It  being  Midnight,  Further  Proceed- 
ing  stood  adjourned. 

Further  Proceeding  to  be  resumed  To- 
morrow, 

PREVENTION     OV    CRITELTY    TO 
CHILDREN  KILL  [lords,].— ft^o.  3t2.> 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  pomiuitteL^ 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  L 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  eaui,  m- 
shonld  like  to  know  whether  there  was  any 
Report  from  tbe  Committee  on  Statute 
Law  Revision  with  regard  to  this  Bill? 

Mu.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  Bill  bad 
been  before  the  Committee,  bnt  they  had 
not  reported* 


Land  Tenure 
BIGBY  said,  there 


waft  no 
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special  Report  on  this  Bill. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  eaid,  he  wanted 
introduce  some  words  iucluditig  the 


to 

intoxication  of  children 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  This  is  a  con- 
solidation Bill,  and  I  shall  oppose  any 
alteration. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  opposition  of  the  hon, 
Gentleniau 

Mr,  TOMLINSON  :  I  object. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


COAL  MINES  (CHECK  WBIGHER)  BILL 

[/ior<f*].— (No.  340.) 

8BGOND    READING.      [^DJODRNED 

DEBATE,] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Second  Reading  [2nd  Aiignet]* 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  this  Bill  had 
passed  the  Lords,  and  he  hoped  the 
objection  might  be  withdrawn. 

Further  Objection  being  taken,  Debate 
further  adjourned  till  To-raorrow. 
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tunity  of  proj^rlj  confiideriDg  whether 
these  Rules  ought  not  to  be  inserted  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  he  thought  he 
could  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
assuranoee  that  he  wanted. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked  whether 
the  Bill  could  be  taken  at  an  hour  when 
the  House  would  have  time  to  discuss  it  ? 

Mr*  ASQUITH  said,  yes,  cerUinly  ; 
but  that  rested  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself. 

Sir  M.  HICKS*BEACH  said,  there 
were  a  good  many  chalk  pits  or  quarries 
in  his  county  which  would  be  brought 
under  the  operation  of  this  Act,  and  it 
might  l>e  necessary  to  see  how  they 
would  be  affected. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  if  the  right  horn 
Baronet  would  put  down  any  Amend- 
ment or  make  any  suggestion  he  would 
bear  it  in  mind. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


QUARRIES  BILL  [Zt*rrf*].-(No.  34L) 

SECOND    READING* 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  lie  now  read  a  gecoud 
time." 

•Mr.  IIOZIEH  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  these  quarries  would  come 
under  the  iuspectioLi  of  the  late  Post- 
master of  Cleator  Moor  ? 

Mr,  ASQUITH  said,  the  quarries 
would  come  under  the  inspection  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Metalliferous  Mines,  be- 
cause, although  they  were  above  ground, 
they  were  really  mines. 

Mr.  HOZIER  said,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary ha<l  not  auswered  his  question. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  the  quarries 
would  be  inspected  by  the  jjersons  who 
had  l>eeu  appointed  Inspectors  of  Metal- 
liferous Mines. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  objected 
to  an  important  Bill  of  this  kind  being 
taken  without  notice.  It  was  provided 
that  there  were  to  be  special  Rules  framed 
for  giving  effect  to  the  measure, 
and  be  did  not  think  the  Bill  was 
one  that  ought  to  be  passed  without 
the  House  having  been  given  an  oppor- 
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SEATS). 
Report   from   the   Select    Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  an  Appeu* 
dix,  brought  up,  and  read  [Inquiry  not 
completed]. 

PRIZE  COURTS   BILL   lLin'eU],-^^o.  311.) 
As  amended,  considered  ;  an  Amend- 
ment  made  ;     Bill   to  be  read  the  third 
time  To-morrow, 

IRISH  EDUCATION  BILL.— (No,  2470 
Onler  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 

discharged* 

Bill  withdrawn. 

HOUSING    OF   THE   WORKING  CLASSES 
(BORROWING  POWBKS)  BILL.— (No.  336.) 


Read  a  second 
for  To-morrow. 


time,  and  committed 


N* 


LAND  TENUllE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  7.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  L 

Committee    report    Progress ;     tn    sit 
again  To* morrow. 

House  ftdjoumetl  at  a  quarter 
titer  Twelve  o'clock. 


ftd^ 


549     The  "^  Halt  by  the  Sea;' 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS 


Friday^  lOih  August  1894, 


iV, 


1 

-S 
8 


1 


^ 


S 

S 

o 
o 


NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 
For  the  County  of  Sussex  (South 
Western  or  Chichester  Division),  iu  The 
Right  Hon.  Walter  Charles  Gordon 
Lennos:,  commonly  called  Lord  Walter 
Lennox,  Manor  of  Northstead* — (Mn 
Akers- Douglas^) 
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It!  answer  to  a  further  question  by  Mr, 
Ballantine, 

Mb*  F.  S.  STEVENSON  said  :  It  la 

undoubtedly  the  wish  of  the  Commits- 
aiouers  that  there  should,  if^  practicable, 
be  a  majority  of  representative  Trustees. 
That  wish,  however^  cannot  be  carried 
out  in  the  present  instances  without  the 
consent  of  the  existing  Trustees*  With 
regard  to  the  arMion  which  the  Commis- 
sioners may  tixke  in  the  future,  that 
depends  upon  a  series  of  hypothetical 
contingencies  and  upon  the  legi»l  inter- 
pretation of  Clause  33  of  the  Act, 


Q  UES  TIONS. 


COVENTRY  CHARITIES. 
Mr.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry)  i  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Parliamentary  Charity 
Commissioner,  in  the  event  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  conferring  upon  the 
Council  of  the  City  of  Coventry  the 
powers  of  a  Parish  Council,  what 
number  of  a<iditioual  members  of  the 
Governing  Bo4ly  of  the  general  charities 
of  Coventry  would  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners empower  the  Council  to  appoint 
io  accordance  with  Sub-section  3,  of 
Section  14,  of  The  Local  Oovenmient 
Act,  1894  ;  and  whetlier,  if  the  number 
of  elected  Trusrees  wliich  the  Charity 
Coramissiouera  would  allow  under  the 
Act  would  be  greater  than  under  the 
proposed  Scheme,  measures  will  he 
taken  by  the  Charity  Commissioners  to 
prevent  the  representative  bodies  of 
Coventry  named  in  the  Scheme  losing 
the  rights  they  would  have  under  the 
Act? 

TnE  PARLIAMENTARY 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
F.  S.  Stevexson,  Suffolk,  Eye)  :  The 
question  anticipates  both  the  action  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  under 
Section  33  of  The  Local  Government 
Act,  1894,  and  tlie  decisiou  of  important 
questions  of  constniction  which  arise  on 
other  sections  of  the  Act.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Commissioners  are  not 
in  tt  position  to  say  how  their  discretion 
would  be  exercised  ;  but  any  representa- 
tion made  by  the  Council  of  the  city,  in 
the  result  of  the  publication  of  the 
Scheme,  will  be  carefully  considered 
before  it  is  established. 

VOL,  XXVIIL  [fourth  series.] 


TKB  **HALL  BY  THE   SEA,"   MARGATE. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I    beg   to    ask    the   Secretary   of    State 
for    the     Home    Department     whether 
he  will   inquire  into    the   circumstances 
under  which  extensions  of  time  tor  the 
nights  of  the  4th,  fkh,  and  8th  of  August 
were  granted  to  Mr.  George   Sanger,  of 
the  "  Hall  by  the  Sea"  puldic-houso  at 
Margate,  by  the  Borough   Bench  •   whe- 
ther lie  is  aware  that,  in  the  first  instauce^ 
the  Bench  granted  the  extension  for  the 
4tb    and  6th    of    Augur*t,    and    refimed 
it  for  the  8th  of  August,  but  that  sub- 
sequently, on   the   1st  of  August,  they 
granted   the    extension    for    the    Hth    of 
August,  ou  the  ground  that  some  time  ago 
an  agreement  or  uudergitanding  was  come 
to  between  the  Justices  and  Mr.  Sanger 
that   all  applications   made   by   him    for 
extensions  lof  time    should  be  granted  ; 
whether  such  an  agreement  or  understand- 
ing, if  it  exists,  is  legal  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  nuinerous  grants  of  exten- 
sion of  time  to  Mr.  Sanger  have  ^Ivm 
great  dissatisfaction  in  Margate  to  the  in- 
habitants and  to  the  other  licensed  victual- 
lers ;  and  whether  he  can  take  any  steps 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  Report  which 
I  have  received  from  the  Justices  is  m 
follows  : — 

''  For  Aome  years  past  it  ho.-*  l^een  the  custom 
to  grant  exten^on  of  time  during  the  Acuson  to 
the  **  Hall  by  the  Sea*'  (Mr.  Sanger)  and  to  the 
Royal  A«»embly  Rooms,  the  two  preiiiisis*  ha?- 
iDg  a  similar  clasH  of  eutertainment,  on  Satar- 
day  till  11.  45  p.m.  and  on  Monday  till  12  p.m  , 
the  occasion  being  an  extra  concert  and  Imll ; 
and  also  on  Wednesday  till  12  p.ra,,  the  oociv*iQti 
beluga  juvenile  balL  At  the  Fetty  Sea^iioQi* 
oa  July  25  last  tho  u-iual  application  was  nia.le 
bv  Mr.  Sanger,  of  the  "Hall  by  the  Sca 
(thrdttgh  hiB  BoUdtcrr),  for  the  uBaai  extensioM 

2  C  •  '^^'       "^ 


I 


( 


551 


The  Deer 


{COMMONS}  ForeH  CommUsian.  552 


of  time—aamely,  on  July  2S  (Saturday),  July 
30  (MoDday),  and  Augii«t  1  (Wednesday), 
The  Jofitlces  granted  the  application  for  JuJy 
28  and  Jaly  30,  but  refused  the  application  for 
August  1.  'At  the  Petty  Sessions  of  August  I 
the  application  for  extension  of  time  for  August 
1  was  renewed  and  granted  by  a  l^ench  of 
Justices  differently  conatjtnted  to  the  Bench  on 
July  25.  On  each  occasion  there  were  eight 
JuatioQS  present^  and  on  the  firet  occasion  there 
were  four  of  the  JuHtiees  in  favour  and  four 
against  the  application.  No  agreement  has 
ever  been  eoine  to  by  the  Justices  and  Mr. 
Sanger  that  all  applications  made  by  him  for 
extensions  of  time  should  be  granted ;  but 
Margate,  being  a  eeason  town,  the  applications 
have  not  been  refused,  as  there  have  been  no 
complaints  against  these  two  places  of  euter- 
taiument/* 

Xo  doubt  any  such  understanding,  if  it 
existed,  would  be  illegal.  The  Licensiug 
Justices  state  that  they  are  not  aware 
that  these  extensions  have  given  great 
dissatisfaction  in  Margate.  I  have  no 
juristliction  to  interfere  with  the  discre- 
tlou  of  Justices  In  the  exercise  of  tbeir 
lice  118 iDg  powers, 

GAME  PROSECUTIONS  IN  SCOTLAND. 
M«*  WEIR  (Iio88  and  Cromarty)  :  1 
beg  to  a«k  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
hid  attention  has  been  called  to  a  sentence 
of  six  months'  impriaonment  recently 
passed  by  Sheriff  Substitute  Taylor, 
Forfar,  upon  George  Milne,  labourer,  for 
kiiling  a  hare  on  a  public  road  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  in  consequence  of 
Milne^ti  imprisonment,  his  wife  and  seven 
children  will  probably  become  chargeable 
to  the  Parochial  Board  ;  whether  he  can 
see  his  way  to  reduce  this  sentence  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  alter  the 
law  so  that  sentences  for  sucli  ofTeuces 
may  be  lighter  ? 

'The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c,)  :  George 
Milne  was  senten«:ed,  as  stated  in  the 
question,  to  six  months'  imprisonment  for 
a  third  offence  under  The  Night  Poaching 
Act,  In  1887  he  was  sentenced  to  two 
months'  imprisonment,  and  in  1889  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  for  this 
offence.  He  has  been  convicted  of  day 
poaching  live  times,  and  of  contravention 
of  The  Poaching  Prevention  Act  twice. 
He  has  also  been  convicted  of  breaches 
of  the  peace  and  aefiaults,  as  well  as  of 
various  thefts,  having  on  two  occasions 
received  six  months'  and  nine  months' 
imprisonment,  I  am  further  informed 
that  he  never  works,  and  that  his  house 
it  EiAintained  by  his  yide,  who,  while  ber 


husband  is  in  prison,  has  on  various  occa- 
sions received  allowances  from  the  Paro 
chial  Board.  Two  of  his  children  t 
contribute  to  the  expenses  of  the  house- 
hold from  wages  earned  by  them  in  a 
factory.  From  what  1  have  stated  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  case  is  not  a 
favourable  one, 

*Mr.  weir  asked  if  the  sentence  was 
not  one  of  exceptional  severity,  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  promote 
a  change  in  the  law  to  prevent  such  sen- 
tences being  passed  in  future  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  That 
is  a  matter  of  opinion. 

THE    HIGHLAND    RAILWAV. 

Mtt.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the 
Highland  Railway  Company  have  yet 
made  arrangements  to  so  marshal  their 
trains  that  the  automatic  brake  is  ia 
action  throughout  that  part  of  the  train 
which  conveys  passengers  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  immediate  steps  will  be  taken 
to  compel  this  Company  to  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Board  of 
Traile  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
No,  Sir  ;  although  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  granted  concessions  to  this  Com- 
pany as  regards  the  number  of  mixed 
trains  permitted,  no  effort  has  been  made 
by  the  Company  to  comply  with  the 
Onler  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  so  mar- 
shal, their  trains  as  to  give  the  best 
security  for  their  passengers.  The  Board 
have  hoped,  and  still  hope^  that  an  im* 
port  ant  and  w^ealtby  Corporation  like  the 
Highland  Railway  Company  will,  espe- 
cially in  a  matter  involving  the  safety  of 
traveHers,  no  longer  delay  to  comply  with 
the  law  without  obliging  the  Department 
to  have  recourse  to  legal  proceedings. 

THE  DEER  FOREST  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  W^EIR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  whether  he  is  now  in  a 
position  to  state  when  the  Deer  Forest 
Commission  will  terminate  its  inquiry ; 
and  when  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
will  be  issued  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow," 
Bridgeton)  :  I  am  informed  by  the  Com- 
missioners that  they  expect  to  complete 
their  work  in  connection  with  the  inapec* 
tion   of  l&ndi  by  the  middle    of    next 
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jDontb,  and  that  they 
effort  to  submit  thoir 
thereafter  as  posftihie. 


will   use    every 
Keport   as   BOon 


MILITARY  BANDS  AT  POLITICAL 
GATHEBIKGS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  UEALY  (Louth,  K.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  his  atteutlou  has  been  called  to 
tbe  report  iu  The  Surrey  Advertiser  of 
the  4th  of  Augusti  relative  to  tUe  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Crauleigh  Habitation  of 
the  Primrose  League,  at  which  tbe  baud 
of  the  West  Surrey  Regime  tit  is  stated 
to  h  a  ve  a  tte  n  d  ed  a  n  d  p  1  ay  ed  :  w  li  e  t her  he 
is  aware  that  the  report  shows  tbat  tbe 
gathering  was  a  piiiely  Party  one  ;  tbat 
Sir  Riehard  Webster,  M.P.,  spoke  on 
political  subjects,  and  iipologised  for  the 
absence  of  another  Conservative  Mem- 
ber ;  whether  tlie  War  Office  has  several 
times  declared  tbat  military  bauds  must 
not  attend  Party  meetings  ;  and  who  is 
responsible  for  ipvitiug  tbe  band  to  be 
present  on  tbis  occasion,  and  who  sane* 
tioned  its  attendance  on  behalf  of  the 
regiment  ? 

The  SECRETAKY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Camtbell  -  Baxneumak, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  This  question  only  ap- 
peared ou  the  Paper  this  morning  ;  and 
as  some  loeal  inquiry  is  needed,  1  must 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  to  postpone  it. 

Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  put  it 
again  ou  Monday.  I  raay  say  I  gave 
notice  of  it  on  Wednesday, 

BUILDING  BYE*LAWS  IN  LONDON, 
Mr.  WEIR !  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  bo  is  aware  tbat,  during  the 
abeeuee  ou  holiday  of  tbe  Building  Act 
Committee  of  tbe  London  County  Coun- 
cil, no  arrangements  are  made  to  deal 
with  complaints  relating  to  the  use  of 
improper  material,  or  of  defective  work 
carrieil  out  by  builders  and  passetl  by 
careless  district  surveyors  in  the  County 
of  LondoD  ;  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  can  take  any  steps  to  ensure 
the  carrying  out  of  the  Building  Acts 
and  give  effect  to  the  bye-laws  approved 
by  the  Home  Secretary  on  the  1 9th  of 
October,  1891  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  owing  to  this  freedom  from  control, 
a  Tast  amount  of  improper  work  is 
eicecttted  by  dishonest  builders  ;  that^  in 
oocisequeuce,   the  occupiers    of    newly* 


built  houses  sutler  not  only  in  pocket,  bnt 
iu  health  ;  the  Local  Sanitary  Authorities 
have  an  excessive  amount  of  work  im- 
posed upon  them,  and  the  ratepayers  are 
taxed  for  the  nittiiitenance  of  a  larger 
staff  by  the  Local  Sanitary  Authorities 
tb»n  wo  a  Id  be  required  if  bouses  were 
properly  eoustructeil  ill  the  first  instance; 
and  that  Local  Sanitary  Authorities  have 
no  power  to  act  until  uewly-built  houses 
are  occupied  and  discovered  to  be  im* 
perfect  aud  iusauit-ary  ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  remedy  this  state  of 
matters  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  have  abeady 
stated,  in  answer  to  previous  questions, 
that  the  enforcement  of  tbe  Building 
Acts  i^  outside  my  jurisdiction,  and  I 
can  ouly  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  the 
County  Council. 

THE  COAL  STRIKE  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  give 
the  House  any  further  information  about 
the  coal  strike  in  Scotland  ;  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  proposals  have  been  made 
that  tlio  masters  should  meet  the  repre- 
**ontative8  of  the  men  with  a  view  to 
terminating  the  strike  and  establishing  a 
Board  of  Conciliation  for  the  settlement 
of  future  differences  and  tbe  fixing  of 
wages  for  a  reasonable  term  iu  advance  ; 
whether  the  associated  masters,  the  un- 
associated  masters,  and  tbe  men  re- 
spectively are  willing  to  meet  for  that 
object  ;  and  if  the  reluctance  of  any  of 
these  parties  is  an  obstacle  to  such  a 
settlement,  whether  there  is  any  prospect 
of  its  being  removed  :  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  taken  any 
steps,  or  see  their  way  to  take  any 
steps,  to  bring  about  a  settlement  of 
the  present  dispute  and  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Board  of  Conciliation  ? 

Mr*  BRYCE  :  Several  proposals 
have  been  made  for  a  meeting  between 
the  coalmasters  and  representatives  of 
the  men  for  the  purpose  of  arranging  a 
settlement  of  tbe  present  unfortunate 
dispute,  but  I  am  not  aware  whether  any 
plan  for  the  establishment  of  a  Board  of 
Conciliation  for  the  settlement  of  future 
differences  has  recently  been  formulated* 
It  has  been  publicly  stated,  and  not  con* 
tradicted,  tbat  the  non-associated  masters 
and  the  men  respectiTely  are  willing  to 
meet  for  the  purpose  of  armoging  termsi 
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and  I  have  strong  hopes  that  the 
associated  masters  will  also  be  found 
willing  to  join  in  an  amicable  conference. 
Her  Majestj^s  Government,  as  I  have 
informed  the  House  on  former  occasions, 
have  been  carefully  watching  the  dispute 
since  its  commencement,  and  have  been 
perfectly  willing,  in  case  a  fitting  oppor- 
tunity should  arise,  to  use  their  good 
offices  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about 
a  conference  between  the  parties.  I 
have  been  for  some  time  past  in  com- 
munication with  the  Lord  Provost  of 
Glasgow  upon  the  subject,  and  trust  that 
the  judicious  action  which  he  has  taken, 
and  which  appears  to  be  regarded  with 
satisfaction  by  all  parties,  may  be 
attended  with  beneficial  results.  I  have 
also  been  in  communication  with  other 
parties  concerned  ;  but  these  communica- 
tions have  been  of  a  confidential  nature, 
and  it  would  not  be  proper  for  me  to 
make  any  statement  here  regarding  them. 
With  reference  to  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  question,  I  need  only  add  that  nothing 
which  Her  Majesty^s  Government  could 
properly  do  to  aid  in  bringing  about  an 
adjustment  of  the  dispute  will  be  wanting 
on  their  part. 

THE  DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE. 
Sir  a.  HAYTER  (Walsall)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Foreign 
Office  has  taken  any  steps  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Ridley  Com- 
mission made  in  their  Report  of  1890  to 
amalgamate  the  Foreign  Office  and 
Diplomatic  Services,  the  members  of 
which  should  be  interchangeable,  and 
the  entrance  examination  the  same  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Since  April,  1891,  the  entrance 
examination  has  been  the  same  for  both 
Services.  It  is  intended  that  a  Com- 
mittee composed  of  members  of  the 
Treasury  and  Foreign  Office  should 
report  on  questions  arising  out  of  the  re- 
commendatipus  of  the  Royal  Commission ; 
but  the  matter  requires  careful  considera- 
tion, as  the  amalgamation  of  the  two 
Services  on  the  terms  recommended  by 
the  Commission  will  necessitate  either 
some  material  changes  or  a  considerable 
increase  of  expenditure.  .  V 

Jfr,  Bryce 


THE  STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS. 
Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  any  de- 
cision has  been  arrived  at  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  military  contribution  to 
be  paid  annually  by  the  Straits 
Settlements ;  and  if  he  will  state  the 
amount  ? 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  At  the  same  time,  I  will  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  a  similar  question 
standing  in  my  name. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S.  Buxton, 
Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  Not  yet ;  but 
I  hope,  before  the  end  of  the  Session, 
to  be  able  to  state  it. 

'   SIAM. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  when 
the  long-promised  Papers  relating  to 
affairs  in  Siam  will  be  presented  ;  and 
whether  he  will  undertake  that  the  Vote 
for  the  Foreign  Office  will  not  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  until  it  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  perusing  the  correspon- 
dence relating  to  recent  occurrences  in 
Siam  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Papers  will  be 
issued  on  Wednesday. 

PRIVATE  POSTCARDS. 
Mr.  ERNEST  SPENCER  (Brom- 
wich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  Post  O  ffice  is  prepared 
at  once  to  accept  private  cards  with  a  half- 
penny stamp  affixed  providing  such  cards 
do  not  exceed  the  size  or  weight  of  de- 
partmental or  ordinary  post  cards,  or  if 
the  public,  before  making  use  of  the  new 
arrangement,  must  await  the  issue  of 
new  Regulations  on  the  subject ;  and,  in 
the  latter  case,  will  the  Department,  as 
it  is  a  matter  of  considerable  interest  to 
the  commercial  community,  fix  an  early 
date  for  the  issue  of  such  Regulations 
and  give  the  date  of  same ;  and  in  the 
event  of  new  Regulations  being  necessary, 
will  the  Department  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  allowing  a  variation  of  size  and 
shape  in  the  direction  now  followed  in 
the  case  of  the  envelopes  sold  by  the 
Department  bearing  a  penny  embossed, 
stamp  ? 


I 

1 
I 

1 


567         Eleciric  Lighting  at     {lU  AlTOCttT  1894} 


St.  Stephen^ 


55$ 


The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A*  MoiiLEY,  ^TottiDgham,  E,)  : 
As  *!tated  m  tlie  House  yesterday,  new 
RegaktioD8  will  be  necessary  l>efor€  the 
public  cati  uinke  use  of  private  cards  ae 
p08t  eardi.  The  required  Warraot  is 
being  preparetl,  and  a  date  will  be  fixed 
on  which  the  chauge  is  to  take  effect. 
The  Warraut  will  specify  the  dimensions 
to  be  allowed.  No  time  will  be  lost  in 
preparing  the  documents » 

BANITATIOK^    IN     PARLIAMENT 
HOUSES. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  any 
change  has  been  made  in  the  method  of 
carrying  oHf  the  sewer  air  discharged 
mto  the  Clock  Tower  shaft  since  Sir 
Henry  Roacoe  made  a  statement  before 
the  Select  Committee  on  Ventilation  in 
1891  ;  and  whether  be  can  account  for 
the  impurity  of  the  atmosphere  in  the 
Committee  Rooms  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr,  H,  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W,)  :  As  I  indicated  in  my  answer  to  the 
hoD.  Member  on  Tuesday  last,  no  change 
1ms  been  made  in  the  drainage  arrange- 
ments of  the  House  since  the  inquiry  of 
1891*  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any 
impurity  of  the  atmosphere  in  the  Com- 
mittee Rooms,  except  what  may  occa- 
sionally be  caused  by  overcrowding* 

•Mr,     WEIR:    Will   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman    inquire    whether   the    state- 
ments in  his  answer  of  Tuesday  were  not 
enerally  inaccurate  ? 
"lu     H.    GLADSTONE::     I     can 
re  the  hon.   Gentleman   that  what  I 
stated  then  was  strictly  accurate. 

Mh.  WKIR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  he  has 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining  if 
the  air  (sewer  gas)  from  the  main  drain 
of  the  Houses  of  Parb'ament  is  aspirated 
through  the  wliole  length  of  the  system 
from  the  Victoria  Tower  to  the  Clock 
Tower  ? 

Mu.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  I  stated  on 
Tuesday  last  that  the  main  drain  is  aspi- 
rated in  the  other  direction,  from  the 
Clock  Tower  to  the  Victoria  Tower.  It 
is  aspirated  through  the  whole  length  of 
the  system. 

Dr.  MACUREGOR  (Inverness-shu-e): 
Are  the  drains  properly  trapped  ? 

Mr.  WEIR  :  Yes  ;  they  are. 


Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  satisfy  himself  on  the 
subject  I  will  give  him  every  facility. 

PROMOTION  IN  THE  FOOTGUAKDS. 

Mh.  MACDONA  (Southwark, 
Roth erhi the)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  congestion 
of  promotion  now  existing  in  the  Foot 
Guards  as  compared  with  Line  regi- 
ments ;  and  whether  he  will  consider  the 
possibility  of  remedying  the  dirticulty  by 
making  the  proportion  of  captains  to 
lieutenants  the  same  in  the  Guards  as  in 
the  Line  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Promotion  in  the  Guards  is  slower  than 
in  the  Infantry  of  the  Line,  and  this  is 
mainly  due  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
larger  proportion  of  subalterns  to  senior 
officers  in  the  Guards  than  in  the  In- 
fantry. This  arrangement  is  valued  by 
the  Guards,  and  the  etiect  on  promotion 
when  considered  in  connection  with  the 
advantages  of  Guards  service  generally 
is  not  at  present  sufficiently  imi>ortant  to 
demand  remedial  measures. 


ELECIRIC  LIGHTING  AT  ST. 

STEPHEN'S. 

Mr.  weir  :    I  beg  to  ask  the  First 

Commissioner  of  Works  whether  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  providing  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  with  an  electric 
lighting  installation  instead  of  taking  the 
current  from  an  outside  source,  at  a  cost 
of  three  times  more  than  if  it  were  gene- 
rated on  the  premises  ;  and  whether  he 
is  aware  that  there  is  ample  space  for 
such  an  installation,  and  that  the  outlay 
for  dynamos  and  additional  power  would 
be  quickly  recouped  by  the  saving  which 
would  be  effected  ? 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  This  matter" 
of  providing  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
with  electric  installation  has  already  re- 
ceived careftil  consideration.  The  evi- 
dence before  me  shows  that  no  complete 
installation  of  electric-lighting  machinery 
and  plant  can  be  established  within  the 
building  without  occasional  serious  inter- 
ference with  its  proper  ventilation,  and 
we  have  already  some  experience  with  a 
partial  installation  which  confirms  this 
view.  The  generation  of  electricity 
within  the  building  has  been  abandoned, 
both    for    this  reason  and    because  the! 
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boilers  now  exigtiog  are  uo  longer  strong 
enough  to  bear  the  strain  of  working 
both  the  ventilation  and  lighting  systems. 
The  cost  of  constructing  a  complete 
electrical  etatioo  outside  the  build iog  m 
connection  with  the  warming  aud  veoti- 
lating  arrangements  has  been  considered, 
and  it  would  probably  reach  £3(),Ch:K)  or 
£40,CX)0  ;  while  the  expense  of  wages 
and  maintfi nance  would  also  be  very 
heavy.  The  subject  will  receive  further 
attention,  but,  having  regard  to  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  it  must  be  de- 
ferred for  the  present.  Taking  into 
account  the  capital  outlay,  I  am  not  at 
all  prepared  to  admit  that  the  saviug 
would  be  anything  like  that  suggested. 

CORDITE    FOR  ARMV    MUSKETRV 
PRACTICE. 

Mr.  HA:NBURY  (Preston)  :  I  bejr  to 
ai^k  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he 
can  state  in  how  many  ctises  detacbmeuts 
of  liegulars  going  through  their  mus* 
ketry  course  have  been  allowed  only 
black  powder  intitead  of  cordite  ;  whe- 
ther this  is  the  cai*e  with  the  detach- 
ments shooting  at  Barry  Links  Camp  ; 
and  whether  Regulars  shooting  with 
black  powder  in  competition  with  men 
of  regiments  supplied  with  cordile  have 
to  fulfil  the  same  couditious  in  oti*er 
respects,  or  In  what  way  are  the  cou- 
ditions  made  equal  for  both  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAXNERMAN  j 

Only  the  troops  in  the  Southern  District 
at  Aldershot  have  tired  cordite  ammuui- 
tion  ;  the  remainder,  including  the  de- 
tachments shooting  tit  Barry  Li uks, 
have  used  blac^k  powder*  When  troops 
belonging  to  different  regiments  compete 
at  rifle  meetings  the  same  ammunition  is 
issued  to  all  competitors* 

WATER  8UPPLV  AT   8T.  yTEfHEX'H. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Firsst 
Commissioner  of  Works  if  he  will  state 
whether  the  water  closets  off  the  Com- 
mittee Room  corridors  are  supplied 
directly  from  the  same  cistern  from 
which  water  is  drawn  for  domestic  pur- 
poses, or  whether  disconnecting  cisterns 
are  in  use  for  these  water  closets  ? 

Mr. H.GLADSTONE:  Onesetdfthe 
water  closets  off  the  Committee  R^rn 
corridor  is  supplied  from  a  cistern  frW 
which  water  is  drawn  for  domestic  put* 
poses;  but  in  the  other  case  the  sujk 
MnM^  Giadstom 


plies  are  separate.  Instructions  have 
been  given  for  making  the  supplies 
entirely  separate.  I  may  mention  that 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Aceom* 
modation  of  the  House  advise,  in  their 
Report,  that  a  careful  eJtamination  should 
l>o  made  into  the  condition  of  the  water 
closets  in  the  buildings,  and  this  shall 
be  done. 

THE  LIGHT  DUES. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol," 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  has  ap- 
pointed a  Departmeutal  Committee  to 
in(]nire  into  the  coodition  of  the  Mercan- 
tile 3Iarine  Fund,  and  the  mode  of  levy- 
ing the  Light  Dues ;  whether  he  will 
state  the  Order  of  Reference  to  sncU 
Committee,  and  the  names  of  the  Men^- 
bers ;  and  whether  any  proposal  to  re^ 
lieve  the  shipping  interest  of  Light 
Dues  at  the  ^mi  of  the  Exchequer  will 
he  excluded  from  the  inquiry  of  the 
Cmnmittec  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  propose 
to  appoint  such  a  Committee,  If  mj; 
right  hon.  Friend  will  repeat  his  ques- 
tion in  a  few  days,  I  trust  to  be  able  to 
state  to  the  Horise  the  Order  of  Refer- 
ence and  the  name^  of  the  gentlemen 
who  have  been  asked  to  serve.  The 
answer  to  the  third  paragniph  is  in  the 
negative* 

Sir  M,  IIICKS-BEACH  :  Does  that 
mean  thattlie  question  will  be  excluded  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Ko,  Sir. 

^m  M.  HICKS-BEACH  r  Will  there 
be  any  representative  of  the  Treasury  on 
the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Yes. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOW^LES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  W' ill  the  Order  of  Reference  in- 
clude the  relief  of  the  shipping  interest, 
seeing  that  the  Board  of  Trade  now  takes 
a  large  portion  of  the  Mercantile  Marine 
Fund  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  do  not  follow  that 
qnestion. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  At  pre- 
sent the  Board  of  Trade  takes  a  very 
large  sum  out  of  the  Light  Dues  levied  on 
shipping.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
consider,  in  connection  with  the  terms  of 
Reference,  if  the  Merc«ntile  Marine 
Fund  cannot  be  relieved  of  that  involun- 
tary contribution  to  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mr,  BRYXE  :  That  question  has  been 
carefully  consideretl,  and  when  the  terms 
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of  Reference  are  made  known  it  will  be 
seeu  that  they  are  wiile  euougb. 

Sir  A.ROLLIT  (IslingtoD,  S,)  :  Wil! 
ho  incidence  of  the  Light  Dues  be  left  as 
aa  opeugeueral  question  ? 

Mk.  13RYCE  :  To  make  any  further 
atatemetit  would  be  to  state  the  terms  of 
Reference,  and  that  I  canaot  do  now. 
The  terms  are  \^ry  wide,  as  the  Order 
f  Reference  will  show. 

OMMANDEERING  IN  TBE  TRANSVAAL* 


Sir  E.  ASHMKAD-BARTLETT 
^heflfieM,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

|ier  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
ther  the  Englishmen  iu  theXrausvaal, 
5o  were  recently  coramaudeerod  aud  im- 
prisoned, were  turned  adrift  by  tlie  Boer 
Authorities  ou   the  opeu  veldt  200  mi  lea 
from  their  homes  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  ;  The  asnumption 
contaiued  iu  the  question  is  apparently 
based  on  a  private  letter  which  I  have 
seen.  I  have  no  other  iiiformatiou  on  the 
subject,  aod  I  decline  to  assume  with  the 
LoD.  Member  that  the  South  African 
Republic  in  regard  to  this  matter  have 
[meted  iu  the  ma  no  er  implied. 

Sir    E.     ASHMEAB-BARTLETT 
Fsdked  whether  the  bou,  Gentlejuan  was 
aware  that  the  iuformatiou  embodied  iu 
his  question  liad  appeared  in  the  form  of 
public    letters   iu  the  correspondence  in 
three  of  the  London  moruing  papers  ? 
1^     Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  have  not  seen 
^M^oythiug  in  the  Press  about  it.     I  have 
^K>u[y  seeu  a  private  letter. 
■    Sir   E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
^pWill  the  hon.  Gentleman  inquire  of  Her 
Majesty's  Representative  iu  the  Trans- 
vaal    whether     the    report   is    true    or 
not  ? 

Mr,  S.  BUXTON  said,  he  must 
decline  to  assume  that  the  South  Africao 
Republic  were  acting  in  contravention  of 
Iheir  pledges  on  tiiii^  question. 


] 

t 


V 


CROFTKBS  AND  THE  DOG  LICENCE. 

Mr.  weir  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether,  iu  view 
of  the  fact  that  it  has  been  the  practice 
%o  exempt  crofters  (small  farmers)  from 
the  paymeut  of  a  dog  licence  in  every 
case  where  a  dog  is  kept  for  the  purpose 
of  tending  she^p  or  cattle  upon  a  croft  or 
holding,  he  will  take  steps  to  obviate  the 
recurrence  of  the  vexatious  prosecutions 
which  have  taken  place  in  the  Highlands 


and  Islands  of  Scotland  during  this  year 
against  crofters  keeping  a  dog  for  this 
purpose  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  recurrence  of  any 
vexatious  prosecutions.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  any  information  of  such  proceed- 
ings is  given  to  the  Inland  Revenue, 
proper  care  will  be  taken  to  inquire  whe- 
ther there  is  any  oppressive  proceeding  ? 
•Mr.  WEIR  :  I  have  brought  numeroui 
cases  during  the  last  few  months  under 
the  notice  of  the  Inland  Revenue,  and 
have  received  no  satisfaction.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  interpret  the  law 
relating  to  Dog  Licences  as  liberally  as 
the  ex-Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ? 

Str  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  satisfied  with  the  answer, 
I  will  make  farther  inquiry.  So  far  as 
I  can  remember,  only  one  case  has  been 
put  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  and  it  was  answered  the 
other  day 

Mr.  WEIR  ;  Unsatisfactorily. 

LAW  FACULTY  FOR  LONDON 
UNIVERSITY. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Inns  of  Court  and  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society  are  willing  to  assist  in  forming  a 
Law  Faculty  in  the  proposed  University 
of  London,  according  to  recommendations 
of  the  Gresbam  University  Commission  ; 
what  inquiries  the  Government  have 
made  on  the  subject  ;  and  whether  the 
Government  can  give  any  Return  as  to 
the  annual  amount  of  income  and  ex* 
penditure  of  the  Inns  of  Court  during 
the  last  five  years,  and  the  sums  appro* 
priated  by  these  bodies  to  the  purpose 
of  legal  education  during  that  period  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  have 
inquired  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  about 
this  matter,  but  my  noble  Friend  has  no 
knowledge  of  any  such  intention  as  that 
assumed  in  the  question  ;  and  as  to  the 
Return  from  the  Inns  of  Court,  the  Go- 
vernment have  no  control  over  the  Inns 
of  Court,  and  therefore  have  no  power 
to  call  for  a  Return. 

CROFTERS  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Government 
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declare  their  unwillingness  to  go  on  witU 
the  Crofters  Act  Ameodmetit  Bill,  should 
It  be  opposed,  he  will  state  If  atij  efforts 
Jiave  beeti  made  to  arrive  at  ati  under* 
Btaudiog  with  the  Leader  of  the  OppoBi- 
tioD  ID  order  that  this  measure  may  be 
carried  before  the-  close  of  the  Sessiou ; 
if  no  efforts  in  the  direction  indicateil 
have  been  made,  will  he  consider  the 
de?<irabilitj  of  making  them  forthwith, 
an<L  if  possible,  coming  to  an  arrange* 
paent ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
Government  have  a  majority  of  from  30 
to  40,  he  will  re*consider  his  decision, 
and  resolve  to  carry  the  Bill  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Cloisure,  if  necessary  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  already 
s (41  tod  I  did  not  propose  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  if  it  were  opposed.  The  Govern- 
ment cannot  carry  a  Bill  by  the  Closure 
which  they  say  they  will  not  proceed 
with  if  it  is  opposed, 

•Mu.  WEIR:  Am  I  to  understand  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  objects 
to  use  his  efforts  atid  his  talents  on 
behalf  of  the  Highland  crofters  in  the 
manner  indicated  in  mv  question  ? 

Dr.MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire): 
May  I  ask  whether  the  right  hon,  Geti- 
tJeman  is  aware  that  the  Prime  Mioister 
proraiseii  the  crofters  this  measure  this 
Sessiou  in  his  Edinburgh  sjieech  ? 

Sin  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  carried  the  Bill  if 
we  could ;  but,  under  the  circumstances, 
we  are  unable  to  do  so. 

Dr.  MACGREGOtt  :  You  have  not 
tried. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  know  that 
my  hon.  Friend  has  promised  to  visit  us 
with  all  kinds  of  pains  and  }jenalties  in 
case  this  Bill  is  not  carried  ;  but  I  am 
afraid  that  we  shall  have  to  endure  them. 
"  Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  Is  this  Bill 
more  contentious  than  other  Bills — than 
the  Budget,  for  instance  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  afraid  I 
can  hardly  ask  the  House  to  devote  as 
much  time  to  this  Bill  as  to  the  Budget. 

INSPECTION  OP  SLATE  QUAKRIES. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  ie  aware  that  the  two  In- 
spectors of  Slate  Quarries  lately  ap-'w 
poiuteil  by  him  have  practical  know- 
ledge only  of  the  mine  system  of  slate 
quarrying  practised  in  Merionethshire, 
JM  Heir 


and  have  no  practical  knowledge  of  the 

totally  different  system  of  open  slate 
quarrying  practised  iu  Carnarvonshire  r 
and  whether  ho  will  appoint  one  In- 
spector having  practical  knowledge  of 
the  open  <|uarry  system,  so  as  to  give 
the  quarry  men  of  Carnarvonshire  the 
same  protection  as  i«  now  afforded  to  the 
Meriouethshire  quarrymen  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  case  is  not  M 

stated  in  the  Hrst  paragraph  of  the  ques- 
tion. Mr.  Williams,  one  of  the  recently* 
appointed  Inspectors  of  Metalliferous 
Mines  and  Quarries,  has  worked  at  the 
Upper  Oakley  Slate  Quarries,  which  sjre 
open  quarriea  ;  he  has  a  gootl  knowledge 
of  the  open  quarries  of  Carnarvonshirep 
and  he  has  delivered  geological  lecturer 
on  several  occasions  to  the  quarrymen 
of  Llanberis  and  Nautlle  Vale,  He  i» 
hringiug  out  a  treatise  on  slate  quarrying, 
for  the  preparation  of  which  he  telb  me 
that  he  has  vibite*!  and  8tndie<l  the 
methods  of  working  in  open  and  under- 
ground quarries  in  Wales,  Cornwall,  and 
France*  One  of  the  strongest  representa- 
tions that  reached  me  in  favour  of  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Williams  was  con- 
tained in  a  letter  from  Mr.  rrichard*  the 
manager  of  Penrhyo  Quarries,  in  Carnar- 
vonshire (who  himself  began  life  as  » 
quarryman).  I  am  satisfied  that  both 
the  Assistant  I u specters  are  fully  com- 
peteut  to  inspect  Ijoth  open  and  under- 
ground quarries,  and  that  there  is  no 
sufficient  ground  for  the  further  addition 
to  the  staff  as  suggested  iu  my  hon. 
Friend's  question* 

DALMDRE  SHOOTING  RANGE, 
Mu.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  the  Dal- 
more  shooting  range,  near  Invergorden, 
Ross-shire,  formerly  reuted  by  the  1st 
Volunteer  Battalion  Seaforth  High- 
landers, is  stitl  closed  ;  if  so,  by  whose 
authority  and  for  what  reason  was  it 
closed ;  aod  whether,  if  the  Dalmore 
range  is  not  available  by  the  Volunteers 
of  the  district^  any  steps  have  been  taken 
to  provide  another  range  for  their  use  ; 
and,  if  so,  at  what  stage  are  the  negotia- 
tions ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  i 

Dalmore  rifle    range  was  closed  by   the 

iroprietor  on  the  25th  of  April  last.   Th& 

son  given  by  him  for  closing  the  range 

w4i  that  the  use  of  it  interfered  with  hia 
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farm,  and  that  the  land  was  beiog  cou- 
Terteii  iuto  golf  links.     A  now  rauge  has 
setj    proposed,     and    its     construction 
approved,  at  Alnens,  in  Ross-sLire. 
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Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green): 

be/^;  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

rd  Lieuteoaut  of  Ireland  ( 1 )  whether  he 

aware  that  Mrs.  Carey,  late  teacher  of 

the     LeighliuUridge,      County     Carlow, 

Female  National   School,  was  on  the  9th 

of  August,   1892,   served    with  a    three 

months*    notice    of     dismissal     by     the 

manager  of  the  said  school,  the  Rev.  J. 

"^onnolly,  P.P. ;  (2)  whether  the    notice 

eged  any  cause  for  Mrs.  Carey ^s  dis- 

issal,  and  whether  Mrs.  Carey  had  been 

er  20  years  a  teacher  with  an  excellent 

ord  ;  (3)  is  he  aware  that  on  the   11th 

ff  August,  1892,  Mrs.    Carey's    husband 

jmseLf,   teacher   of   the   Leighliii bridge 

ale  National  School,  appealetl  to  the 

Rev.    Father   Connolly   to    permit   Mrs. 

Carey  to  complete  her  term  of  service  so 

as  to  entitle  her  to  full  pensjon,  and  that 

this     request     was   refused     by    Father 

I  Connolly  ;  that  subsequently,  on  the 
teth  of  August,  1892,  Mrs.  Carey, 
py  letters,  requested  Father  Cou- 
jioUy  to  specify  the  grounds  on  which 
ne  was  about  to  dismiss  her,  but  received 
no  reply  to  her  letter  ;  that  before  the  ex- 
piration of  the  three  months'  notice,  ou  the 
1 4th  of  September,  1 892,  Father  Connolly 
informed  Mrs.  Carey  he  would  not  even 
permit  her  to  complete  the  three  mouths, 
and  tendered  her  instead  a  cheque  in 
Ij  payment  of  salary  for  the  period  ;  (4) 
I^Bprhether  he  is  aware  that  on  Mrs.  Carey 
^^■ef using  the  cheque  she  was  ruformeii  by 
^^phe  rev.  gentleman  that  if  she  did  not 
HnM^cept  he  wotild  }>eremptorily  dismiss 
her  husband  also  from  his  post  by 
a  three  mouths^  notice ;  (5)  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mrs,  Carey 
^^thea  laid  her  case  before  the  Bishop 
^^pf  the  Diocese,  the  Most  Rev.  Dr. 
^^Lynch,  and  that  after  inquiry  by  his 
Lordship,  she  was  on  16th  October,  1892, 
restored  to  her  position  ;  that  subse- 
quently Father  Connolly  made  charges 
against  Mrs.  Carey  before  the  National 
Board  which  were  investigated  by  Head 
Inspector  of  National  Schools,  Mr,  Con* 
nellan,  and  Mrs.  Carey  exonerated  from 
blame  ;  (6)  whether  he  is  aware  that 
's,  Carey  is  now  an  inmate  of  a  lunatic 
[ylum  ;  and  (7)  whether,  if  the  facts  are 


substantially  as-  stated  in  question,  he 
will  seriously  consider  the  necessity  of 
legii^lnting  with  as  little  delay  as  possible 
to  put  an  end  in  Ireland  to  a  managerial 
system  under  which  these  occurrences 
could  take  place  ? 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1-20  The  state- 
ments in  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the 
question  are  substantially  accurate.  No 
cause  was  assigned  for  the  dismissal  of 
Mrs.  Carey*  (3-4-5.)  Tlie  allegations  in 
the  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  paragraphs  are 
in  accordance  with  the  statements  made 
in  the  correspondence  which  took  place 
in  the  case.  It  is  not  correct,  however, 
to  say  that  Mrs.  Carey  was  exonerated 
from' blame  on  the  Report  of  the  Head 
Inspector  after  the  investigation  of  the 
complaints  preferred  against  her  by  the 
manager.  Of  six  charges  matle  tigainst 
her,  the  Commissioners  practically  ex- 
onerated her  as  regards  five  ;  but  on  the 
sixth  charge  they  decided  that  it  waa 
sufficiently  established  and  caused  Mrs. 
Carey  to  be  admonished.  (6)  There  is  no 
foundation  for  the  statement  in  the  sixth 
paragraph  that  Mrs*  Carey  is  an  inmate 
of  a  lunatic  tisyhim.  On  the  contrary, 
she  is  still  schoolmistress  at  the  school 
in  question.  (7)  Regarding  the  con- 
cluding paragraph,  the  Commissioners 
inform  me  that  this  is  an  entirely  isolated 
case  in  its  leading  particulars,  and  haa 
had  no  parallel  in  the  history  of  the 
National  system  for  the  past  60  years* 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  In  view  of  the 
serious  character  of  the  allegations  con- 
tained in  the  questions,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  direct  a  sworn  inquiry  ? 

Mii.  J.  MORLEY  J  I  cannot  pledge 
myself  to  that  extent,  Imt  the  matter 
shall  be  carefully  considered* 

MR.  FERGUS  CURTIN. 
Mit.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Land 
Judge^  Mr.  Justice  Monroe,  on  9th 
March,  1B92,  dismissed  Mr.  Fergus 
Curtin  from  the  office  of  receiver  of  the 
Blake  Forster  estate  in  the  Counties  of 
Clare  and  Galway,  and  ruled  then  that 
he  should  furnish  a  final  account  at  once  ; 
and  whether  Judge  Mouroo,by  his  Judg- 
ment of  1st  May,  1894,  confirmed  the 
result  of  this  inquiry,  by  which  it  was 
proved  that  the  receiver  was  guilty  of 
perjury     and    fraud    in    at    least     nine 
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different  caees  ;    if  so,  ^Imt  action    the 
Attorney  General  will  take  ? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  It  h  the  fact  that 
Mr,  Fergus  Curtio  was  dismissed  from 
the  receivership  and  ordered  to  furnish  a 
final  account*  The  order  niade  hy  the 
Judge  against  Mr.  Curtin  does  not  state 
that  any  criminal  ofieuue  was  committed. 
It  found  bini  guilty  of  default  and  ordered 
him  to  account.  As  to  any  further  steps, 
the  Judge  has  tlie  question  still  under 
consideration,  and  if  he  directs  a  prose- 
cution it  will  be  instituted.  In  the  alter- 
native, if  the  Land  Court  places  the 
reliable  material  before  the  Attorney 
General,  he  will  consider  whether  there 
la  a  oaae  for  a  crirainaJ  prosecution. 

CARlf,  COQNTY  DERBY,  SCHOOL, 
Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  fact, 
already  brought  to  his  notice,  that  some 
70  children  at  Cam,  County  Derry,  are 
being  educated  in  a  small  insanitary  room, 
condemned  by  the  Inspectors  of  the 
National  Education  Board,  whilst  a 
suitable  building  close  by  remains  un- 
U8ed,  owing  to  a  dispute  on  a  point  of 
form  between  the  local  manager  and  the 
National  Board,  what  is  to  be  done  in 
order  to  secure  a  reasonable  arrange- 
ment ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  communi- 
cated with  the  Board  of  National  Edu- 
cation in  reference  to  this  question,  and 
learn  that  there  has  been  no  change  in 
the  state  of  affairs  since  I  replied  to  ray 
Lon.  Friend's  previous  question  of  the  14th 
June  on  the  subjec^t.  In  that  reply  I  statetl 
that  there  were  other  schools  in  the 
locality,  but  that  behig  under  Protestant 
management  they  were  objected  to  by 
the  Koman  Catholic  clergyman,  Mr. 
Lougbrey.  The  Coramissiouers  inform  me 
that  within  a  mile  of  the  insanitary 
room  referred  to  in  the  question 
there  is  an  excellent  national  school 
house,  the  manager  of  which,  Captain 
Ogilby,  is  a  Prota*^tant,  though  the 
teacher  is  a  Roman  Catholic.  The 
Rev.  Mr.  Lough  rev,  however,  preferred 
to  establish  a  school  of  his  own,  and 
hence  the  withdrawal  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  children  from  Captain  Ogtlby'a 
school  and  the  establishment  of  the  Carn 
School.  So  far  back  as  the  autumn  of 
1892  the  Head  Inspector  of  the  National 
Board  was  instructed    to  investigate  all 


the  circumstances  connected  with 
educational  troubles  of  the  locality,  and 
in  a  Report  made  by  him  in  September 
of  that  year  he  stated  that  Captain 
Ogilby  had  authorised  him  to  inform  the 
rev.  gentleman  that  he  was  prepared  to 
appoint  him  manager  uncondiliooallj 
but  that  the  rev.  Mr.  Lougbrey  decline 
to  accept  the  appointment. 

Mr.  sexton  :  It  is  admitted  that  70 
children  are  being  educated  in  an  in« 
sanitary  room,  and  that  there  is  a  suit- 
able building  close  hy.  Is  there  no 
power  within  the  resources  of  the 
British  Constitution  to  remove  the 
children  to  a  proper  building  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  press  the 
matter  on  the  attention  not  of  the  cus* 
todian  of  the  Constitution,  but  on  the 
National  Board,  and  will  ascertain  whe- 
ther anything  further  can  be  done. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  shall  raise  the 
question  on  a  future  occasion, 

ATTACK  ON  PRESBYTEBUN  CHILDRKK 

AT  ARMAGH, 

Mr.  BARTON  (Armagh,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  on  the  27th  ultimo  a  party 
of  children  belonging  to  the  three 
Presbyterian  congregationa  of  Armagh, 
when  returning  to  Armagh  with  their 
ministers  and  friends  from  a  country 
excursion,  were  attacked  by  a  Nationalist 
crowd,  and  driven  back  in  the  direction 
of  the  railway  station,  with  their  mothers 
and  other  female  relatives,  by  blows  and 
atones  proceeding  from  the  crowd  ;  and 
that  a  riotous  disturbance  ensued  in  the 
course  of  which  the  children  were 
escorted  to  their  homes  by  a  number  of 
Protestants  who  formed  a  cordon  on  each 
side  of  the  street  so  that  the  children 
might  pass  without  injury  from  their 
assailants ;  whether  the  police  have 
identitied  any  persons  concerned  In  the 
attack  ;  and  whether  any  steps  are  being 
taken  to  enforce  the  law  against  suoh 
persons  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  police  have 
supplied  me  with  very  full  Reports  of  what 
transpired  on  the  occasion  to  which  the 
question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
refers.  Proceedings  have  been  directed 
against  a  number  of  persons  who  were 
concerned  in  the  occurrence,  and  until 
these  cases  have  been  disposed  of  I  do 
not  consider  it  desirable  or  proper  to  com- 
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municate  to  tbe  Hoti^e  the  subBtance  of 
tlie  police  Ileportg,  notwitbstatiditig  that 
the  J  directly  traverse  some  of  the  state- 
moDts  io  the  questiou.  I  may  add  that 
the  occurrence  has  formed  tbe  subject  of 
highly-^colouFed  aud  exaggerated  reports 
in  the  Press. 

Mr,  ROSS  asked,  whether  any  arrests 
bad  been  made,  and  in  future  would  the 
right  hon.  Geutlemau  give  directions  to 
the  luspectors  that  on  the  occasion  of 
attacks  upon  women  and  children  the 
police  should  eudeavour  to  iirre^t  the 
parties  in  the  act  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  give 
directions  of  that  kind,  or  ask  the  In- 
spectors to  given  any*  The  police  of 
Ireland  in  oases  of  the  sort  have  their 
rules,  which  were  found  satisfactory  fivQ 
or  ten  years  ago,  and  I  do  not  know  why 
they  should  be  less  so  now. 

THE  '*  KOVV  SHING/* 
Sm  E.  ASHME/AD-BARTLETT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  now  In 
a  position  to  give  the  House  accurate  in- 
formation as  to  the  sinking  of  tbe  Kow 
Shing  f 

Sm  E*  GREY  :  The  accounts  of  what 
happened  are  still  coutticting.  The  full 
depositions  of  the  officers  of  the  Kow 
Shing  who  wei-e  saved  are  on  their  way 
home  aud  will  be  received  al>out  the  24th 
of  September,  The  Japanese  Govern- 
ment  have  been  informed  that,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  circumstances  ai  set 
forth  by  them,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment must  hold  them  res}>onsible  for  any 
loss  of  British  h'fe  or  property. 

CHANTABUN. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  King- 
ston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
before  Parliament  risen,  he  will  be  able 
to  anuounce  the  evacuation  of  Chantabu a, 
in  Siam,  by  French  forces  ;  and  whether 
Papers  will  be  presented  to  this  House  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  no  further 
statement  to  make  with  respect  to 
Chnntabun. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Has  the 
hon.  Baronet  any  reason  to  believe  that 
the  French  intend  to  evacuate  the 
plaee? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  given  tberea- 
80nS|  as  far  as  I  ^understand  them,    why 


the  evacuation  has  not  already  taken 
place. 

THE  00CR8E  OF   BUSINESS. 
Mr.  J.   W.   LOWTHER  :   Can  the 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  %iVQ  the 
House  any  further  information  as  to  the 
course  of  Public  Business  ? 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  make  a  full  statement  as  to  the 
course  of  Public  Bu^^iness  for  the  rest  of 
the  Session  on  Monday  next.  The  first 
Order  on  Monday  will  be  the  Equaliza- 
ti:>u  of  Rates  Bill,  which  we  do  not  an- 
ticipate will  occupy  ttuy  eoosiderable 
time.  The  Eight  Hours  (Mines)  Bill 
will  follow  on  the  same  nit^ht,  and  as 
soon  as  it  is  disposed  of  the  House  will 
proceed  with  the  discussion  of  the  Indian 
Budget. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Will  the 
Navy  Estimates  be  taken  uext  week  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  All  the 
Estimates,  I  hope,  will  be  taken  next 
week. 

SITTINGS    OF    THE     HOUSE     (EXEMrTIOK 

FROM  THE  STANDIXG  ORDEh)^ 

*'  Ordered,  that  the  proceedings  on  the  I/>cal 
Goveinuient  (Scotland)  Bill,  if  under discuseion 
at  Twelve  •Velock  tliis  night,  t>e  not  iiiterrupte*! 
miller  the  praviKioDS  of  the  Standing  Ortler^ 
Sittings  oi  the  House /*—(?7m^  ChaumlloT  i\f  the 
EnTvht'qutr,) 

OKDER^    OF     THE    DAW 


LOCAL    GOVKBNMENT    (SCOTLAKD) 
BILL.— <No.  337.) 
COXSIDERATIOfT- 

Bill,  as  amended^  further  considered. 

Captain  HOPE  (Linlithgow)  moved 
an  Amendment  with  the  object  of  depriv- 
ing the  Parish  Council  of  the  right  to 
exercise  the  powers  conferred  on  a  Counter 
Council  by  Sub-section  (2)  of  Sec- 
tion 53  of  the  Act  of  18B9.  He  pointetl 
out  that  the  Parish  Council  did  not  ad* 
ministesr  the  Public  Health  Acts,  and 
said  that  the  district  committee  was  the 
body  to  which  the  administration  of  the 
Public  Health  Acts  was  intrusted.  B)* 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  the  Parish 
Council  would  have  the  right,  which 
surely  was  properly  inherent  in  the 
superior  and  not  in  the  inferior  body,  of 
of  criticising  and    calling   up  the  body 
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next  above  it  lo  the  county  hierarchy — 
namely,  the  district  coinmitt^e*  He 
submitted  that  that  was  a  violatioD  of  the 
principle  which  was  iutroduced  with  very 
good  results  by  the  Local  Governineut 
Act,  which  placed  the  adminidtratiou  of 
public  health  matters  OQ  the  district 
committee.  He  did  not  thiok  the 
Parish  Conncil  ha<l  the  means  of  judging 
whether  the  Public  Health  Acts  were 
put  iu  force  properly  or  not.  They  might 
hold  an  opinion  upon  the  subject,  but  he 
did  not  think  it  was  right  to  put  them  in 
the  position  of  being  able  to  force  on 
superior  bodies  their  opinioDS  on  such 
matters.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  the  impropriety  of  giving  tbis 
additional  power  to  the  Parish  Council 
aod  would  assent  to  the  Amendment. 


(Sctttland)  BiiL 


m 


AmeodmeDt  proposed^  io  page  15,  Uno 
29,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  Act," 
to  the  eud  of  Sub-section  (3),  of  Clau&^e 
2^,— {Captain  Hope.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
*  and  upon  a  Couutv  Council '  stand  part 
of  the  Bill.'* 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  said,  the  Bill  proposed  that 
if  it  should  appear  to  the  Parish  Council 
that  the  Public  Health  Act  had  not  been 
properly  put  in  force  in  every  district, 
they  might  cause  a  representation  to  be 
made  to  the  Local  Government  Board. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  talked 
about  tbe  superior  and  inferior  bodies.  It 
was  not  a  question  of  superior  or  inferior 
bodies  at  all.  It  was  a  question  of  the 
body  wliieh  knows  the  wants  of  the  dis- 
trict, and  which,  in  the  case  of  a  remedy 
being  refused,  could  go  to  the  quarter 
where  a  remedy  could  be  obtained.  It 
was  true  that  the  Parish  Council  had  no 
admini»trative  functions  ;  but  they  knew 
where  the  shoe  pinched,  and,  therefore, 
tlie  Bill  gave  them  the  right  of  repre- 
BODt-atiou  to  the  Local  Government 
Board.  If  the  Parish  Council  was  not 
fit  to  go  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
atid  say  that  they  had  been  neglected  by 
the  other  bodies,  they  were  fit  for  no 
ftiDctious  whatsoever.  He  knew  from 
the  relations  io  which  he  stood  to  the 
Board  of  Supervision  that  instead  of 
oeiug  applied  to  by  private  iudivi<^uals 
or  by  a  voluntary  committee,  he  sh^puld 
be  xery  glad  indeed  if  he  had  an  autliOri- 

Capiain  Hope  \ 


coming    to   him 
as     the    Parish 


lative  representation 
from  such  a  body 
Council. 

Mr,RENSHAW  (Renfrew,  W.)  aaid^ 
there  was  already  an  authoritative  body 
— the  County  Council,  to  which  body  the 
district  committee  had  recourse.  He  be- 
lieved most  distinctly  that  it  was  a  retro- 
grade step  to  place  back  on  the  shoulders 
of  the  Parish  Authority  the  responsibility 
which  Parliament  deliberately  took 
away  from  them  under  the  Act  of  1889« 
They  would  scarcely  find  anyone  who 
wa^  iicquainted  with  the  working  of  the 
Public  Health  Act  who  did  not  fully 
recognige  the  fact  that  great  progre«» 
had  been  made  by  the  transference  of  the 
charge  of  public  health  from  the  Parochial 
to  the  County  Authority. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G,  Treveltas, 
the  following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  :— 

Page  15,  liue  29,  after  "County 
Council,''  insert  "  by." 

Line   36*   after   '^ shall,'*    insert    "in 

relation  to  allotments    provided  for  the 
parish.** 

Line  36,  after  '*  Council,**  leave  out  to 
end  of  sub- section,  and  insert  **  without 
any  appointment.** 

Line  38,  at  end,  insert — 

'*  A  ParLnh  Council  shall  have  the  same  power 
of  presenting  a  Petition  with  regard  to  a 
demand  for  small  holdings  in  a  county  as  i« 
conierrt*d  on  any  one  or  more  county  electore 
by  Tbe  Small  Holdings  Act,  1893,  and  in  lieu 
of  tbe  triennial  election  by  the  county  electors 
pmvifletl  by  Section  24  of  tbe  fiaid  Act,  tbe 
Parish  Council  of  the  paiish  in  which  the  hold- 
ings are  situnt^K!  Bhall  appoint  two  rtpresenta- 
Uves  from  their  own  number  to  serve  as 
membera  of  the  Committee  of  the  County 
CounciJ." 

Page  16,  line  14,  leave  out  **the.'* 

Mr,   graham    MURRAY    (Bute- 

»hire)  said,  he  wished  to  move  an  Amoud- 
ment  to  the  sub-section  of  Clause  25 
which  dealt  with  the  procedure  for  the 
compulsory  acquisition  of  land.  In 
this  inatter  the  County  Council  was 
set  in  motion  by  the  Parish  Couucih 
Upon  a  represen tuition  by  the  Paneh 
Council  the  County  Council  would  have 
to  hold  an  inquiry,  after  which  the  County 
Council  might  make  an  order  for  putting 
iu  force  the  Lands  Clauses  Acts.  8uch  an 
order  was  to  be  deposited  with  the  Local 
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OverameDt  Board,  and  upon  confirmatiou 
by  tbe  Board  it  was  to  beeorae  fiuaL 
The  part  of  the  section  be  objected  to 
was  as  follows  : — 

*'  And  the  confirm atioti  by  the  Board  shall  be 

cpnclnaive  eridencc  that  the  order  has  been  duly 

l€,  and  ia  mthin  the  powen  conferreti   by 

Act,  ami  that  the  requirements  of  this  Act 

Te  been  CHjm plied  with/' 

Thoae  words  he  moved  to  omit.  He 
eontended  that  if  hy  chance  tbe  Local 
Government  Board  should  go  entirely 
outside  tbe  scope  of  the  Bill  there  should 
an  appeal  to  the  Law  Courtfi,  Mistakes 
'ere  sometimes  made.  Whenever  a  new 
,ct  of  Parliament  was  passed  questions 
as  to  construction  were  certain  to  crop 
up.  In  the  next  sub-section  it  was  pro- 
v'id^dtbat  where  tbe  Board  was  authorised 
or  required  to  make  any  inquiries,  they 
might  cause  such  inquiries  to  be  made  by 
any  inspector  or  officer  of  tbe  Board  or 
by  any  other  person  special ly  nominated 
by  them,  aud  that  these  persons  should 
be  entitled  to  summon  witnesses  and 
examine  them  on  oath.  Tbat  clearly 
showed  tbat  inquiries  would,  in  many 
InstanceSf  bo  carried  out  by  persons  who 

Bad  had  no  special  legal  training,  who 
ouid  not,  therefore,  conduct  the  inquiries 
ritb  the  same  acumen  as  those  who  had 
lade  the  study  of  law  their  profession, 
and  the  result  might  be  some  fanta.stic 
interpretations  of  the  Act  of  Pari  la  incut. 
He  hoped  that  the  Government  would  be 
Willi og  to  leave  out  from  tbe  clause  the 
ibastic  words  of   the  snb-sectiou,  so  tbat 
*u  tbe  case  of   the    Board   acting  ultra 
ireg  there  should  be  a  right  of  appeal  to 
;hQ  ordinary  Courts  of  Law.     Difficulties 
would  be  sure  to  arise,  and   be  urged  on 
pbe  Government  tbe  distinct  advisability  of 
aving  such  cases  aubraittod  to  tbe  Courts 
ot  Law  as  being  tbe  only  fitting  tribunal 
to  adjudicate  on  tbem*  He  entirely  depre- 
cated the  ousting  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  ordinary  Courts  in  case  of  ulira  vires^ 
for  surely   the  Judges   of   tbe   Supreme 
Court  were  much  better  able  to  interpret 
an  Act  of  Parliament  than    the  tribunal 
set  up  by  this  Act.     Tbe  persons  who 
were  to  form  that  tribunal  would  receive 
the   magnificent   remuneration    of    three 
guineas   a   day  ;  and  be  did  not   think 
they  could  get  very  good  interprettttions 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  from  unpracticed 
pgrsons  at  three  guineas  a  day* 

k  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '^Parlia- 
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ment "  to  the  end  of  paragraph  (c),  of 
Sub-section  (7)»  of  Clause  25. — {Mr, 
Graham  Murrat/J) 

Question  proposed,  "That  tbe  words 
down  to  *  and/  in  line  22,  stand  part  of 
tbe  Bill.*' 


•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B 
BjLLrorR,  Clackmannan,    &c.),    in    op- 
posing tbe  Amendment,  said,  the  fact  that 
the  words  objected  to    were    taken  from 
the  English  Act  was  a  matter  that  ought 
not  to  be  left  out  of  view,  for  they  were 
tbe  last  words  of  lx>th   Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment on  tbe  subject.     He  was   not  sur^ 
prised  that  they  had  been  adopted  in  this 
Bill,  because  under  the  Provisional  Order 
system  such  Acts   as  tbe  Allotments  and 
Small  Holdings  Acus  had  been  absolutely 
fruitless.     To    tell    the  Parish   Councils 
tbat  they  were  to   go    through   the  old 
expensive  formalities  would  be  a  mockery, 
a  delusion,  and  a  snare.     These  formali- 
ties having   been  got  rid    cf.  Parliament 
had    to    consider    bow  far    they    would 
carry  protection.     Would    they  leave  the 
Dew  authorities  the  run  of  tbe  Courts  of 
Law  up  to  tbe  House  of  Lords  ?     Par- 
liament considered  that,  and  said  "  No," 
He  poiutcd  out    tbat    before  the  provi- 
sion   dealt    with    by    the    Amendment 
came    in,    tbe    matter    must    have    been 
three  times  considered,  first  by  the  County 
Council,  then  by  an  appeal  to  the  Board, 
and   tlie  third  time  by   the  Board    ou  a 
memorial  being  presented  to  them.    Every 
reasonable  precaution   hail  therefore  been 
taken  to  see    that  everything  had  been 
rightly    done.     His    bon.    and    learned 
Friend    said    that    he    was    not    giving 
an  appeal.      It  was  quite  true    he  was 
not    technically    proposing    to    give    an 
appeal,  because  an  appeal  meant  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  review.     What 
his    bon,  and    lejirnod   Friend  proposed 
was  to  allow  questions  of   ultra  vires  t  > 
be   carried  to  aud  litigated  in  tho  Law 
Courts    instead  of  being   finally  ikcidc^l 
by  tbe  Board .     H e  s u bm r 1 1 ed  i t  w n s  w i  -o 
and  proper  that  the  confirmation  by  tbe 
Board  should  bo  conclusive  evidence  that 
tbe  Order  bad  been  duly  made,  because  a 
great   many  of   tbe    evils   which  existed 
under  tbe  old   Provisional   Order  system 
would  be  brought  back  in  another  form 
if  they  gave  any  recalcitrant  person  whose 
laud  was  proposed  to  be  taken  tbe  run  of 
the  Law  Courts,  and   one  could  easily 
imagine  how  tbe  mere  threat  of  haying; 
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to  go  to  the  House  of  Lords  would  deter 
JA  LooaI  Aathority  such  as  a  Parkb 
Council  from  etiteriug  on  any  enterprise. 
There  were  two  highly-skilled  lawyers  on 
the  Board — the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  and  the  permanent  legal  officer — 
and  any  questiouB  of  excess  of  power 
imder  this  section  would  be  of  the 
simplest  deaeription.  They  had  got 
a  ptaiu  Bill  which  he  who  ran  might 
reail,  and  he  believed  the  Board,  through 
itB  legal  members,  would  be  perfectly  com- 
petent to  determine  finally  any  question 
of  ultra  vires  that  could  posf^ihly  be  sug- 
gested by  anyone. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark- 
shire,  Partick)  said,  that  the  bon.  and 
learned  Geufleman  in  opposing  the 
Amendment  seemed  to  have  forgotten  the 
axiom  that  "hard  cases  matle  bad  law*" 
It  seemed  to  him  the  Lord  Advocate  had 
been  resting  his  opposition  to  this 
Amendment  entirely  on  the  hard  case  of 
some  litigious  person  who  had  the  power 
of  the  purse,  and  because  be  was 
frightened  by  the  hard  case  be  laid  down 
exceedingly  had  law,  and  went  in  the 
face  of  a  deep-lying  principle  in  our  Con- 
stitution* The  whole  theory  of  the 
British  Constitution  was  that  the  Courts 
of  Law  in  the  case  of  every  subordinate 
authority  in  the  Kingdom  had  a  right  to 
inquire  into  the  action  of  that  authority 
to  see  whether  it  had  gone  beyond  the 
sphere  of  the  powers  which  Parliament 
had  delegated  to  it.  In  this  sub-section 
he  believed  Parliament  had  for  the  first 
time  gone  in  the  face  of  that  principle. 
It  was  said  that  the  sub-section  was 
taken  from  the  English  Act;  but  he  be* 
lieved  there  had  been  nodfacussionon  the 
point. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  Yee,  the 
whole  question  was  discussed, 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  know,  ae 
he  was  in  charge  of  the  English  Bill, 
but  be  had  looked  up  the  Parliamentary/ 
Debates  and  could  not  find  any  discus- 
sion of  the  point  in  the  clause  from  which 
the  sub-section  was  taken.  The  one 
point  to  which  he  took  exception  was 
that  the  Bob-section  abolished  the  doc- 
trine of  ultra  virett*  It  was  an  absolute 
innovation  to  give  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  such  a  power*  In  this  sub- 
section he  believed  Parliament  had  lor 
the  first  time  gone  in  the  face  of  thai 
principle, 

Jfr,  J.  A  Balfour 
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Mn.  H.  H,  FOWLER  said,  he  coiHd 
assure  the  boM,  Gentlemau  that  the  Bub* 
ject  was  discussed  wheu  the  Bill  was 
before  the  House.  Indeed,  it  was  the 
subject  of  discussion  between  the  two 
Houses.  The  principle  was  \k>  get  rid  of 
Parliament  and  of  Courts  of  Law,  and  to 
8ubi4titnt«  for  what  would  be  a  Provl* 
sional  Order,  confinned  by  Parliament, 
a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  Lord  Morley's  scheme  w»s 
submitted  to  that  House,  but  there  were 
points  to  which  the  House  would  not 
consent.  The  intention  of  Parliament 
would  be  frustrated  if  the  action  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  were  subject 
to  revision  by  any  body  or  Court.  On 
both  sides  of  the  House  the  object  wa» 
to  make  the  procedure  as  simple  and  in- 
expensive as  possible. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  the  whole 
question  of  procedure  was  discussed 
when  the  English  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  point  out  anything  to  show  that  the 
specific  point  now  raised  was  then  the 
subject  of  discu.^i$iou.  He  himself  did  not 
think  it  was.  The  question,  though  com* 
paratively  narrow,  M'as  a  Vfixj  important 
constitutional  point,  and  depended 
entirely  on  the  word  **  conclusive."  So 
far  as  he  was  aware,  in  the  English 
Parish  CounciJs  Act  for  the  tirst  time 
Parliament^ — as  he  believed  by  inadver- 
tence —  withdrew  from  the  Supreme 
Courts  of  the  country,  and  gave  over  to 
an  executive  department  the  final  con- 
struction of  its  own  acts  of  legislation. 

Mk.  H,  H.  FOWLER  :  I  quite  admit 
that  it  was  for  the  first  time,  but  that  is 
what  we  intended  to  do. 

Sm  C.  PEARSON  said,  he  thought 
Parliament  intended  to  get  rid  of  appeals 
to  Parliament  in  the  form  of  Provisional 
Orders,  but  what  about  the  appeal  to 
Courts  of  Law  ?  He  had  always  under- 
stood that  one  of  the  great  safeguard i 
against  the  action  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment was  that  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  only  to  be  construed  by  the 
Supreme  Judges. 

Mr*  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  now  re- 
member that  an  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed on  this  point,  and  it  was  6uggest€<l 
by  it  that  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  should  be  the  tribunal  to 
settle  these  questions. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  he  could  not 
help    thinking   that    that    wag  to  be  ft 


( 


( 


^ 


Local  OoverHfHeni         flO  AuGuar  1894}  ( Scotland )  Bill,  578 


tribunal  of  appeal  ou  the  merits  of  the 
questioD.  An  aci  luntauee  of  the  oeceasitj 
for  an  appeal  ou  the  constructiou  of  Act8 
of  Parliament,  he  recalled  the  fact  that 
only  a  year  or  two  ago  the  Supreme 
Court  in  Scotland  decided  that  t-ertain 
rules  prepared  by  the  Scottish  Education 
Department  for  cases  where  a  full  Ijoard 
was  not  elected  were  ultra  rm'*,as  being 
inconsistent  with  one  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Education  Act,  Was  the  House  pro- 
red  to  withdraw  from  the  Supreme 
mrts  of  Law  the  power  of  saying  whe- 
ler  or  not  the  Executive  had  gone 
beyond  the  intentions  of  Parliament  ?  He 
thought  it  would  he  most  unwise  to  do 
eo,  and  urged  the  Governmeut  to  recon- 
sider their  decision. 

EMr.  CRAWFORD  said,  the  proposal, 
^liich  was  of  great  theoretical  import- 
fcce,  was  undoubtedly  a  very  great  in- 
novation^  and  the  precedent  of  the  English 
Act  would  not  have  been  sufficient  to 
pconcile  him  to  it  ;  but  the  considera- 
Rdum  mentioned  by  the  Lord  Advocate 
ought  to  convince  the  House,  On  the 
whole,  he  thotight  it  would  be  better  not 
to  leave  the  door  open  to  litigation,  as 
the  costs  which  might  be  iucurred  would 
I     paralyse  the  provisions  of  the  clause. 

^^m  Question  put. 

^^  The  House  divided  : — Ayes  118  ;  Noes 
5L— (Division  List,  No.  223.)] 

Mr,  PARKER  SMITH  moved  to 
it  the  words  **and  is  within  the  powers 
inferred  by  this  Act."  He  said  that 
is  again  raised  in  a  simple  manner  the 
lestion  the  House  had  just  been  con- 
id  eriug. 

Amendment  proposed^  in  page  17,  lines 
and  23,  to  leave  out  the    words  **  and 
within   the  powers  conferred    bv  this 
:'—{Mr.  Parker  Smith.) 

Question   proposed,  "That  the    words 
posed  to  be  left  out  stand   part  of  the 

Mb,  graham  MURRAY  said,  the 

ht  hon.    CTeutleman   the  Secretary  of 

te  for   India   had    tried    to  make  out 

t  this   question   had  been  discussed  in 

e  English  Bill,  and,  as  he  (Mr.  Graham 

Murray)    considered,  had    conspicuously 

failed*     He  coutd    not    sub8t4iutiat6   his 

statement  by  any  reference  to  Hansards 

As  a  fact,  he  denied  that  the  question 

of  ultra  vires  was  discussed  at   all  when 

the  KngUsh  Act  was  under  consideration^ 


Then,  it  was  a  perfectly  absurd  assump- 
tion that  because  an  injustice  was  per- 
petrated by  a  popularly-elected  body  it 
ceased  to  be  an  iujustice. 

•Mh,  'SPEAKER  :  The  arguments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Meaiber  seem  to 
be  directed  to  the  last  Amendment.  If 
they  are  directed  to  this,  it  only  shows 
that  it  19  a  superfluous  Amendment. 

Mr  GRAHAM  MURRAY  replied 
that  the  present  Amendment  raised  in  a 
restricted  form  what  was  undoubtedly 
raised  by  the  preceding  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan^ 
tiie  following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to: — ^Page  17,  line  31,  after  **in,'Mu- 
sert  **  relation  to/* 

Sift  C.  PEARSON  moved,  in  page  17^ 
line  42y  after  **  sections,"  to  insert 
**  sixty  to  sixty-five,  both  inclusive,  and." 
He  said  he  dej^ired  to  incorporate  in  the 
Bill  the  portion  of  the  Railway  Clauses 
Act  relating  to  accommodation  works  on 
land  adjoining  a  railway  when  the  Rail* 
way  Company  took  land  compulsorily* 
He  might  giveau  indication  of  the  kind  of 
accommodation  works  contained  in  the 
first  of  the  clauses.  They  were  gates,  and 
bridges,  fences,  drains,  and  watering 
places,  whilst  the  other  clauses  he  pro* 
posed  to  adopt  were  those  fixing  the 
accommodation  works  which  the  pro- 
moters or  undertakers  had  to  carry  out 
when  they  took  land.  When  he  made 
this  proposal  in  Committee  the  main 
reply  made  to  him  was  that  he  was  ex- 
tracting from  the  Railway  Clauses  Act 
provisions  which  related  only  to  some- 
thing in  connection  with  railways.  He 
admitted  that  in  some  cases  the  accom- 
modation works  were  less  likely  to  V>e 
needed  than  in  others,  and  tliat  some  of 
them  were  more  apfiropriate  to  the  case 
of  a  railway  than  to  any  other  case* 
But  what  was  to  be  said  as  to  the  others  ? 
Take  the  case  of  fences.  Let  it  be  sup- 
posed that  a  Parish  Council  took  laud  in 
the  corner  of  a  field  for  the  purpose  of  a 
recreation  ground.  The  field,  say,  was 
part  of  a  farm  and  was  perfectly  well  and 
duBiciently  fenced  before  at  the  cost  of 
the  owner.  What  was  to  be  said  as  to 
the  fairness  and  expediency  of  calling 
upon  the  owner,  part  of  whose  land  had 
been  taken  by  the  Parish  Council,  to  put 
up  a  new  fence  ?  According  to  the  law 
of  Scotland  it  did  not  rest  upon  either 
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party,  us  a  matter  of  obligation,  to  fence 
at  all,  bnt  if  the  occupier  of  the  remainder 
of  the  field  had  stock  upon  it  he  would 
be  bound  to  prevent  it  straying  on  to  the 
recreation  ground.  There  was- an  old 
Scottish  Statute  with  reference  to  common 
fences  between  two  properties,  and  either 
party  could  under  that  Statute  go  to  the 
Court  and  say  this  was  a  case  for  a 
boundary  fence,  and  if  the  Court  made 
an  order  each  party  would  have 
to  pay  half  the  cost  of  erecting 
and  maintaining  the  fence.  Such  an 
order  would  be  unjust  to  the  farmer. 
A  Public  Body  which  took  land  com- 
pulsorily  ought  to  be  bound  to  fence  it 
off  at  its  own  cost.  The  questions  of 
drainage  and  watering  places  were 
obviously  most  important  ones  in  the 
ease  of  land  being  taken  from  a  field 
or  farm  devoted  to  the  grazing  of  stock. 
Justice  demanded  that  the  cost  of  these 
and  all  other  accommodation  works 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
remainder  of  the  land  in  its  original 
state  should  be  laid  entirely  upon  the 
takers  of  the  laud. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17, 
line  42,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to 
insert  the  words  "sixty  to  sixty -five, 
both  inclusive,  and." — (Sir  C,  Pearson,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  baid,  he  must 
congratulate  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  ingenuity  he  had  dis- 
played in  raising  a  point  which  the 
ingenuity  of  all  the  landowners  and  all 
the  lawyers  of  England  had  not  sug- 
gested, or  which,  at  all  events,  had  not 
•had  the  boldness  to  put  forward.  There 
was  in  the  English  Act  no  analogue  at  all 
to  this  proposal ;  and  he  was  not  surprised 
at  it.  The  proposal  was  to  import  into 
this  Act  en  bloc  a  series  of  provisions  of 
the  Railway  Clauses  Act  which  were 
applicable  to  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways. It  was  quite  intelligible  and 
appropriate  that  where  a  work  of  the 
peculiar  and  dangerous  kind  dealt  with 
in  the  Act  was  carried  through  a  man's 
land,  such  provisions  as  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  referred  to 
should  be  made.  This  Bill,  however, 
did  not  give  power  to  make  a  railway  or 
even  to  build  a  house ;  it  merely  em- 
powered the  transference  of  land  from 
A  to  B  and,  as  far  as  he  could  see;  the 
Sir  C.  Pearson 


land  when  it  was  in  the  hands  of 
B  would  be  very  much  what  it  was 
while  in  the  hands  of  A.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  tf^ken 
fences  as  his  leading  case.  If  he  only 
wanted  to  provide  for  fencing,  why  did 
he  not  move  an  Amendment  respecting 
fencing  and  let  it  be  argued  out  ?  The 
clause  would  do  no  injustice  at  all, 
because  very  full  compensation  would 
be  given  for  everything  that  the 
person  who  had  lost  a  piece  of 
his  land  would  lose.  One  of  the 
things  for  which  compensation  was  given 
was  severance,  and,  that  being  so, 
the  landowner  would  very  likely  be  paid 
30  or  40  per  cent,  more  than  he  would 
otherwise  receive.  In  one  shape  or 
another  every  penny  of  damage,  as  well 
as  every  penny  of  value,  would  be  paid 
for  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  he 
was  perfectly  astonished  at  the  speech 
just  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, knowing  as  he  did  what  experience 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  had.  The  case  was  really  a  very 
simple  one.  Supposing  that  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  half  a  field  were 
taken  for  the  purposes  of  a  Parish  Council, 
it  was  quite  obvious  that  there  must  be  a 
fence  between  the  half  that  was  taken 
and  the  half  that  was  left.  Who,  injustice, 
ought  to  pay  for  that  fence  ?  Not  the 
landowner  certainly,  because  he  wanted 
to  keep  the  property  that  was  taken  from 
him.  Nobody  knew  better  than  the  Lord 
Advocate  that  a  man  could  not  claim 
under  the  name  of  severance  for  {gncing. 
The  machinery  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  their  Bill  was  the  machinery  of 
the  Land  Clauses  Act,  and  the  machinery 
of  that  Act  assumed  that  accommodation 
was  dealt  with ;  yet  the  Government 
excluded  an  inquiry  into  that  question. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  every  damage  done  would  be 
paid  for.  He  (Mr.  Murray)  challenged 
him  to  say  whether,  in  the  whole  of  his 
experience,  he  had  had  to  deal  with  a 
claim  for  fencing.  If  a  field  were  divided, 
undoubtedly  some  consideration  ought  to 
be  given  for  the  necessary  fencing  be- 
tween the  two  parts. 

Qjuestion  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  moved 
to  ^mit  "or  expert  witnesses,*'  in  page 
J8,  line  28,  beeavse  he  said  he  thotight 
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the    provision  would    l>e   uaworkable  in 
practice,     HecoaUl  umlerstand  the  value 
of  making    these   inquiries    aij  cheap  as 
possible,  and  that  was  why  he  bad  not 
chosen  to  try  and  interfere  with  the  pro- 
vision which  excluiled  the  employment 
of  counsel.     He   had   two  olijectiouii  to 
the    prohibition   of  the   examination   of 
expert  witnesses.     In  the  first  place,  he 
thought   that,    if    properly    understood, 
it   would    exclude   practically    the   only 
evidence      that      would      be      of      any 
assistance  to  the  tribunal.     A  ^still  more 
cogent    objection    to    the    exclusion    of 
expert    witnesses    was    the   difficulty  of 
currying  it  out.    Who  was  to  judge  whe- 
ther a  man  was  an  expert  witness  or  not  ? 
He  did  not  wear  a  ticket  on  his  back  or 
kavo  an  address  in  the  directory  as  an 
expert   witness.     The  right   hon.    Gen- 
tleman said  the  arbitrator  could  judge. 
Was  the  expert  witness  to  bo  habited  in 
a  special  dress^  and  was  that  dress  to  be 
green  or  blue  ?   His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend    who    had   been   cross-examining 
expert  witnesses  for  the  last  half-century 
might  know  an  expert  witnes?f,  but  the 
people  who  were  to  make  the  inquiries — 
these   three-guinea^a-day   men — did    not 
know  them.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  there  was  a  border 
line  in  tiiis  matter,  and  that  in  some  cases 
even  the  right   hon.  Gentleman   himself 
would  not  be  able  to  say  whether  a  wit- 
ness was  an  expert  witness  or  not.  There 
were  people  who  were  expert  one   day 
and  not  another*     The  clause  would  be 
unworkable.     It  would  be  worked  in  a 
different    manner    by    every    suecessive 
arbitrator.      One   arbitrator   would  take 
the  view  that  a  certain  witness   was  an 
expert  witness  and   another  would   hold 
that  ho  was  not.     Was  a  man  to  go  from 
tribunal    to   tribunal   in  order   to  get   a 
certificate  to  show  that  be  was  an  expert  ? 
He   thought  his  right  bon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  do  well  to  re-conaider   this 
matter.     There  was  no  provision  equiva- 
lent to  a  certification  provision  allowing 
a  higher  scale  for  witnesses  of  a  certain 
class.     Those  witnesses  would  be  simply 
charged  as  ordinary  witnesses, and  nothing 
elsef  therefore   the  cost  of   the  inquiry 
would  not  be  effected  by  whether  or  not 
certain  witnesseB  were  called  who  knew 
more  than  others. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  lihe 
23,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'or  expert 
witnesses." — (Mr.  Graham  Murray.) 

VOL,  XXVm*    [fourth  SEBIE3-] 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
» or  expert  witne««es '  stand  part  of  the 

Bill/' 


•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment mu3t  adhere  to  the  view  they 
had  hitherto  taken,  and  whieh  again   be 
begged  the  House  to  remember  was  the 
view  to    which    Parliament   gave  effect 
iu  the  English  Bill,  which  was  lU  last 
word    on    the    subject.     The  words   ob- 
jected to   were   identical  with  those  in 
the    English     Bill.     Their    object   was 
to    keep    the    proceedings    simple    and 
inexpensive,     ite  did  not  say  that  hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    desired    to    make 
them    expensive,    but    the    Ameudment 
would   tend   in  that  direction.     The    in- 
quiries  contemplated   under    the  section 
were   of   a    very    simple    character,      A 
Parish  Council,  for  instance,  took  a  bit  of 
land  for  a  building  or  a  recreation  ground^ 
and  surely  it  would  be  no  difficult  matter 
to  ascertain  what  was  the  market  value 
of  the  neighbouring  land  and   the  value 
of  the  piece  of  ground  taken.     That  was 
the   normal    kind  of   local  inquiry,  and 
they    did   not   want   an   expert  witness 
for  an  inquiry  of  that  kind.     Of  course, 
where  there  were  cases  in  which  it  might 
be    desirable  in  the  general    interest   to 
have  the  assistance  of  expert  witnesses, 
the  Local  Government  Board  would  have 
power  to  allow  them.     The  words  of  the 
dause  were  "shall   not  except  with  the 
consent  of  the  Board."*'    In  a  complicated 
or  difficult  case  the  Board  would  consent. 
As  to  recognising  an  expert  witness  he 
should  have  thought  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  had  no  difficulty 
in    the     matter.    But,      however    ihat 
might  be,  the  hon,  and  learned   Gentle- 
man seemed  to  assume  that  no  common 
sense  would  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
matter.     He  should  have  thought  that  a 
very    small  gniin  of  good    sense  would 
etm'ble  the  arbitrator  to  say  whether  or 
ifot   a    person    presented   to   him   as   a 
witness  was  a  gentleman  of  skill,  speak- 
ing  not   merely    with    knowledge   of  a 
certain  half  Jore  of  laud  and  the  current 
prices    of  a  certain   neighbourhood,  but 
with  a  knowledge  of  laud  and  prices  all 
over   the  country,  and    with    extensive 
experience  of  railways  and  other  great 
undertakings- 

8iR  J.  FERGUSSON   (Manchester, 

N.E.)   said  that,  judging   from  his  own 

experience,  it  might  very    well   happen 

that  land  taken  near  a  village,  say  for 
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recreation  purposes,  might  be  the  most 
valuable  part  of  a  farm.  To  take  away 
that  piece  of  land  might  interfere  with 
the  course  of  agriculture,  disturbing  the 
shifts  on  which  the  farm  was  necessarily 
worked.  What  could  be  more  desirable 
in  a  case  of  that  kind  than  the  advice  of 
a  skilled  person  ?  They  did  not  require 
gentlemen  who  had  spent  their  lives  and 
acquired  fortunes  in  giving  evidence 
before  Parliamentary  Committees,  but 
he  desired  that  competent  men  of  well- 
known  local  experience  should  be  able  to 
advise  the  Arbitrator  in  cases  like  these. 
The  Lord  Advocate  often  had  before  him 
men  like  Mr.  Drennan,  who  unfortunately 
was  no  longer  with  them.  He  was 
thoroughly  conversant  with  agricultural 
questions,  and  he  (Sir  J.  Fergusson) 
could  name  half-a-dozen  such  men  who 
were  skilled  witnesses,  though  not  pro- 
fessional, who  could  be  called  on  with 
confidence  to  give  evidence  in  such 
matters.  If,  in  fact,  the  expert  witness 
was  excluded  except  in  special  cases 
there  would  rise  up  another  professional 
person — namely,  the  skilled  Arbitrator, 
who  would  have  to  possess  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  agricultural  matters  him- 
self, because  he  would  not  be  able  to  have 
agricultural  experts  called  before  him. 
These  men  would  require  good  salaries, 
and  their  work  would  be  important.  If 
he  had  his  time  to  come  over  again  he 
should  be  inclined  to  become  an 
arbitrator,  and  should  certainly  bring  up 
one  of  his  sons  to  the  work. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
seem  to  admit  that  there  was  much  diffi- 
culty in  defining  "  expert  witness."  The 
difficulty  was  one  that  would  be  met 
with  at  every  point.  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate's argument  was  mainly  one  of  ex- 
pense. They  were  all  agreed  as  to  the 
desirability  of  keeping  the  expenses  to  be 
incurred  under  the  Bill  as  low  as  possible, 
but  surely  that  should  be  done  directly 
and  not  indirectly.  He  suggested  that  a 
solution  of  the  question  might  be  found 
in  providing  that  the  Arbitrator  should 
not, 

"  except  with  the  consent  of  the  Boanl,  allow 
the  expenses  of  any  witness  beyond  the  expenses 
specified  in  the  rules  to  Ix;  drawn  up  by  the 
Board." 

That  would  limit  the  expenses  allowed 
to  witnesses,  but  not  the  class  of  witness 
who  could  be  called.     They  would  be 

Str  J.  Fergusson 


sure,  under  the  circumstaiices,  that  people 
would  not  be  able  to  charge  special  ex- 
penses, and  that  Coanoils  would  not  go 
in  universally  for  expensive  witneeses* 
That  met  the  point  of  the  Lord  Advocate's 
argument  as  to  the  danger  (of  making 
the  thing  expensive,  and  atf  the  same 
time  it  avoided  the  difficulty  of  defining 
what  was  or  was  not  an  expert  witness. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Mr.  HOZIER  moved,  in  page  18, 
line  30,  after  the  second  "any,"  insert 
"  market  garden,  fruit  garden,  or."  He 
did  so,  he  said,  in  the  interests  of  the 
Clydesdale  part  of  his  constituency. 
The  fruit-growing  industry  was  a  very 
important  one,  and  was  a  real  blessing  to 
many  families  of  the  poorer  classes,  in 
his  own  constituency  as  well  as  in  Perth- 
shire, and  other  parts  of  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
30,  after  the  second  word  "  any,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  market  gardens,  fruit 
gardens,  or." — (J/r.  Hazier.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  accept  the  sugges- 
tion. This  clause  did  not  deal  with 
taking  land  for  allotments,  but  only  em- 
powered the  Parish  Council  to  take  land 
for  a  very  limited  class  of  purposes,  and 
that  would  result  in  very  limited  areas 
being  taken.  He  did  not  know  why 
ground  which  was  growing  corn  should 
be  taken  and  ground  growing  straw- 
berries or  fruit  trees  protected,  and 
in  some  parts  of  the  country,  such  as  the 
Carse  of  Gowrie,  only  such  land  might 
be  available 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  forgotten  his 
own  Bill,  and  was  wrong  in  saying  that 
it  did  not  have  to  do  with  allotments. 
This  clause  had  nothing  to  do  with 
allotments,  but  the  next  clause  had,  and 
the  only  restrictions  in  Clause  26  were 
those  which  were  incorporated  by  refer- 
ence to  this  Clause  25.  Therefore,  they 
were  entitled  to  argue  that  Clause  25 
applied  to  allotments.  On  the  merits  of 
the  Amendment,  he  had  in  Committee 
instanced  a  very  crying  case  for  this 
Amendment — the  case  of  Blairgowrie, 
where  it  would  be  disastrous  that  land 
should  be  taken  for  allotments  from  fruit 
gardens.    On  that  occasion  the  Membei: 
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for  East  Perthshire  (Sir  J.  Kinloch) 'Said 
unless  fruit  gardens  could  be  taken,  they 
would  not  be  able  to  get  land  at  all. 
But  be  had  since  made  inquiry,  and  he 
had  a  letter  which  showed  that  for  1,000 
acres  in  Blairgowrie  not  100  were  fruit 
gardens. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  moved  to  include 
land  required  for  the  amenity  or  conve- 
nience of  a  '*  church  or  school "  among 
the  exceptions  under  the  sub-section. 
They  might  have  a  playfield  immediately 
adjacent  to  a  school  and  close  to  the  end 
of  a  village.  It  might  be  very  conve- 
nient for  allotments,  and  it  might  be 
taken. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
32,  after  the  words  ''dwelling  house," 
to  insert  the  words  "  church  or  school." 
— (Mr,  Eenshaw,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  could 
not  imagine  any  body  more  safe  to  trust 
to  in  the  contingency  suggested  than  the 
Parish  Council.  They  were  not  likely 
to  take  a  playground  frequented  by  the 
children  of  their  own  constituents. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  moved  to  exempt 
land  around  "factories."  He  pointed 
out  that  the  section  protected  land  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  a  railway  or 
canal  undertaking.  Owners  of  factories, 
foreseeing  the  necessity  for  extension, 
might  acquire  five  or  ten  acres  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  for  the  extension  of 
their  works,  and  it  would  be  an  injury 
if  it  were  possible  for  the  Parish  Council 
to  take  away  that  land  from  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
32,  after  the  words  "  dwelling  house," 
to  insert  the  words  "  factory,  or  work- 
shop."— (Mr,  RcnsJuiw.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  he  would 
undertake  that  the  case  of  land  for  the 
amenity  or  convenience  of  a  factory 
would  be  met  in  another  place. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment  on  that  under- 
standing^. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  witbdrawiu 


On  Motion  of  Sir  6,  Trevblyan,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  19,  line  6,  leave  out  "for  common 
pasture." 

Line  7,  after  "extent,"  insert  "for 
common  pasture." 

Mr.  GRAHAM  MURRAY  moved  to 
delete  from  Section  (c)  the  words  "upon 
the  determination  of  his  tenancy,"  in 
order  to  insert  "  in  respect  of  the  land 
taken  forming  part  of  an  existing 
tenancy."  He  said  he  thought  the  words 
of  the  clause  were  very  unfortunate 
words,  because  the  determination  of  a 
tenancy  in  ordinary  legal  language  meant 
the  end  of  the  lease.  That  would  be  un- 
intelligible in  the  particular  collocation 
here  in  view  ;  and  therefore  he  put  down 
this  Amendment,  which  made  no  differ- 
ence to  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  true 
meaning  of  the  section,  but  made  it  more 
plain  to  the  arbiter  who  had  to  deal 
with  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19,  line 
27,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  tenant," 
to  end  of  line  28,  and  insert  the  words 
"in  respect  of  the  land  taken  forming 
part  of  an  existing  tenancy,  and." — (^Mr,.. 
Graham  Murray,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the 
Government  were  quite  willing  that 
the  words  should  be  left  out. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  moved, 
in  page  20,  line  2,  at  end,  insert — 

"  Provided  always,  that  in  no  case  shall  the 
sum  in  rumulo  of  the  apportioned  portions  of 
rent  be  less  than  the  rent  formerly  paid  by  the 
tenant." 

He  said  that  this  was  the  sub-section 
which  had  given  him  most  mental 
trouble.  To  explain  the  Amendment, 
he  would  take  the  case  of  a  farm  let 
at  £100  a  year.  A  portion  was  taken 
on  lease  by  the  Parish  Council  repre- 
senting £10  a  year.  It  might,  never- 
theless, be  that  the  land  left  to  the 
fanner  after  the  severance  was  not 
worth   £90   a  year,  but  only  £80,  and 
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the  landlord  would  be  left  to  get  only 
£90  instead  of  £100  for  the  holding. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20, 
line  2,  at  end,  insert — 

"  Provided  always,  that  in  no  case  shall  the 
sum  in  cumulo  of  the  apportioned  portions  of 
rent  be  less  than  the  rent  formerly  paid  by  the 
tenant." — (JfcTr,  Qrahum  Murray.^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  there  was  a  point 
here  which  might  be  met.  No  doubt  it 
would  not  be  right  that  the  landlord's 
rent  should  be  made  less.  The  Amend- 
ment, however,  would  require  a  slight 
•change. 

Amendment  agreed  to  as  follows  : — 

"  Provided  always,  that  during  the  unexpired 

period  of  the  tenant's  lease  the  sum  in  cumulo 

of  the  apportioned  portions  of  rent  shall  not  be 

less  than  the  rent  formerly  paid  by  the  tenant." 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan, 
the  following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  :— 

insert 
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Page  20,  line  9,  after  "eight, 
"  inclusive." 

Line  9,  after  "and,"  insert  "section 
fourteen  and  the  proviso  to." 

Line  16,  after  "compulsorily,"  insert 
"  either." 

Line  18,  leave  out  the  second  "of," 
and  insert  "  not  exceeding." 

Mr.  maxwell  moved,  in  page  20, 
line  29,  at  end,  insert — 

"  And  such  compensation  shall  be  assessed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  The  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  (Scotland)  Act,  1883." 

He  said  that  this  was  the  case  in  regard 
to  the  English  Act,  and  as  in  this  matter 
the  circumstances  of  the  two  countries 
were  identical,  he  submitted  that  the 
compensation  should  be  assessed  in  Scot- 
laud  in  the  same  manner  as  in  England. 
The  argument  of  the  greater  expense 
under  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
could  not  arise,  because  in  this  Bill  the 
provision  was  for  onlj  a  single  arbiter. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20,  line 
29,  after  the  word  "  depreciation,"  to  in- 
sert the  words 

'*  and  such  compensation  shall  be  assessed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  The  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  (Scotland)  Act,  1883."— (ATr. 
Maxwell,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

-l/>.  Graham  Murray 


{COMMONS} 

Mb.  T.  SHAW  said,  the  Government 
thought  that  on  the  whole  there  wonld  be 
no  harm  done  bj  leaving  the  clause  in  the 
general  form  in  which  it  passed  the  Grand 
Committee. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  observed  that 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  had 
not  answered  the  argument  as  to  its  being 
in  the  English   Act.     The  Government 
had   thought   it   judicious   to   put  up  a 
fresh  advocate,  the  Lord  Advocate  having 
dwelt  on  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  as 
expressed  in  that  Act.     He  (Mr.  Parker 
Smith)  thought  the  mischief  of  the  Act 
as  it  stood  was  that  no  rules  were    laid 
down  to  guide  the  Arbitrator  in  award- 
ing compensation  as  between  the  landlord 
and  the  Parish  Council.     At  the  same 
time,  he  would  like  to  point  out  that  very 
strict  rules  were  laid  down  as  to   com- 
pensation as  between  the  outgoing  tenant 
and  the  Parish  Council.  It  was  provided 
that   certain  sections  of  the  Allotments 
Act  (Scotland),  1892,  were  to  apply  to 
this   Bill.     One  of  these  sections  dealt 
with  the  question  of  improvements,  and 
stated  that  no  building,  tool-house,  &c., 
should  be  erected,  and  if  any  building 
was  erected,  at  the  end  of  the  tenancy, 
neither  the  Local  Authority  nor  the  in- 
coming tenant  should  be  bound  to  take 
such  building  or  offer  any  compensation, 
and  the   outgoing   tenant   should  be  at 
liberty  to  remove  the  building.     There- 
fore, as  between  the  outgoing  tenant  and 
the    Parish    Council    strict     rules   were 
laid  down  as  to  compensation  ;  but  as  be- 
tween the  Parish  Council  and  the  land- 
lord there  was  no  restriction  of  any  kind, 
and  the  Parish  Council  would  be  free  to 
claim    the  full  value  they  might  put   on 
the  land.    That  appeared  to  him  a  rather 
extraordinary  and  irrational  proceeding. 
The  Amendment,  as  it   stood,  appeared 
to  him  to  follow  what,  in  spite  of  the 
Solicitor  General,  he  considered  the  safe 
precedent,    in     many    matters,    of     the 
English  Act,  and,  at  any  rate,  he  con- 
sidered that  the  same  definite  rule  should 
be  laid  down  in  the  case  of  the  landlord 
as  had  been  laid  down  for  the  Parish 
Council.      It   was  only   right    that    in 
some  way  or  other  the  Arbitrator  should 
be  guided  as  to  what  principles  he  should 
act  on  in  making  his  award. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
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Page  21,  line  1,  leave  out  "hired," 
and  insert  "  taken  on  lease/' 

•Mr.  HOZIER  moved,  in  page  21, 
line  6,  after  "  winning,"  insert  "  or  for 
feuing."  The  object  of  the  Amendment, 
he  explained,  was  to  provide  that  feuing 
should  be  a  proper  reason  for  resumption 
by  a  landlord  of  land  taken  on  lease  by 
the  Parish  Council.  Ue  did  not  see  that 
any  harm  could  result  from  the  insertion 
of  these  words,  especially  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  reason  has  to  be  shown  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  21, 
line  6,  after  the  word  "  winning,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  or  for  feuing." — (Mr. 
ffozier,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  assent  to  this  Amend- 
ment. This  clause  dealt  with  a  very 
special  matter,  and  that  was  the  right  to 
resume  the  surface  for  the  purpose  of 
working  the  minerals  which  under  the 
statutory  taking  were  reserved.  Of  course, 
it  followed  that  if  the  minerals  were  re- 
served they  must  provide  for  some  means 
of  getting  at  them,  and,  accordingly, 
power  was  introduced  here  for  resuming 
the  surface  for  the  purpose  of  working  the 
minerals.  What  his  hon.  Friend  proposed 
was  that  laud  which,  after  all  the  safe- 
guards had  been  observed,  had  been 
made  over  to  the  Parish  Council 
under  the  conditions  of  a  lease  should 
be  taken  back  for  feuing.  But  if 
they  were  to  take  it  back  for  feuing,  why 
not  for  agriculture  or  anything  else  ?  It 
was  simply  another  surface  use,  and  no 
doubt  that  would  be  considered  at  the 
time  when  the  grant  was  made  ;  therefore 
the  Government  could  not  assent  to  this 
Amendment. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  desired  to  point 
out  that  the  Government  by  refusing  to 
assent  to  this  Amendment  were  putting 
a  restraint  upon  a  matter  which  their 
followers  had  often  expressed  themselves 
most  anxious  to  facilitate.  Ground  was 
feued  mainly  for  creating  dwellings — it 
might  be  workmen's  dwellings  or  villas. 
A  Committee  had  been  sitting  upstairs 
for  two  years  now  with  reference  to  an 
alleged  infraction  of  the  law  of  Scot- 
land in  this  very  matter.  Anxious 
pleadings  had  been  addressed  to  the  Feus 


and  Leases  Committee  against  keeping 
up  the  restrictions  which  imposed  a  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  land  for  building 
dwellings  for  the  people,  and  the  sole 
objection  of  the  Government  to  this  most 
reasonable  Amendment  was  that  it  re- 
lated to  a  clause  dealing  with  another 
matter.  But  it  happened  to  fit  in  per- 
fectly well,  and  the  Lord  Advocate  had 
not  shown  a  single  word  in  respect  of 
which  this  Amendment,  if  inserted  in  this 
clause,  would  not  work  out  perfectly  well 
in  the  framework  of  the  clause  as  it 
stood.  He  had  considered  the  clause 
with  great  care  with  reference  to  this 
Amendment,  and  although  the  primary 
purpose,  no  doubt,  was  the  resumption 
of  land  for  working  minerals,  he  should 
have  thought  that  in  the  view  of  the 
Government  themselves,  it  was  at  least 
as  important  a  consideration  for  what  the 
Lord  Advocate  was  pleased  to  call  sur- 
face use — that  was  inferior  use 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  No,  no. 
Sir  C.  PEARSON :  Well,  superior 
use,  if  he  liked  ;  but  there  could  be  no 
more  pressing  and  urgent  use  of  land 
than  its  use  for  the  purpose  of  building 
houses  for  the  people. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  desired  to  point 
out  that  this  was  not  a  proposal  to  take 
land  by  the  community  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  dwellings,  but  simply  that 
the  landlord  should  claim  back  his  land. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  moved,  in  page  21> 
line  24,  leave  out  from  "  rate,"  to  "  in," 
in  line  27.  He  said,  that  the  object  of 
his  proposal  was  to  restore  the  Bill  to  the 
position  in  which  it  was  when  it  was 
introduced  by  the  Government.  By  his 
Amendment  he  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  words  limiting  the  special  parish  rate 
to  6d.  in  the  £1,  and  which  was  a  pro- 
posal the  Government  had  accepted  at 
the  instigation  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. He  was  very  sorry  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  even  for  a  few  minutes,, 
but  this  point  was  of  very  great  import- 
ance so  far  as  his  side  of  the  House  was 
concerned.  This  was  the  only  part  of  the 
Bill  upon  which  their  constituencies  were 
likely  to  feel  much  enthusiasm.  It  made 
a  new  departure  by  making  provision 
for  the  acquisition  of  village  halls, 
recreation  grounds,  and  lands  for 
dwelling,  and  these  were  purposes 
which  would  tend  very  much  to  develop 
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village  life.  As  amended,  the  special 
rate  was  not  to  exceed  6d.  in  the  £1,  and 
he  maintained  that  for  the  important 
purposes  contemplated  by  the  clause 
such  a  limit  would  entirely  destroy  the 
value  of  the  provision,  as  the  6d.  rate 
was  to  include  the  repayment  of  the 
principal  and  interest  of  all  money 
borrowed.  Though  the  borrowing 
powers  of  the  Parish  Council  were  safe- 
guarded by  the  provision  that  no  money 
should  be  borrowed  without  the  consent 
of  the  Board,  yet  they  limited  the  rate 
to  6d.  in  the  £1.  In  regard  to  parochial 
and  School  Board  matters  no  limit  was 
fixed,  and  he  could  not  understand  why 
the  limit  should  be  made  in  this  par- 
ticular case.  If  the  clause  stood  as  it 
was,  the  result  would  be  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  find  the  rate  to  be  an 
utterly  unworkable  one.  He  looked 
upon  this  part  of  the  Bill  as  most 
valuable  for  the  purpose  of  leading  to 
considerable  development,  but  he  thought 
the  Government  had  spoilt  the  whole 
efiect  of  their  proposal  by  making  the 
rate  a  limited  one. 

Mr.  speaker  (interrupting)  :  I 
am  sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  I  understand  he  proposes  to 
raise  the  limit  ? 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  I  propose  to 
leave  out  the  limit. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Then  that  would 
put  an  additional  charge  upon  the  rates, 
and  I  am  afraid  that  could  not  be  done 
with  me  in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  The  limit  was 
put  in  by  the  Committee  upstairs.  As 
the  Bill  left  this  House  there  was  no 
limit  put  in.  It  was  on  an  Amendment 
upstairs  that  this  limit  was  put  in.  We 
discussed  it  there,  and  if  we  provide  a 
limit  there,  surely  it  would  be  possible 
to  discuss  here  a  proposal  to  restore  the 
Bill  to  the  position  in  which  it  left  this 
House. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  was  not  aware  of 
that.  What  I  said  was  that  it  could  not 
be  done  with  me  in  the  Chair.  An 
Amendment  must  be  made  in  Committee 
of  the  House,  and  not  on  Report,  which 
raises  the  charge.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man likes  he  can  move  to  rc-commit  the 
Bill,  but  he  cannot  do  it  with  me  in  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  It  is  your  ruling 
that  it  is  not  in  Order  to  make  a  Motion 
omitting  these  words  that  were  inserted 

Mr.  Caldwell 


in  the  Committee  upstairs,  and  whioh^  in 
the  view  of  some  of  us,  seriously  modify 
this  Bill  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  effbct  of  that 
would  be  to  raise  the  limit  upon  which 
the  rates  are  charged.  It  has  been  ex- 
pressly stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  charge  of  the  Bill  that  he  accepted 
the  limit.  Any  proposal  to  raise  the  limit 
would  be  an  additional  charge  upon  the 
rates,  and  it  could  not  be  done  with  me  in 
the  Chair. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  asked  whether 
the  limit  could  not  be  entirely  abolished  ? 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  We  do  not  raise 
it ;  we  abolish  it. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  means  it  may 
go  higher,  and  that  is  clearly  out  of 
Order. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  would 
like  to  put  this  further  point.  A  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  was  set  up  to 
authorise  expenditure  connected  with  the 

Bill 

•Mr.  speaker  :  That  was  only 
with  regard  to  salaries.  This  proposal 
is  an  additional  charge  upon  the  rates, 
and  cannot  be  imposed  with  me  in  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said,  it  was  not  for 
him  to  move  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
committed. He  did  not  wish  to  delay 
the  Bill,  and  he  was  satisfied  with  having 
made  his  statement. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  re-commit  the  Bill  on  theiThird 
Reading. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  We  will  consider 
it,  and  probably  we  need  not  do  so. 

Mr.  maxwell  moved,  in  page  21, 
line  36,  after  the  word  "  or,*'  to  insert  "is 
imposed."  The  Amendment  raised  the 
question  of  a  rate  upon  the  gross  valua- 
tion according^  to  established  usage. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  21,  line 
36,  after  the  word  "or,"  to  insert  the 
words  "is  imposed." — {Mr.  Maxwell.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, but  they  were  willing  to  consider 
any  information  which  might  be  sub- 
mitted to  them  relating  to  the  point. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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make  a  road  for  a  parish  on  the  ordinary 
terms,  tbat^  imthority  would  say  tbat  if 
the  parish  wanted  a  road^  it  should  get  it 
made  and  pay  for  it  under  this  clause* 
III  view  of  these  praetieaily  imauimous 
represeHta-tiona,  they  were  prepared  to 
aaseut  to  the  Amendtnetit  of  the  hoD« 
Member, 

Question  put,  and  negatived* 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G,  Tkevelyan,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreetl  to  : — 

Page  23,  line  26,  leave  out  "or  any  of 
tbem." 

Mu,  MAXWELL  moved,  in  page  23, 
line  37j  after  "persons/'  infsert  '*  not  ex- 
ceeding the  number  of  the  Trustees*  He 
explained  that  the  object  of  hia  proposal , 
was  to  limit  the  number  of  Trustees 
which  the  Parish  Council  was  era- 
powered  to  appoint  in  connection  vrith 
charities  not  transferred  to  the  Pariah 
Council,  to  the  number  of  Trustees  of 
the  charity.  He  thought  that  the  wishes 
of  the  tentator  or  donor  of  the  charity 
ought  to  be  respected. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  23,  lino 
37|  after  the  wortl  **  peraons,"  to  insert 
the  words  '*not  exceeding  the  number  of 
the  Trusteeb."— (Mr,  Muxwdl.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
Ito  there  inserted." 

8iR  G.  THEVELYAN  :^aid,  he  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  quote  the 
English  Bill  with  regard  to  this  clause 
relating  to  charities,  because  Scottish 
Member:^  of  the  Grand  Committee^  inter- 
preting the  general  will  of  Scotland,  had 
shown  a  much  greater  freedom  in  dealing 
with  these  matters  than  was  displayed 
by  tlie  English  Representatives,  and  by  a 
large  part  of  public  opinion  in  England. 
Those  charities  were  not  ecclesiastical. 
What  the  Government  proposed  in 
reference  to  these  charities  was,  that 
where  the  objeet  was  not  occlesiastteal, 
but  social  and  parochial — where  the 
money  was  given  for  the  benefit  of  all 
mem  hers  of  the  community  without  any 
distinction  of  religion,  the  Parish 
Conncil,  a^  the  botly  repre8entH«\tivo  of  the 
whole  parish,  should  have  the  power  of 
putting  a  number  of  persons  upon  the 
management,  who,  if  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board  approved,  might  be  a 
majority,  and  would  be  a  majority,  he 
supposed,  in  most  cases.  The  Scotch 
people,  ho  thought,  would  have  i)o  objec* 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  23,  line 
3,  at  end*  ad* I — 

'*  But  sudi  repair  or  tnaiatenance  of  such 
roails  or  wayti  shall   not  involve    the  Pari  fib 

Cour     '    ■  '    '  lity  for  damafjes   to  ^ferson 

or  s  ig  fruui    the  enntlition   in 

whiL  -  ...  way  may  be  malDtaineti,"— 

{fiaptaiit  Jfop(\) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  G,  TREVELYAN  intimates] 
that  the  Governraeut  won  hi  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mil.  CALDWELL  thought  that  i\m 
proposal  to  relieve  Parish  Councils  from 
liability  was  a  very  serious  one.  The 
matter  should  be  explained. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  roads 
here  dealt  with  were  footways  or  l>ridle- 
patbs  or  other  tracks  across  the  country. 
It  might  he  desirable  to  empower, 
altbough  not  to  compel,  a  Public  Body 
to  repair  such  roads  ;  but  as  the  Public 
Body  were  not  bo^tud  to  spend  money 
out  of  the  rates  on  these  roads,  the 
public  using  the  roads  should,  it  was 
proposed,  take  their  cbance  of  tising 
Ihem  as  they  foundthem. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  RENSHAW  moved  to  omit 
Clause  30  from  the  Bill.  He  explainetl 
that  his  reason  for  moving  the  Amend- 
ment was  that  this  clause  introduced  a 
change  into  the  system  of  road  adminis- 
tration which  was  destructive  of  the 
whole  system.  He  thought  that  the 
effect  of  retaining  the  clause  would  bo 
that  in  future  it  woidd  be  difficult  to  in- 
duce a  district  committee  to  agree  to  the 
construction  or  taking  over  of  new  roads. 
Moreover,  it  was  not  clear  what  meaning 
the  clause  was  intended  to  convey. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  30.— (.Vr.  Henskaw.) 

Quetttion  proposed,  **Thut  Clause  30 
stand  part  of  the  Bill/* 

•Mit,  J,  B,  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
clause,  at  the  time  it  was  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  was  believed  by  the  Government  to 
be  for  the  advantage  of  parish  roads. 
Since  that  time,  however,  representations 
from  a  number  of  parts  bad  reached  the 
Government,  pointing  out  that  the  prac- 
tical efteet  of  the  clause  wouhl  probably 
be  adverse  to  the  making  of  roads  for 
the  benefit  of  a  parish  by  the  proper 
Road  Authority,  It  was  feare<l  that 
when  the  Road  Authority  was  asked  to 
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tioD,^  in  the  case  of  such  chariiiesi,  to  the 
Parish  Councils  having  the  power,  sub- 
ject to  the  control  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  to  appoint  a  majority  of  the 
Trustees.  The  principle  of  the  clause 
had  been  approved  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, and  he  believed  in  that  respect 
the  action  of  the  Government  repre- 
sented the  feelings  of  the  Scotch  people 
on  the  matter.  The  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  had  been  watched  with  much 
interest  by  the  people  of  Scotland,  as  he 
should  imagine,  judging  from  the  very  full 
reports  given  of  their  deliberations,  and  he 
had  heard  no  remonstrance  of  any  kind  from 
them  against  the  action  of  the  Committee 
upon  this  question.  The  Boards  would 
represent  the  inhabitants  of  each  district, 
and  would  be  fully  competent  to  deal 
with  the  secular  interests  involved  in 
such  trusts,  and  the  Government  could 
not  consent  to  alter  the  clause  in  this 
respect. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  desired  to  enter 
his  protest  against  the  course  that  was 
being  pursued  by  the  Government  in 
reference  to  this  question.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  in  a  loose  manner  in  refer- 
ence to  the  importance  of  the  Bill,  and 
they  had  been  constantly  referred  to  the 
English  Act  and  its  provisions.  He 
would  not  repeat  on  this  occasion  the 
arguments  previously  used,  which  were 
based  upon  fairness  and  public  expe- 
diency in  regard  to  the  transfer  of  the 
management  of  these  trusts.  They  were 
not  ecclesiastical  trusts,  it  was  true  ;  but 
on  the  grounds  urged  when  the  English 
Bill  was  under  consideration,  the  House 
had  arrived  at  a  totally  opposite  conclu- 
sion from  that  which  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  had  come  to.  The  view  em- 
bodied in  this  Amendment  was  the  only 
expedient  one  in  the  public  interest,  and 
its  supporters  urged  upon  the  House  the 
propriety  of  adopting  it.  He  did  not 
suppose  they  would  obtain  the  con- 
currence of  the  Government  in  their 
views,  but  they  wished  to  enter  a  protest 
against  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  with  regard  to  the  Charity 
Commissioners  dictating  in  the  matter. 
They  disputed  that  altogether. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  maxwell  moved  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  unless  the  Board  by  order  so 
prescribe."  He  pointed  out  that  in  the 
case  of  charities  managed  by  the  Com- 

Sir  G.  Trevelifan 


missioners,  the  Parish  Coancils  woald. 
have  a  right  to  nominate  a  certain  nam-- 
her  of  Trustees  to  act  with  the  Burgh 
Commissioners  ;  but  that  where  there 
was  already  popular  management  by  the 
ratepayers,  the  Parish  Councils  had  no 
right  whatever  in  the  matter.  Although 
that  had  been  admitted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  had  added  at  the  end  of 
the  sub-section  the  words  in  ques- 
tion, so  that  the  Central  Board 
sitting  in  Edinburgh  would  have 
the  right  of  interference  in  these 
matters.  Would  they  have  the  right  of 
inquiring  whether  the  Burgh  Commis- 
sioners, or  the  Town  Council  were  pro- 
perly discharging  their  duties  in  the 
management  of  a  trust,  and  would  they 
be  entitled  to  say  that  the  Parish  Council 
should  appoint,  under  those  circum- 
stances, a  certain  number  of  Trustees 
upon  the  managing  body  ?  There  was^ 
no  reason  why  the  Central  Board  should 
have  any  right  to  interfere  in  these 
matters  in  Scotland,  seeing  that  those 
bodies  were  allowed  to  be  trusted  in* 
England.  By  the  Hth  section  of  the- 
Parish  Councils  Act,  the  rule  was 
absolute  with  regard  to  the  Governing 
Bodies  of  charities  other  than  ecclesi- 
astical— that  where  the  management 
was  in  a  popularly-elected  body,  the 
Parish  Council  was  not  to  interfere^ 
having  already  quite  sufficient  work  on. 
its  hands. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  24,  line 
3,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  unless  the* 
Board  by  order  so  prescribe." — {Mr^ 
Maxwell,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wordk 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  this 
clause  had  been  inserted  to  meet  a  speciaf 
class  of  cases  in  which  a  particular 
scheme  of  management  would  have  to  be 
drawn  up.  He  was  quite  certain  that 
the  Board  would  exercise  a  discretion  ia 
these  matters,  and  would  never  interfere^ 
except  under  special  circumstances,  and 
in  such  cases  as  had  already  been  re- 
ferred to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  maxwell  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  limit  the  number  of  members 
who  might  be  appointed  by  the  Board. 
He  thought  the  same  principle  should 
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applj  to  Parish  as  to  other  CouDcils,  and 
that  the  number  should  be  limited  to 
three. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  24,  h*ne 
13,  after  the  word  "persons,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  not  exceeding  three." — {Mr. 
Maxwell.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  this 
clause  had  been  very  carefully  drawn, 
with  the  object  of  securing  a  limited 
number  in  place  of  a  large  amorphous 
body.  The  number  mentioned  had  been 
carefully  thought  out,  and  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  consent  to  alter  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  24,  line  1 4,  leave  out  "  in  the/' 
and  insert  "as  a  Committee  of." 

Line  15,  leave  out  "  them  as  a,"  and 
insert  "  the." 

Line  15,  leave  out  "  of  management." 

Line  16,  leave  out  from  "  accordingly," 
to  end  of  sub-section. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  24,  line 
29,  at  end,  insert — 

"  The  term  of  office  of  a  Trustee  appointed 
under  this  section  shall  be  not  longer  than  three 
years,  but  a  trustee  shall  be  eligible  for  re- 
appointment.**— (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said,  the  point  of 
continuity  should  be  kept  in  view  in 
these  matters. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  per- 
sons appointed  would  not  be  sole  Trustees. 
That  should  always  be  kept  in  view. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  moved,  in  page 
25,  line  9,  at  the  end,  to  insert  a  pro- 
viso— 

"  The  provisions  of  this  section  with  respect 
to  the  appointment  of  Trustees  shall  not  apply 
to  any  charity  until  the  expiration  of  40  years 
from  the  date  of  the  foundation  thereof,  or,  in 
the  case  of  a  charity  founded  before  the  passing 
of  this  Act  by  a  donor  or  by  several  donors  any 
one  of  whom  is  living  at  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  until  the  expiration  of  40  years  from  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  unless  with  the  consent  of 
the  surviving  donor  or  donors.** 

This  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  matter  of 
principle  and  expediency  as  to  which  no 


one  could  say  that  there  was  any  sub- 
stantial difference  of  public  opinion.  His 
Amendment  was  taken  word  for  word, 
with  only  one  insignificant  difference, 
from  the  English  Bill.  Its  purpose  was 
to  exclude  from  the  charity  clause  all 
charities  until  the  expiration  of  40  years 
from  their  foundation  or  where  the 
donor  or  donors  were  alive  at  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill,  until  40  years  after  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  unless  the  donor  con- 
sented. He  recalled  for  a  moment  what 
had  happened  in  the  discussion  upon  the 
corresponding  section  of  the  English 
Bill.  With  regard  to  the  40  years' 
limit,  various  proposals  were  made.  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  suggested 
that  a  30  years'  limit  should  be  imposed. 
Then  certain  influential  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  suggested 
50  years  as  the  proper  limit,  and 
ultimately  the  Government  agreed,  he 
supposed  on  the  principle  of  "  splitting 
the  difference,"  that  a  40  years'  limit 
should  be  imposed.  He  pointed  out  that 
under  his  Amendment  no  charity  would 
ultimately  be  excluded.  There  was  no 
permanence  about  it.  The  Amendment 
simply  introduced  a  limit  in  the  two 
cases  he  had  mentioned  in  order  to  run 
out  what  he  might  call  existing  interests 
— those  interests  which  to  his  mind  were 
absolutely  predominant,  that  of  the  living 
donor  in  the  charity  he  had  founded,  and 
that  of  the  persons  connected  with  it, 
both  on  grounds  of  public  expediency 
and  considerations  of  equity  and  the 
plainest  good  feeling.  Those  considera- 
tions required  that  some  limitation  should 
be  imposed  before  the  clause  laid  its 
hands  on  charities  of  recent  institution. 
During  the  last  40  years  donors  or 
testators  had  been  in  the  habit  of  leaving 
charities  under  the  management  of 
certain  existing  bodies — in  some  cases  to 
Ecclesiastical  Bodies,  in  other  cases  to 
Parochial  Boards,  and  in  others  to 
individuals.  But  in  all  cases  they  had 
had  these  bodies  from  which  to  make  a 
selection,  and  in  many  they  had 
deliberately  passed  over  the  body  for 
which  the  Parish  Council  was  to  be 
substituted.  It  was  only  right,  there- 
fore, that  their  selection  should  not  be 
disturbed.  He  thought  it  was  essential 
that  some  such  limitation  as  that  he  pro- 
posed should  be  adopted.  It  bad  been 
said  that  if  donors  had  known  that 
Parish     Councils    were    going    to     be 
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established,  they  would  have  thought  so 
much  of  these  Councils  that  they  would 
have  doue  differently.  That  of  course 
was  a  purely  conjectural  statement,  and 
the  House  must  accept  the  fact  that 
donors  had  chosen  the  existing  adminis- 
trators of  their  gifts.  This  had  been 
considered  just  and  right  in  the  English 
Act,  and  justice  and  right  equally 
demanded  that  it  should  be  done  here. 
With  that  view  he  proposed  this  Amend- 
ment, which  had  the  merit  of  being  on 
the  lines  agreed  to  in  the  English  Bill 
by  all  concerned. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  25, 
line  9,  at  the  end,  to  insert  the  words — 

"  The  provisions  of  this  section  with  respect 
to  the  appointment  of  Trustees  shall  not  apply 
to  any  charity  until  the  expiration  of  40  years 
from  the  date  of  the  foundation  thereof,  or,  in 
the  case  of  a  charity  founded  before  the  passing 
of  this  Act  by  a  donor  or  by  several  donors  any 
one  of  whom  is  living  at  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  until  the  expiration  of  40  years  from  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  unless  with  the  consent  of  the 
surviving  donor  or  donors." — (^Sir  C.  Pearson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Sir  G.  TREVELY an  said,  he  would 
certainly  be  very  unwilling  to  accept 
any  Amendment  which  was  not  founded 
either  on  public  policy  or  the  protection 
of  private  rights.  This  Amendment  did 
not  fulfil  either  of  those  conditions. 
The  class  of  charities  with  which  they 
were  dealing  were  for  purely  secular 
objects,  and  exactly  that  sort  of  charity 
which  would  be  best  administered  by 
a  secular  Representative  Body.  He 
would  mention  two  or  three  specimens  of 
such  charities  founded  during  the  last  40 
years.  One  in  the  County  of  Dumfries, 
founded  in  1882,  was  a  gift  of  £300  to 
the  poor  of  a  parish  who  had  not  been  in 
receipt  of  parochial  relief ;  another  in 
1888  was  £630,  the  income  to  be  applied 
,  for  the  benefit  of  ^yq  such  poor  persons 
and  to  purchase  books  for  the  children  of 
such  poor  persons  ;  and  another  in  1871 
was  £700  for  labouring  men's  children. 
In  such  cases  a  wise  testator  would  not 
have  appointed  a  Parochial  Body  for  the 
purpose  of  administering  charities  for 
working  men  and  their  children  not  in 
receipt  of  parochial  relief.  The  Govern- 
ment proposal  did  not  injure  the  donor, 
because  the  purposes  of  the  charity 
would  be  better  fulfilled  if  manageil  by 
the  new  body.  Neither  did  they  injure 
the  object  of  the  charity,  for  that  re- 

Sir  C,  Pearson 


mained  the  same.  There  was  a  general 
feeling  in  the  country  in  favour  of  so 
dealing  with  charities  of  recent  founda- 
tion, and  it  was  difficult  to  suppose 
that  in  the  progressive  and  enlightened 
state  of  public  feeling  in  Scotland  any 
sentiment  to  the  contrary  existed.  As  a 
matter  of  public  policy,  that  being 
the  case,  the  Government  were 
bound  to  place  secular  charities  in  the 
hands  of  secular  Representative  Bodies. 
So  far  for  the  past.  As  for  the  future, 
whom  did  they  injure?  If  a  donor 
wished  to  give  money  for  the  proposed 
education  or  for  the  relief  in  clothes, 
food,  and  money  to  the  general  poor  of 
the  parish,  he  would  do  it  with  his  eyes 
open,  and  he  would  give  the  money  to  be 
administered  by  the  body  whom  Parlia- 
ment in  its  wisdom  had  selected  as  the 
best  body.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
wished  to  leave  his  money  for  ecclesias- 
tical purposes,  he  could  leave  it,  as  he 
could  now,  to  the  kirk-session  of  the 
Established  Church  or  to  any  other 
religious  body  he  liked. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  43  ; 
Noes  118.— (Division  List,  No.  224.) 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  : — 

Page  25,  line  11,  after  "  electors,"  in- 
sert "on  the  application  of  not  fewer 
than  six  of  their  number." 

Line  11,  after  "Council,"  insert  "in- 
cluding a  landward  committee." 

Line  15,  leave  out  "  (Scotland)." 

Line  15,  leave  out  "  1872  to  1883." 

Line  20,  leave  out  "  parish." 

Line  20,  leave  out   "  or  assessment," 

and     insert     "levied     by     the    Parish 

Council." 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said,  the  next 
Amendment  was  purely  a  drafting 
Amendment,  the  object  being  to  give  a 
means  of  identifying  the  parish.  There 
were  a  good  many  parishes  in  Scotland 
of  the  same  name  ;  therefore,  he  moved 
to  add  the  words  "  and  county,"  making 
it  necessary  that  every  Parish  Council 
elected  under  the  Act  should  be  incorpo- 
rated not  in  the  name  of  the  parish  alone, 
bnt  in  that  of  the  parish  and  county. 
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Amendment  proposed,  iu  pa^re  25,  lino 
31,  after  the  second  word  **  parish,"  to 
ili^ft  ibe  words  '•'and  conuty.'*^ — (Mr. 
CoehrttJit,) 

Qiiestion  propo:5ed,  "  That  the  words 
*kiid  county'  be  there  inserted." 

v^Mk.  J-  B.  BALFOUR  considered 
that  it  was  not  a  mere  drafting  Amend* 
QiQQt.  It  would  cause  a  very  consider- 
able amount  of  expense  and  trouble  and 
would  make  it  compulsory  for  nearly  900 
parishes  to  take  a  second  name,  which 
they  ha<l  done^  and  couid  in  the  future  do» 
very  wcK  without.  He  therefore  opposed 
the  Amendment, 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelvan,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  i — 
Page  2o,  line  36,  after  **  shall,"  insert 
"unless  re-appointed.** 

Mr,  RENSHAW  said,  he  desired  to 
move  to  add — 

'•  Erery  committee  shall  report  its  prooeed- 
tngs  to  the  Parish  Council  by  whom  it  was 
appointed/* 

He  hoped  that  the  Government  had  con- 
sidered this  matter  since  it  was  discussed 
in  Committee,  and  were  now  able  to 
announce  their  readiness  to  accept  the 
Amendment*  As  these  words  appeared 
in  the  Act  with  regard  to  County  Coun- 
cils, their  omission  from  this  Bill  might 
be  taken  as  an  indication  that  reports 
need  not  be  made  by  the  committees  to 
the  Parish  Councils  who  appointed  them. 
Those  who  were  familiar  with  the  work- 
ing of  the  Local  Goverument  (Scotland) 
Act,  1889,  would  appreciate  the  fact 
that  all  committees  had  to  report  to  the 
County  Council.  He  considered  it  unde- 
sirable that  tliese  words  should  be  omitted 
from  the  present  Bill  bo  as  to  liave  it  an 
open  question  whether  committees  of 
Parish  Councils  ueedeil  to  report. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  25,  line 
39,  after  the  word  "  loan,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"Every  committee  aball  report  its  proceed- 
ings  to  the  l^arish  Council  by  whom  it  was 
appointcti,"— ( J/r.  f/t^mha u\} 

Question  proposed,  **Thnt  those  wordi 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  by 
Sub-section  2  of  Clause  19  of  the  Bill 
Parish  Councils  could  niako  their  own 
regtilations  on  tliis  and  other  matters,  and 
it  was  better  to  leave  the  point  to  the 
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discretion  of  each  Council.  If  a  Coun* 
cil  wanted  a  report  from  a  commit tee»  it 
would  make  a  regulation  to  that  effect* 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  39  ;  Noea 
113. — (Diviaion  List,  No,  223.) 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyax,  the 

following     Amendments     wera     agreed 

tor- 
Page  26,  line  IS,  jifter  *' Council,**  iu- , 

»ert  **^or  landward  committee  as  the  casdj 

may  be/' 

Line  IB,  leave  out  **  treasurer  or." 

Line  26,  after  **  in,'*  Insert  **  sections 
sixty-eight  to  seventy  inclusive,  of.** 

Line  32,  after  **  Council,**  insert  '*  in* 
eluding  those  of  a  landward  committee,** 

Mr.  maxwell  said,  he  wished  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that] 
the   accounts   should  be  audited    by  an 
auditor  appointed  by  the  Board  instead  of 
by  an   auditor  appointed  by  the  Parish 
Council,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Board,  as  the  Bill  proposed.     As  tlie  Bill 
was  originally  introduced,  it  provided  that 
the  Parish   Council  accounts  should  be , 
audited  by  tlie   county  auditors,   but  it 
was    pointed    out    that    that    would    bo 
objectionable.      It  was  said  that*  how- 
ever able  these  professional  men  were  to 
audit,  they  were  quite  incapable  of  audit- 
iug  the  accounts  of  the  parishes  iu  Scot- 
land*    The  Government  saw  the  force  of 
that,  and  adopted  the  system  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  that  the  auditors  were  f^  be 
appointed   by   the   Parish   Councils,  and 
approved  of  by  tlie  Board.     The  Com- 
mittee adopted  that  system   not  because 
tliey  thought  it  good,  but  because  it  was 
better    than    the    system    in    the    Bill 
originally.      He  hoped   that  in  this  case 
it  would  not  be  said  that  thosti  who  sup- 
ported an  Amendment  of  this  kind  were 
not  prepared  to  trust  the  Parish  Councils* 
He  thought  it  had  been  generally  recog- 
nised   in   legislation    dealing  with  local 
government  tliat  the  auditors  who  were 
to  audit   the   accounts   of   these   bodies 
should   not  be  appointed   by  the  bmlies 
themselves,  but  should  he  in  a  position  of 
entire   indepeudenee,   owing  nothing   to 
the   bodies  who  appointed    them.     The 
reason  for  that  was  self-evident.      Even 
if  the  audit   meant  simply  a   matter  of 
account,  and  the  auditor  was    bound  to 
see  that  the   receipts    and    expenditure 
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were  properly  entered,  it  was  desirable 
that  the  auditor  should  be  appointed  by 
some  superior  authority.  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  would 
agree  that  a  great  deal  of  trouble  would 
have  been  saveil  to  many  Parochial 
Boards  if  there  had  been  some  system  of 
audit  enforced  as  to  their  accounts,  and 
many  Inspectors  of  ihe  Poor  would  have 
been  prevented  getting  into  difficulties 
and  trouble  if  their  accounts  had  been 
properly  audited.  If  that  were  the  case 
where  an  auditor  had  merely  to  see  if  the 
accounts  wore  properly  kept,  much  more 
was  it  the  case  where  more  than  an 
audit  was  required — where  the  auditor 
had  to  satisfy  himself  that  the  pay- 
ments made  by  the  Parish  Council  were 
within  the  Act  establishing  the  Parish 
Council,  and  where  he  had  the  power 
of  disallowance  and  the  power  of 
surcharge.  He  thought  that  in  such 
a  case  as  that  the  auditor  should  be 
appointed  by  some  superior  outside  body. 
It  would  be  a  difficult  duty  for  a  man  who 
might  have  been  appointed  by  a  bare 
majority  of  the  Council  to  sit  in  judg- 
ment upon  items  of  expense  incurred  by 
that  majority,  and  to  decide  whether  they 
were  really  within  their  powers.  In 
these  cases  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  very 
desirable  that  the  accounts  should  be 
completely  overhauled  by  some  central 
authority.  He  would  further  point  out 
that  what  they  desired  in  the  case  of  this 
auditor  was  that  their  accounts  should  all 
be  audited  on  the  same  system.  They 
had  885  parishes  in  Scotland,  and  they 
would  possibly  have  as  many  auditors. 
How  would  they  secure  that  all  the 
auditors  would  take  exactly  the  same 
view  of  the  expenditure  of  those  bodies  ? 
Even  in  the  case  of  the  10  county  auditors 
in  Scotland,  they  did  not  take  exactly 
the  same  view  of  the  expenditure  by  the 
County  Councils.  He  did  not  think  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  or  the  Board 
would  be  able  really  to  satisfy  themselves 
whether  the  appointment  made  by  the 
Parochial  Council  was  a  satisfactory  one 
or  not,  owing  to  certain  Amendments 
having  been  ruleil  out  of  Onler.  If  there 
was  no  sufficient  efficient  central  audit 
they  lost  one  of  the  things  that  existed 
in  England  in  connection  with  Poor  Law 
Guardians.  The  Amendment  was  im- 
portant, seeing  that  the  Parish  Councils 
had  not  only  to  administer  the  Poor 
Law,     but     also     in     many     cases     to 

J/r.  Maxwell 


be  the  managers  of  local  charities* 
He  thought  in  these  cases  it  was  desirable 
that  the  accounts  should  be  completely 
overlooked  by  some  independent  authority 
to  see  if  the  funds  had  been  properly  ad- 
ministered. He  had  understood  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  to  say  he  could 
not  adopt  a  system  of  central  audit  for 
two  reasons.  He  referred  to  the  vested 
interest  of  the  present  auditors.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
under  some  misapprehension,  because  the 
present  auditors  were  annually  appointed, 
and  he  did  not  think  they  had  a  claim  as 
having  a  vested  interest.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  second  reason  was  that  the 
Bill  was  sufficiently  loaded,  and  that  it 
would  increase  the  burden  if  provision 
were  made  for  a  central  audit.  He 
thought,  then,  it  would  have  been  well 
if  some  part  of  the  Bill  had  been  omitted 
to  make  way  for  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
dealing  with  the  question  of  audit.  Two 
clauses  of  considerable  length  were 
adopted  from  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  1889.  The  framers  of  the  Act 
of  1889  founded  those  clauses  on  a  Bill 
introduced  in  1881  bearing  the  name  of 
the  Ix)rd  Advocate,  which  provided  for 
a  central  audit  in  the  case  of  Parochial 
Boards.  That  Bill  was  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  was  passed,  and  the  in- 
troduction of  some  of  its  provisions  in 
this  Bill  in  iCommittee,  with  slight 
alterations,  would  have  made  the  audit 
complete.  He  did  not,  therefore,  think 
that  the  ailoptiou  of  the  proposal  would 
have  loaded  the  Bill  to  any  great  extent. 
The  right  hon  Gentleman  had  objected 
to  the  expense  of  a  central  audit. 

Mr.  T.  SHAW  (Hawick,  &c.)  rose  to 
a  point  of  Order,  and  asked  if  the 
Amendment  was  consistent  with  a  pre- 
vious ruling  of  the  Chair— on  Clause  6, 
Sub-section  3  ?  He  submitted  that  if 
this  Motion  were  carried  the  Board  could 
either  audit  the  accounts  themselves  or 
that  an  auditor  would  be  appointed  who 
would  receive  no  remuneration. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  submitted  that  the 
Board  might  appoint  an  auditor,  and  yet 
it  might  be  quite  competent  for  the 
auditor  to  receive  his  fee. 

*Mr.  speaker  said,  he  supposed 
there  was  to  be  an  auditor  somewhere  ; 
and  the  Question  was,  who  was  to  appoint 
him.  He  ruled  that  the  Amendment  was 
perfectly  in  Order. 
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Mr.  maxwell  (cootiniiiug)  saiJ, 
he  iliil  Dot  think  hia  proposal  would  ia- 
crease  the  expense  of  the  audit  very 
much.  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
seemed  to  be  under  some  fear  that  tlio 
Treasniry  would  in  some  way  beatlected. 
In  the  ease  of  Eogland  a  considerable 
sum  was  paid  towards  the  remuneration 
of  the  district  auditor — tiomethiug  like 
£12,000,  he  believed  ;  while  in  Ireland, 
unless  he  was  mistaken,  the  distrit^t 
auditor  was  paid  entirely  by  the  Trea- 
sury. He  (Mr-  Maxwell)  did  not  look 
forward  in  his  proposal  to  this  charge 
being  borne  by  the  Treasury,  though  he 
thought  they  in  Scotland  had  a  right  to 
clann  8ome  grant  for  that  purpose*  They 
acknowleilged  the  concession  made  by 
the  Treasury  to  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man in  regard  to  the  salary  of  one  of  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  colleagues,  and, 
presumably^  that  was  all  they  could  look 
tor  in  one  year.  But  this  expense  was,  he 
took  it,  to  be  borne  by  the  parish.  Would 
it  he  a  great  burden  on  the  parish  ?  They 
had  at  present  one  central  audit  in  Lon- 
don in  connection  with  the  School 
Boards,  which  was  paid  for  by  the  Trea- 
sury, and  cost  something  like  £700  per 
annum,  or  rather  under  that  amount. 
He  was  aware  that  the  auditor  under  the 
Education  Act  had  not  the  power  of  did- 
allowance  and  surcharge,  and  had  not  to 
visit  the  parishes,  so  that  they  could  not 
take  that  as  an  exact  test  of  what  would  be 
the  cost.  But  suppose  each  pariah  in 
Scotland  cost  £3 — iu  many  small  parishes 
that  would  be  too  much  ;  hut,  ou  the 
other  baud,  there  were  other  parishes 
where  there  would  be  a  great  deal 
more*  Take  it,  however,  at  £3  each 
as  an  average,  that  would  give 
a  total  of  £2,600.  He  ealenhited  that 
the  whole  of  this  audit  managed 
from  headquarters  might  be  done 
for  a  sura  not  exceeding  £3,000,  and 
he  believed  the  work  could  be  done 
much  more  efficiently  than  by  the 
parishes  acting  for  themselves*  His 
projjosal,  in  l>rief,  was  that  the  Board 
should  appoint  these  auditors  and  pre* 
scribe  the  scale  of  remuneration  to  be 
paid  to  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  26^  lino 
*35,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  by,"  to 
the  word  "  the,"  in  line  S6.—(Mr.  3faX' 
weiL) 


Question  proposed,  **  That   the  wor 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Cbmse." 

StK  G.  TREVELYAN  »&id,  he 
gathered  that  the  proposal  of  the  hop. 
Gentleman  was  that,  instead  «>f  the 
Parish  Council  being  allowed  to  reconi* 
mend  an  auditor  for  the  approbation  of 
the  Board,  the  Board  itself  should  appoint 
the  auditor  and  name  the  atnouut  of  his 
rernunenition*  Later  on  the  Bill  pro- 
vided thai  the  Board  may  provide  a  scale 
for  the  remnneratiou  of  auditors  under 
thi*.  sectioEi,  and  if  there  was  any  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  parishes  to  grossly 
over-pay  or  scandalously  uuder*pay  the 
auditors  in  ret^pect  of  their  duties  under 
the  section  no  doubt  the  Board  would 
take  advantage  of  the  power  so  conferred* 
The  system  introduced  in  the  Bill  was 
introduced  upon  many  representations 
made  in  Committee,  and,  as  he  thought, 
to  the  almost  universal  satisfaction  of  the 
Committee.  A  practical  diffiLHiliy  in  the 
way  of  the  amount  was  that  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  for  the  Board  to 
name  an  auditor  for  every  parish  in  Scot^ 
hind.  Moreover,  when  they  came  to  deal 
with  800  or  900  auditors,  it  would  give 
them  an  amount  of  indirect  patronage 
which  he  would  be  sorry  to  see  placed 
OD  their  shoulders*  He  thought  the 
proposal  in  the  Bill  was  a  very  good  one. 
Furthermore,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Board  would  make  inquiry  when  the 
names  of  auditors  were  submitted  to  them 
by  the  Parish  Councils.  He  had  hardly 
any  doubt  likewise  that  the  Parish 
Councils,  whom  they  must  accredit  with 
common  sense,  would  select  a  great  many 
of  the  auditors  from  men  of  of  well- 
known  probity  and  ability*  It  was  a 
system  that  was  simpler,  which  appeared 
to  have  little  or  no  inconvenience  in  it, 
and  which  was  well -received  by  public 
opinion  in  Scotland.  He  would  not 
enter  into  that  which  formed  a  consider- 
able part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
— namely,  the  question  of  a  paid  public 
auditor.  Mr.  Speaker  had  ruled  that  it 
was  in  Order  for  a  private  Member  to 
move  an  Amendment  dealing  with  the 
appointment  of  a  public  auditor,  but  that 
it  was  not  iu  Order  for  a  private 
Member  to  propose  the  appointment 
of  an  auditor  to  lie  paid  by  the 
Treasury* 

Mk.  graham  MURRAY  eaid,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Lord  Advocate  misunderstood  the  pur- 
port of  the  hon.  Member^s  Amendment. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  it  because  he  was  afraid  that 
the  Parish  Councils  would  overpay  theur 
auditors,   nor   because    he   thought  the 
Central  Board  would  select  better  men 
than  the  Parish  Councils.     What  he  had 
to  say  was  not  meant  to  be  in  any  way 
derogatory  to  the  local  accounting  power 
of  the  parishes.     There  were  in  many 
parts  of  Scotland  men  quite  fit  to  audit 
accounts  ;  but,  if  he  understood  his  hon. 
Friend  aright,  his  suggestion  was  made 
with  a  view  to  the  securing  of  a  central 
audit,  and  not  necessarily  an  audit  paid 
for  by  monies  supplied  by  the  Treasury. 
Unless  the  auditor  was  appointed  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  who  held  in 
their    hands    the   whole   string    of   the 
parochial    administration     of     Scotland, 
they     would     not     have      the      same 
government     or     administration     going 
on    in    every     part    of     the     country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
seemed  to  assume  that  the  proposition 
for   a  central  auditor  meant  an    auditor 
appointed  by  the   Treasury.     It  meant 
nothing  of  the  sort.     A  contribution  for 
the  amount  of  work  done  by  a  man  in 
each  particular  parish  would  be  paid  by 
each  parish.    Inspectors  of  Schools  were 
sent   down   to   the   parishes    to   inspect 
schools,  and  a  charge  was  made  against 
the  parish  or  the  School  Board.     It  was 
not  provided  out  of  the  Treasury  money. 
But   the  point  sought  to    be  raised  by 
the  Amendment  was  whether  it  would 
not  be  "a  much  better  system  to  have  a 
central  audit  in  the  hands  of  the  Local 
Government    Board    for   the   whole   of 
Scotland.     He  was  not  going  to  repeat 
all  he   had    said   when   the  clause   was 
moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  Com- 
mittee ;    but  as    all  the    points   of   that 
Clause    were    iuadmissible — the    clause 
having  been  ruled  out  of  Order — it  was  a 
pity  that  in   this  matter  Scotland  could 
not  be  placed  in  the   same   position   as 
England,    when,    if   nothing   else,   they 
would  at  least  have  brought  into  public 
view  the  different  methods  in  which  the 
Local    Bodies   were    administering    the 
Poor   Law.     The  central    audit  system 
was  proposed  in  order  that  there  might 
be  a  similarity  and  likeness  between  the 
methods  of  the  Councils  in  the  various 
parishes,  not  that,  so  far  as  the  auditors 
hemselves  were  concerned,  capable  men 

Jfr,  Graham  Murray 


could  not  be  found  in  the  loonlities  in 
all  parts  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  said,  the  Amend- 
ment had  been   brought  forward  4n   a 
most  interesting  and  convincing  speech, 
and  the  House  ought  to  be  grateful  to 
the  hon.  Member   for   having   brought 
within  the  range  of   tlie  practical  pos- 
sibilities of  the  Bill  the  appointment  of 
central  auditors  who  would  be  an  effective 
guarantee  to  the  people  of  Scotland  that 
these  parish  accounts  would  be  efficiently 
audited.  He  was  bound  to  say  he  thought 
the  scheme  of  the  Bill  would  fail  if  they 
were  to  have  in  each  parish  a  separate 
and    independent    audit.       What    they 
wanted  was  a  strong  central  audit  which 
would  command  public  confidence.    The 
proposal   of   the    hon.    Member    would 
provide  for    that   without   putting  any 
charge  whatever  on  the  Treasury.     The 
whole  charge  was  to  be  borne  locally, 
but  the  appointment  of  a  public  auditor 
was  to  rest  practically  with  the  Board  or 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Government  had  hardly 
considered  the  wording  of  Clause  69  of 
the  Local  Government  Act  with  respect 
to  this  matter.     Clauses  69  and  70  his 
hon.  Friend  wished  to  see  incorporated  in 
the  Bill.     Clause  69  provided  that  the 
County   Council   (and   for    the   County 
Council    in    the    present    case     Parish 
Council  should  be  read  in  each  instance) 
might  pay  to  the  auditor  such  salary  and 
allowances  as  might  from  time  to  time  be 
fixed  by  the  County  Council  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Board.     That  was 
what  his  hon.  Friend  asked  for,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that   having   regard    to 
the    difficulties    which   would   be  over- 
come  by   this    simple    proceeding,   that 
if  they    agreed  to    the    proposal  of    his 
hon.     Friend     they      would      have     a 
thoroughly  effective  and  complete  audit. 
Such  a  guarantee  would  be  a  guarantee 
to    those    of    them  who   were  a    little 
anxious  as  to  the  operation  of  this  change 
in  Poor  Law  administration  from  the  ex- 
isting body  to  the  new  Parish  Councils, 
His  hon.  Friend  had  placed  new  clauses 
on  the  Paper,  and  Mr.  Speaker  had  ruled 
that  the  House  could  not  deal  with  them, 
but  they  embodied  the  view  which  to  a 
large  extent  they  were  anxious  to  provide 
for  in  the  Bill.     Their  contention  now 
was  that  the  whole  case  would  to  a  large 
extent  be  met  by  agreeing  to  a  central 
audit.     It    would    certainly    be  on  the 
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whole  a  much  better  audit  than  that  pro- 
vided for  10  the  Bill,  and  haviug  regard 
to  the  provision  in  Sub-section  (o)  of 
Section  70  of  the  Local  Government  Act 
of  1889  it  would  give  to  the  ratepayers 
throughout  Scotland  a  guarantee  that  in 
the  event  of  undue  relief  being  given  or 
even  a  suggestion  b^ing  made  of  expen- 
diture taking  place  that  was  not  war- 
ranted there  would  be  a  public  control 
coming  down  and  looking  over  the 
accounts  once  a  year,  and  deciding  whe- 
ther or  not  these  items  were  within  the 
four  corners  of  the  Act.  For  that  reason 
he  thought  the  Amendment  was  well 
deserving  of  attention. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  felt 
unable  to  agree  with  the  Government  on 
this  point.  His  view  was  that  to  allow 
every  body  to  appoint  its  own  auditor  was 
like  allowing  a  prisoner  to  appoint  his 
own  gaoler.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
appointment  had  to  be  approved  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  but  neverthe- 
less the  auditor  would  know  that  he 
owed  his  appointment  in  reality  to  the 
body  whose  expenditure  he  had  to  over- 
see. He  thought  the  Government  should 
see  that  the  business  was  accurately  and 
justly  done,  and  the  feelings  of  these 
Local  Bodies  must  not  be  too  closely  or 
unduly  consulted.  He  greatly  preferred 
a  central  or  official  audit  of  some  kind. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said,  he  still  held 
the  view  he  had  previously  expressed  in 
favour  of  an  official  audit. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR,  being  a  moderate 
man  in  all  things,  wished  to  inquire 
whether  there  was  any  compromise 
possible  in  this  matter  ?  Why  should  not, 
as  he  had  suggested  before,  the  Central 
Board  appoint  auditors  for  each  county, 
who  would  have  the  control  of  the 
parochial  audit  ? 

*Mr.  HOZIER  thought  the  Govern- 
ment should  deign  to  give  a  reply  to  the 
observations  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the 
matter  was  very  fully  considereil  upstairs. 
It  was  to  be  observed  that  the  audit  in  a 
case  of  this  kind  would  be  primarily  for 
the  purpose  of  checking  officials.  That 
being  so,  the  Government  saw  no  reason 
to  depart  from  the  accepted  method. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  it  was 
impossible  to  argue  that  the  body 
interested  in  the  accounts  to  be  audit^ 
should  ■  themselves  appoint  the  auditor. 
The  country  was  beginning  to  see  that 


this  system  would  not  do.  It  was  a 
source  of  great  financial  difficulty,  and 
he  was  surprised  to  hear  any  Member  of 
the  Government  get  up  to  defend  it.  A 
most  cogent  case  had  been  made  out 
against  the  Government,  not  only  from 
that  side  of  the  House,  but  by  their 
trusted  supporters  on  the  Government 
Benches,  and  in  favour  of  the  central 
audit)  and  when  this  question  was 
thoroughly  understood  in  Scotland  he 
believ^  such  an  audit  would  be  de- 
manded. It  was  only  following  the  pre- 
cedent of  the  Local  Government  Act 
of  1889,  in  which  County  Council  audi- 
tors were  not  appointed  by  the  County 
Council,  but  by  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land. It  was  similar  in  the  educational 
system,  and  it  was  impossible  to  contend 
that  difficulty  would  arise  by  requiring 
that  one  authority  should  appoint  the 
auditor,  and  the  body  whose  accounts 
were  to  be  audited  should  pay  the  ex- 
pense. He  wished  to  express  his  regret 
and  disappointment  that  the  Government 
had  not  shown  a  disposition  to  yield  a 
single  inch  on  such  a  matter  as  this. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  he 
might  remind  the  Government  that  the 
Division  in  the  Committee  on  this  matter 
was  one  of  the  closest,  being  28  to  24. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  might 
rise  for  a  mementos  explanation.  The 
Division  was  on  the  sub-section  in 
Clause  6,  giving  the  Board  power  to 
appoint  such  medical  officers  and  Inspec- 
tors as  the  Board  might  determine.  It 
was  then  moved  to  insert  "  auditors," 
whose  salaries  would  have  had  to  be  paid 
by  moneys  provided  by  Parliament.  No 
Division  was  taken  on  the  question  as  to 
whether  they  should  be  appointed  by  the 
Parish  Council  with  the  consent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

Mr.     PARKER     SMITH    rose 


again 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  already  spoken. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  :  No,  no  ;  I 
had  not  sat  down  at  all.  Proceeding, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  quite  true 
that  the  Division  was  not  on  this  particu- 
lar Amendment,  but  on  one  which  exactly 
raised  this  principle,  and  a  hon.  Member 
tried  this  evening  to  move  the  same 
Amendment,  and  was  ruled  out  of  Order. 
Otherwise  upon  it  they  would  have  had 
this  discussion.  What  they  wanted  to 
do  was  to  secure  similarity  in  the  ad- 
ministration in  the  different  parts  of  the 
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country,  and,  what  was  still  more  impor- 
tant, they  wanted  to  have  a  check  on  the 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  hy  an 
entirely  new  body  in  parts  of  the  country 
where  it  was  thought  possible  that 
abuses  might  arise.  That  check  existed 
in  England  in  regard  to  the  Poor  Law, 
and  it  ought  to  exist  in  this  Bill. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Parochial  Boards  appointed 
their  own  auditors  under  the  present 
system.  There  was,  however,  the  further 
point  as  to  the  advisability  of  giving  the 
Local  Government  Board  a  power  of 
revision  or  surcharge  or  disallowing  ex- 
penditure incurred  by  Parish  Councils. 
He  believed  there  was  some  doubt  whether 
the  Board  of  Supervision  had  power  to 
do  that,  and  he  agreed  with  the  Member 
for  North  East  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Craw- 
ford) in  thinking  that  such  a  power 
would  be  desirable. 

Mr.  maxwell  rose  to  speak 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  not  speak  twice. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  97  ; 
Noes  38.— (Division  List,  No.  226.) 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to  : — 

Page  27,  line  35,  leave  out  "  or,"  and 
insert  "  and  the  chairman." 

Line  37,  leave  out  "his  office  be  a 
Justice,"  and  insert  "their  office  be 
Justices." 

Page  28,  line  4,  after  "  or,"  insert  "  in 
a  police  burgh  of." 

Line  5,  leave  out  from  "Commis- 
sioners," to  the  first  "  and,"  in  line  6. 

Line  10,  after  "burgh,"  insert " police 
burgh." 

Line  10,  leave  out  "county  or." 

Line  10,  after  "district,"  insert  "or 
county  respectively." 

Line  10,  after  "them,"  insert  "re- 
spectively." 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (for  Mr.  Parker 
Smith)  moved,  in  page  28,  line  11, 
after  "  otherwise,"  insert 
**  and  which  may  appear  to  them  respectively  to 
"be  beneficial  to  any  inhabitants  of  their  re- 
spective districts." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  clause  was 
for  the  purpose  of  empowering  Town 
Councils  or  Borough  Councils  to  keep 
open  any  right  of  way,  while  the 
Amendment  provided  that  they  should 
onljr  keep  open   such   rights  of  way  as 

J/r.  Parker  Smith 


might  be  beneficial  to  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district.  He  thought  that  was  an 
Amendment  which  the  Government 
might  accept,  because  as  the  clause 
stood  these  authorities  were  compelled  to 
keep  open  rights  of  way  which  might  be 
of  no  use  or  interest  to  their  particular 
district. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  28,  line 
11,  after  the  words  "otherwise,"  to  in- 
sert the  words 

"  and  which  may  appear  to  them  respectively 
to  be  beneficial  to  any  inhabitants  lof  their 
respective  districts."— (J/r.  Cochrane,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  that  if 
there  was  a  public  way  through  the  area 
of  administration,  it  was  strong  evidence 
that  it  was  used  more  or  less  by  the  in- 
habitants, and,  therefore,  it  appeared  to 
them  the  proposal  might  be  a  very  in- 
jurious limitation. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  28,  line  12,  after  "May,"  insert 
"  respectively." 

Line  23,  leave  out  "its,"  and  insert 
"the." 

Line  23,  after  "  vindication,"  insert 
"  of  the  right  of  way." 

Line  27,  after  "if  the,"  insert  "county." 

Line38,  before  "It,"  insert  "(4)  Within 
a  county,  district,  or  parish  respec- 
tively." 

Line  39,  leave  out  "within  their  re- 
spective districts,  or,"  and  insert  "  and." 

Page  29,  line 8,  after  "age,"  insert 
*•  and  any  persons  in  right  of  heritable  securities 
or  other  charges  affecting  such  land." 

Line  8,  after  "  thereto,"  insert 
"  and  that  failing  the  persons  in  right  of  such 
heritable  securities  or  other  charges  consenting, 
the  Sheriff,  upon  the  application  of  the  heir  of 
entail  in  possession,  duly  intimated  to  such  per- 
sons (who  shall  be  entitled  to  appear  and  ob- 
jects shall  have  found  that  the  lands  comprised 
in  such  heritable  securities  or  charges  other 
than  the  lands  proposed  to  be  granted,  afford 
adequate  security." 

Line  13,  leave  out  "half,"  and  insert 
"  a  quarter  of." 

Line  18,  after  "lawful,"  insert  "  in  a 
county." 

Line  29,  leave  out  from  "ninety-nine," 


to  the  second 
insert  "  to." 


^one,"  in  line  21,  and 
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Line    32, 
cluflive." 


after   **five,"   insert    **in- 


MR.fiENSHAW  said,  his  Ameudment 
was  to  omit  the  words  "or  any  one  or 
more  of  them.'*  At  present  there  was 
nnifonnity  in  burghs  in  refi^ard  to  the 
option  of  putting  the  provisions  as  to 
lighting  in  force,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
undesirable  there  should  be  a  difference 
between  burghs  and  special  districts. 
There  ought  to  be  absolute  uniformity, 
and  he  therefore  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  29,  line 
32,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  any  one 
or  more  of  them." — {Mr.  Renshato.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  he  under- 
stood his  hon.  Friend  desired  to  make  it 
compulsory  to  adopt  the  group  of  clauses 
that  would  run  from  100  to  105.  They 
thought  there  should  be  a  certain  latitude 
of  selection  given,  and  that  it  might  4)e 
dangerous  to  compel  them  to  adopt  the 
whole  group  of  c.lauses. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  did  not  think  the 
difficulty  his  hon.  Friend  desired  to  point 
out  was  quite  appreciated.  There  were 
eight  clauses,  all  under  the  head  of 
lighting  ;  of  these  it  mi^ht  be  desirable 
to  adopt  seven,  and  the  proposal  was 
to  enable  them  to  adopt  one  or  more  of 
them. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  The  Amend- 
ment proposes  to  make  it  compulsory  to 
adopt  all  the  clauses — from  100  to  105. 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  he  would  like 
to  point  out  that  one  of  the  clauses  had 
refereuce  to  the  accidental  breaking  of 
lamps  and  the  repairing  the  damage,  and 
there  might  not  be  a  desire  to  adopt  that 
clause.  They  wanted  to  avoid  the 
Absurdity  that  a  body  could  adopt  any  oue 
or  more  of  the  group  of  clauses,  one  of 
which  he  had  described,  and  another  of 
which  provided  a  penalty  for  the  wilful 
breaking  of  lamps,  the  adoption  of  either 
one  or  the  other  of  which  would  not  in 
any  way  aid  th^  lighting  of  .the  district. 
There  was  no  reason  whatever  why 
these  clanses  should  all  be  made  optional. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  he  could 
not  conceive  any  body  exercising  the 
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option  of  lighting  the  district  and  not 
adopting  the  whole  group. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  29,  line 
35,  after  the  word  '<  thef^'  to  insert  the 
words  '^  streets,  roads,  foot-pavements, 
and  footpaths." — {Captain  Sinclair.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  said,  the  words 
"  foot  pavements,"  were  covered  by  the 
word  *'  footpaths,"  and  therefore,  if  those 
words  were  struck  out,  the  Government 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  said,  he  was 
quite  prepared  to  strike  out  those  words. 

Amendment  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Renshaw,  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  29,  line  39,  after  "twenty- 
seven,"  insert  "and  two  hundred  and 
fifty-three  to  two  hundred  and  fifty- 
five." 

Mr.  RENSHAW  moved,  in  page  29, 
line  40,  at  end,  insert — 

"  The  providing  and  regulation  of  slaughter 
houses  within  the  special  district  and  the 
adoption  for  such  purpose  of  the  proylsions 
contained  in  sections  two  hundred  ana  seventy- 
eight  to  two  hundred  and  eighty-six  of  The 
Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1892." 

He  would  point  out  to  the  House  why  he 
considered  it  desirable  these  powers 
should  be  given  to  these  special  districts. 
As  these  were  formed  they  would  take 
the  place  of  what  otherwise  might  be- 
come burghs,  and  it  was  exceedingly 
undesirable  that  the  powers  conferred  on 
these  bodies  for  sanitary  purposes  should 
be  limited  in  the  only  direction  in  which 
they  were  limited.  Having  regard  to  the 
clauses  that  the  Government  had  either 
proposed  or  had  agreed  to  insert,  they 
would  be  limited  in  their  powers  unless 
something  was  provided  in  respect  to 
slaughter  houses.  The  provisions  of 
Sections  278  to  286  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tion of  slaughtering.  The  first  one  pro- 
vided that  the  Commissioners — that  was 
to  say,  the  representatives  of  the  district 
oonmiittee  -—  might  licence  slaughter- 
houses and  make  bye-laws  for  their  re- 
gulation. Section  284  provided  that  if 
the  Commissioners  provided  slaug;jbter- 
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houses  no  other  places  were  to  be  used 
for  the  purpose.  Altboagh  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  ftpplied  to  tho  smallest 
burgh  i«  Scotland,  he  did  not  imagine 
that  under  the  provision  of  this  clausse 
any  populous  pJaee  would  be  formed  in  a 
district  that  wa^s  not  larger  thau  some  of 
the  existing  burghs.  He  thought  it  wa^* 
most  desirable  that  provision  should  he 
made  for  the  regulation  of  public  slaughter- 
houses that  otherwise  might  become  a 
puljllc  nuisauce.  If  the  Government 
objected  to  .Sect ion  284  he  had  no  wish 
to  press  it,  if  they  would  agree  to  the 
others. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  29^  line 
^40,  after  the  word  "  them,"  to  insert  the 

**  The  provitling  and  regulation  of  f^laaghtcr 
im^lliieB  within  the  8{Tecml  district  and  the  atiop- 
lioa  for  Fuch  purpose  of  the  provkions  cou- 
tahied  in  sections  two  humired  and  seventy 
eight  iG  two  hundred  and  eighty-«ix  of  The 
Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1892;'— (J/r.  li^^n- 
jthau\) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  worda 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  J.  B,  BALFOUR  said,  this  was 
rather  a  serious  proposal,  because  if  a 
body  possessed  so  much  of  the  urbau 
character  as  to  provide  slanghter-houses  it 
would  naturally  become  a  police  burgh. 
The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  give  areas — 
80  far  urban  in  their  character,  but  which 
might  iuchulea  considerable  rural  district 
— certaio  facilities  in  the  way  of  lighting 
and  cleansing,  aud  so  forth.  It  would  be 
a  serious  matter,  according  to  tho  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill,  to  set  up  slaughter- 
houses, because  the  ctFect  of  that  would 
be  that  within  a  diameter  of  four  miles 
no  one  else  could  set  up  a  slaughter- 
house, and  no  one  could  kill  Leasts  ex- 
cept for  his  own  consumption.  He  had 
heard  strong  complaints  against  such  a 
aone  being  drawn  round  even  police 
burghs,  60  that  a  man  could  not  kill 
a  pig  and  sell  it,  though  he  lived 
in  the  country.  If  there  was  txy  be  a 
provision  for  slaughter-houses  there  would 
require  to  be  some  greater  protection 
given  to  individuals  in  the  neighbourhood 
than  there  was  here, 

Mr.  REN8HAW  said,  he  had  no 
desire  to  press  the  Amendment  if  the 
Government  would  see  fit  to  adopt  the 
other  provisions. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Jfn  Rtiuhaw 


Mr.  maxwell  moved,  in  p«go  30. 
line  24,  at  end,  to  insert — 

*•  (3)  Wittiin  ten  days  after  the  date  of  such 
resolution,  it  shall  be  comp*»tont  for  any  penoa 
IntoreAtai  to  appeal  the  resolution   to 

the     Sheriff,    and  fl*    not    being   a 

Sheriff  Substitute  r-  bin  the  district, 

miiy  either  ftppmvf  ive  of  such  reso- 

lution, and,  if  he  d:    _  thereof,  he  may 

either  iind  that  no  ^iiecitil  district  ahall  be 
fonuetlf  or  mt\y  enlarge  or  limit  the  special  diiK 
triet  ais  defined  by  the  reaolutioa  of  the  district 
committor,  or  may  find  that  a  special  tlistricr. 
shall  he  fonnerl,  and  may  define  the  limita 
thereof,  and  tlie  dc<::isian  of  the  Sheriff  shall  be 
binding  upon  the  district  committee,  aud  f»hftU 
be  iiiml  except  where  it  U  pronoune^d  by  a 
Hherift  Hubstitutc,  tn  which  coho  it  may  be  Ap* 
penlai  to  the  Sheriff/* 

He  Eiaid^,  that  a  very  im|K)rt!iot  change 
was  made  in  the  Local  Government  Act. 
Under  the  Act  an  appeal  was  p^iven  to 
any  five  ratepayers  tn  any  district  com- 
mittee, but  in  thi^  matter  the  tieeisiou  of 
the  district  committee  was  made  ^nal, 
aud  no  appeal  was  allowe<l  either  to  the 
County  Council  or  the  Sheriff*  He  be- 
lieved it  to  be  most  desirable  there  should 
be  an  appeal  to  some  other  anthonty.  In 
the  ease  where  there  was  a  diviaiou 
of  opinion  as  to  whether  a  special  dis- 
trict should  be  formed  or  uot^  he  thought 
the  minority  ought  to  have  the  right  of 
appeal  to  some  other  authority  iu  order 
to  havo  tho  matter  fairly  tested.  The 
Lord  Advocate  must  be  aware  that  in  tho 
formation  of  special  draiuag:e  districts 
very  important  questions  came  before  the 
Sheriff  regarding  the  timtts  of  the  district. 
For  example,  a  village  might  have  a 
farm  house  in  the  outskirts,  and  the 
question  might  arise  whether  that  house, 
and  if  so  how  much  land  along  with  it,  waa 
to  be  ineUuled  within  the  district,  and  h 
question  of  that  kind  sliould  not  be  left 
to  the  decision  of  the  district  committee, 
it  being  a  question  that  would  affect  the 
rate  aud  the  extent  of  area  to  be 
rated  for  a  special  purjwse.  In  a  case  of 
that  kind  an  appeal  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  the  Sheriff',  or,  if  the  Governmeot 
preferred  it^  to  the  County  Council, 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  page  30,  lino 
24,  after  the  word  "Council,"  to  insert, 
as  a  new  sub-section,  the  words — 

**  (30  Within  ten  days  after  the  date  of  such 
resolution,  it  shall  be  competent  for  any  per- 
lion  interested  t^o  appeal  against  the  resolution 
to  the  Sherifl,  and  the  Sheriff,  not  being  a 
Sheriff  Substitute  resident  within  the  district, 
may  either  approve  or  di  sap  prove  of  such 
resolution,  ana,  if  he  disapproves  thereof,  he 
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may  cither  find  that  no  special  district  shall  be 
fomiL'd,  or  may  enlarge  or  limit  the  special  dis- 
trict as  dcfiaed  by  the  rerfulutioa  of  the  dtatriet 
committee,  op  may  find  that  a  special  distriot 
«httll  be  formed/ and  may  define  the  limits 
thereof ,  and  the  decisioa  of  the  Sheriff  fihall  be 
binding  upon  the  disitnut  committee,  and  eliall 
be  final  except  where  it  is  pronounced  by  a 
Sheriff  Substitute^  in  which  case  it  may  be  ap- 
pealed to  the  Sheriff."— (xV/i'.  Ma^it^aU.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  ioserted." 


Sir  G,  TREVELYAN  thought  the 
proper  ttiithoritj  for  deeidlug  admiaistra- 
tive  mutters  was  the  admiui^trative 
authority  which  bad  been  elected  by  the 
commutilty.  The  Sheriff,  it  was  quite 
true,  ia  Scotland  was  not  merely  a 
judicial  officer,  and  he  (Sir  G.  Treveiyan) 
would  be  the  first  to  admit  that  the 
Sheriff^  whea  ordered  to  inquire  into  a 
question  which  partook  of  admin istratioti, 
brought  to  bear  upou  it  something  of 
the  qualities  of  an  administrator  as  well 
as  of  a  Judge  ;  but  the  authority  which 
was  really  competent  to  decide  upon  the 
needs  of  a  district  was  the  authority 
which  was  the  representative  of  the  dis- 
trict. The  district  committee  under  the 
Bill  would  be  a  purely  representative 
body,  and  would  be  large  enough  to  be 
free  from  any  mere  local  feeling  ;  there- 
fore, it  would  be  an  admirable  court  of 
appeal  for  all  the  purposes  required  under 
the  Aet,  He  could  not  imagine  how 
there  could  arise  any  question  of  indi- 
vidual iujustice  in  the  formatiou  of  a 
special  district  that  would  require  the 
interference  of  a  legal  officer. 

C  A  p  T  A I  \  H  O  PE  very  gren  tly  regretted 
the  attitude  the  Government  had  taken 
up  o«  this  question.  Speaking  >vith 
eoofliderable  experieuce  of  the  working 
of  district  committees,  he  could  not  but 
feel  it  would  be  ailvantageous  to  the  in- 
habitants of  a  locality  if  they  saw  grave 
reason  to  object  to  the  limit  proposed,  to 
have  some  opportunity  of  getting  those 
limits  revised  and  looked  into  by  an  in- 
dependent authority.  He  w^as  quite 
aware  that  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  great  objection  to  the  Sheriff;  but 
he  did  not  believe  that  was  a  generally 
accepted  feeling  in  Scotland,  because  he 
found  that  the  Sheriff!^'  decision!^  were 
looked  up  to  as  being  very  satisfactory^ 
as  a  rule,  and  founded  on  a  satisfactory 
badis.  It  might  be  that  the  particular 
administrative  authority  was  the  repre^ 
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sentative  authority  ;  but  a  representative 
authority   was  not  necessarily  infallible, 
and  a  representative  committee  or  coun- 
cil might  fall  into  error  just  the  same  as 
any  other  person  or   botly.     He  thought 
It  was  very  desirable   there   should    be 
some  check  placed  upon   the  representa- 
tive authority,  and   he  could  not  see  any 
check  that  was  better  than   the  proposal 
of  his  hoti.  Friend  opposite.     He  had  the 
opinion  that  if  a  scheme  would  not  stand 
the  extra  examination  of  a  local  inquiry 
anil  an  appeal  before  a  SheriflF,  it  was 
not  a  scheme  that  ought  to  be  considered 
satisfactory  for  the  general  management 
of  the  district,  and  he  could  not  see  that  any 
decision  adverse  to  the  opiuion  of  the  dis* 
trict  committee  would  be  in  any  -way  such 
as  would  be  objectionable  from  any  point 
of  view  of  administration.    He  thought  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage,  to  a  district 
committee  to  know   there  was  this  right 
of  appeal  in  these  matters  as  well  as  there 
was  in  regard  to  other  matters  in  large 
districts*     He  did  not  suppose  it  was  any 
use  expressing  the  hope  that  tlio  Govern- 
ment would    reconsider   their   decision  ; 
but  he  wished  to  impress  upon  them  the 
proposal  was  one  that  was  most  reMOU* 
able,  and  would  be  eo  accepted. 


Question  put,  aud  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan^  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  30,  line  42,  after  '*  enlarged,"  in- 
sert *'  or  altered." 

•Mu.  HOZTER  moved,  in  page  31, 
line  10,  to  leave  out  "ninepence/*  and 
insert  **8iscpeuce."  He  said  that,  in  the 
Interests  of  the  unfortunate  ratepayers  of 
Scotland,  who  would  be  very  heavily 
taxed  when  this  Bill  became  law,  he 
wished  to  make  the  special  district  rate 
6^1.  instead  of  9d.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North-East  Lanark  (Mr.  D. 
Crawford)  complained  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  having  called  certain 
parishes  of  Scotland  twopenny-halfpenny 
parishes.  He  would  give  his  hon.  Frietid 
this  consolation  :  that  there  would  be  no 
twopenny-halfpenny  parishes  in  future, 
for  under  this  Act  they  would  become,  at 
the  very  least,  sixpenny  parishes — that 
was  to  say,  the  rates  would  be  increased 
by  6d,,  the  amount  of  the  special  rate. 
He  thought  that  was  bad  enough,  and  it 
was,  thanks  to  their  putting  a  limit  ou 
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tbe  rating  powers  of  the  Parish  Council, 
that  tlie  rate  was  limited  to  Gd.  But 
he  still  more  objected  to  the  idea  of 
certain  parishes  becoming  one-aud- three- 
penny parishes — that  was  to  say,  having  to 
pay  ninepence  of  a  special  district  rate 
in  addition  to  the  additional  sixpence, 
and  he  was  certain  that  a  good  many 
would  rather  be  twopenny-halfpenny 
than  either  sixpenny,  or,  still  worse, 
one  -  and  -  threepenny  parishes.  What 
he  wanted  to  know  in  connection 
with  this  Amendment  was,  What  was 
the  view  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  rates  ?  It  was  all  very  well  to  bring 
forward  two  different  arguments  on  the 
same  subject,  as  the  Government  had 
done  on  the  rate  question,  but  he  would 
remind  the  Government  that  Govern- 
ments, like  individuals,  if  they  tried  to 
ride  on  two^  horses  at  once,  were  rather 
apt  to  split  up.  The  original  argu- 
ment of  the  Government  was  that  it  was 
quite  unnecessary  to  fix  any  limit  to  the 
rating  power,  because,  as  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  said,  the  Parochial 
Boards  of  Scotland  were  so  extremely 
economical  that  they  would  be  horrified 
if  6d.  was  dangled  before  them  as  the 
limit  to  which  they  might  possibly  go. 
But  the  Government,  when  they  got  a 
little  further  on  in  the  Bill,  developed  a 
new  argument,  aud  told  them  they  need 
not  be  afraid  of  any  extravagance  being 
put  into  the  Bill  because,  after  all,  they 
must  remember  the  rate  was,  thanks  to 
the  Opposition,  limited  to  6d.  ;  and 
that  the  6d.,  though  it  would  very  often 
be  reached,  could  not  be  exceeded. 
The  argument  used  at  the  present  mo- 
ment was — There  is  a  6d.  limit,  and  they 
could  only  cut  their  coat  according  to 
their  cloth.  He  would  remind  his  hon. 
Friend  that  that  saying  certainly  implied 
cutting  up  the  whole  of  the  cloth  in  order 
to  make  the  coat,  and  he  was  very  much 
afraid  that  the  whole  of  the  6d.  would 
invariably  be  used,  and  in  the  special 
districts  it  would  be  worked  up  to  as 
much  as  Is.  dd.  in  the  £1,  so  that,  in- 
stead of  having  twopenny-halfpenny 
parishes,  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  D.  Craw- 
ford) took  exception,  they  would 
have  sixpenny  and  one-and-threepenny 
parishes  in  consequence  of  this  Bill 
alone,  to  say   nothing  of   all   the  ofii 


rates.      The     Secretary    for 
Mr,  Hozier 
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constantly  referred  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  Grand  Committee  upstairs.  He 
(Mr.  Hozier)  had  no  admiration  for  the 
Grand  Committee,  and  he  must  confess 
the  most  unpleasant  hours  he  had  spent 
in  connection  with  his  Parliamentary 
duties  were  spent  in  that  close  and 
stuffy  room  upstairs,  which  was  really 
unfit  for  human  habitation.  But  even 
supposing  that  the  Scottish  Committee 
was  as  infallible  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pretended  it  was — ^for  in 
his  heart  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  think  so — this  question  was 
not  settled  at  all  by  the  Committee. 
On  the  24th  of  July  there  were  two 
Divisions  on  the  subject,  the  first  being 
on  the  question  whether  there  should  be 
a  limit  for  the  special  district  rate  or  not^ 
when  31  voted  in  favour  of  and  11 
against  a  limit,  and  the  second  on  the 
question  whether  the  Ihnit  should  be  dd. 
or  9d.  He  confessed  that  he  felt 
very  strongly  in  favour  of  the  limit  o£ 
dd.,  but  he  now  offered  6d.  as  a  com- 
promise in  the  interests  of  the  very  un- 
fortunate ratepayers  of  Scotland. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  31,  line 
10,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  ninepence,'* 
and  insert  the  word  "sixpence." — (Mr, 
Hozier,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  ninepence  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill.** 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  My  hon. 
Friend  has  described  with  great  accuracy 
the  proceedings  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  This  clause,  which  has 
been  added  to  the  Bill  with  universal 
consent  and  satisfaction,  I  think,  is  bj 
many  persons  considered  to  be  so  valuable 
as  to  compensate  for  the  loss  which  I 
think  it  is  pretty  generally  admitted 
local  administration  has  sustained  by  our 
not  having  had  time  to  go  through  all 
the  provisions  of  the  sixth  part  of  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  objec- 
tion in  any  part  of  Scotland  to  the  pro- 
vision of  these  special  districts,  and  I 
think  they  will  be  of  benefit  wherever 
they  are  wanted  without  being  disadvan- 
tageous anywhere.  They  are  intended 
for  purposes  which  are  not  dealt  with  by 
Parish  Councils,  but  which  will  contri- 
bute very  largely  to  the  comfort,  con- 
venience, and  civilisation  of  the  inhabi- 
tants.   The  main  subjects  covered  are 
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*%hting,  aoaveoging,  and  the  proviiion 
of  baths  and  wagh-hoases.  It  is  quite 
Evident  that  it  would  be  mocking  the 
country  to  permit  districts  of  that  kind  to 
be  created  aod  at  the  same  time  not  to 
give  them  a  reasonable  limit  of  expense 
within  which  their  operations  might  be 
OoaduGted.  These  are  not  mere  Pariah 
Doncil  districts  like  thoBe  in  the 
"^English  Bill.  They  are  important  «maH 
centres  which  are  to  be  equipped  with 
flomething  of  an  nvXmn  equipment,  and 
which  must,  therefore,  expect  to  provide 
•omething  solid  in  the  way  of  payment. 
8ome  hon.  Friends  of  mine  i^ooBider  the 
9d,  limit  to  be  far  too  narrow.  I  think 
it  a  very  important  thing  to  have  a  limit 
to  begin  with,  Half-a-crown  is  the  limit 
for  a  special  district  which  can  undertake 
drainage  and  waterworks,  and  6d.  is,  I 
think,  the  limit  of  the  public  health 
expenditure  outside,  Ninepence  appears 
to  be  a  very  good  working  sum  within 
which  the  com  para  t  i  vely  moderate  services 
eontemplated  might  be  carried  out.  One 
thing  the  Government  must  object  to  is 
pass  a  clause  which  would  appear  to 
of  very  great  advantage  to  the  com- 
munity, and  at  the  same  time  to  unduly 
I  limit  the  expenditure.  Less  than  a  9d. 
\%%  the  Government  could  not  consent  to 
ocept, 

Mr,  COCHRANE  said,  he  could  not 
understand   tlie  right   hon,  Genlleman's 
statement,  that  these  districts  would  not 
^mece.**sarily  be  Parish  Council    districii?, 
^Bwhen  the  clause  provided  that  it  should 
^V'  be  lawful  for  a  Parish   Council  or  for 
^flwo  or  more  Parish   Councils,"  &c.     He 
Agreed  with   the  right    hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  was  very  desirable  that  the  clause 
should   be  accepted  by  as  many  districts 
^^a.^  possible,  but   he  thought  a  6d.  rate 
^Vlras  quite  sufficient  to   cover  the  duties 
^nhat  would  have  to   be   performed.       In 
^Hkis  speech  on  the  Second  Reading  the 
^^ight   hon.  Gentleman   said  that  even  a 
4d.  or   a  3d.  rate    would   be   so  extreme 
l^lhat   It   would   frighten    the   people    of 
^pBeotland   if    it    were  suggested.       The 
'      right   hon.    Gentleman,    however,     was 
oow,  without  any  explanation,  support- 
'^Dg  a  rate  which  was   more   than  double 
that  which  he  formerly  regarded  as   ex- 
essive.      If  a  rate  of  6d.  whs  enough  to 
provide  for  recreation  grounds  and  the 
purchase  of  land  for  workmen's  dwell- 
ings, halls,  and    meeting  places,  &c.,  it 


was  surely  enough  to  provide  for  scA* 
venging  and  removal  of  dust.  In  rural 
parishes  many  public  baths  were  not 
needed,  as  there  might  be  some  con- 
venient burn  in  which  a  good  deal  of  the 
washing  was  done.  The  rate  imposed 
under  the  Public  Health  Act  of  1867 
was  Is.  3d.  in  some  cases,  and  in  othera 
only  3d.  The  Act  was  amended  in 
1871  so  as  to  enable  a  28.  6d-  rate  to  be 
imposed,  and  it  was  again  amended  in 
1891,  when  it  was  provided  that  the 
County  Council  might  levy  a  public 
water  rate  which  was  not  to  exceed  3d. 
It  really  seemed  to  him  that  under  these 
circumstances  a  Bd.  rate  would  be  snfll* 
cient  for  the  purposes  of  this  clause.  He 
thought  it  would  be  vQTf  advantageous 
if  the  clause  were  widely  adopted,  but 
It  might  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  opposi- 
tion,'especially  if  people  were  informed 
that  tbey  could  be  rated  at  9d,  in  the  £1* 
It  would  be  wiser  to  begin  with  a  rate 
of  6d.,  and  if  that  did  not  prove  sufficient 
it  would  not  be  difficult  to  increase  it 
afterwards.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Dr.  M  ACGREGOR  :  May  I  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  cleanliness  is  next 
to  godliness,  and  that  to  object  to  the 
washing  and  cleaning  of  villagers— 

Mr,  COCHRANE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  entirely  mistaken  what  I  said,  I 
submitted  that  6d.  was  sufficient  to  pro- 
vide for  such  purposes,  and  I  said  I  was 
very  anxious  that  the  various  parishes 
should  avail  themselves  of  these  powers. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR:  Well,  if  the 
Parish  Council  can  provide  the^e  things 
with  a  rate  of  6d.  in  the  £1,  you  mAy 
depend  upon  it  that  they  will  not  assess 
themselves  anv  higher. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Government,  in  adhering  to  the 
limit  of  9d.,  had  taken  a  wise  and 
prudent  course.  He  admitted  that  when 
he  submitted  to  the  Committee  upstairs 
that  the  rate  should  be  fixed  at  9d.,  he 
did  so  under  somewhat  hurried  circum- 
stances, the  question  having  come  upou 
the  Committee  by  stirprise.  He  had 
since,  however,  taken  the  opportunity  of 
consulting  those  who  were  far  better  able 
to  form  an  opinion  than  he  was,  and  he 
fouml  that  they  confirmed  the  opinion 
that  9d.  was  not  too  high  a  rate  for  the 
purposes  and  objects  proposed  in  the 
clause. 
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s  Queetion  put, 

^*  The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  108  ; 
Noes  30,— (Divifiion  List,  No,  237.) 

Ameodraent  proposed,  in  page  31,  line 
10,  after  the  word  "  poand,"  to  insert  the 
words 

**on  the  animal  value  r>f  the  lands  and 
heritages  within  the  special  district  as  asoer^ 
tained  for  tlie  purposea  uf  The  Poor  Law  (Soot- 
Huid)  Act,  1846."— (5<r  O.  IVevet^an,) 

Questiou  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/' 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said,  this  Amend- 
ment practically  made  the  rate  6d.,  as  it 
was  on  the  poor  rate,  which  had  the 
dedtictioDs  of  25  to  30  per  ceui, 

•Mr,  HOZIER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  ought  to  know  that  these  deduc- 
tions on  classiiicatioD  varied  in  ditiPereut 
parishes. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Treveltan, 
the  following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to:— 

Pag©  31,  line  15,  after  **rate,"  insert 
**  (including  any  special  district  rate)." 

Line  22,  leave  out  "  in  any  parish,*' 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  31,  line 
43,  at  end,  add — 

•*  Upon  the  formation  of  a  special  lighting 
district,  under  the  provisions  of  this  section,  it 
sball  be  lawful  for  the  dintrict  committee  to 
adopt  The  Borghs  Gas  Supply  (Scotland) 
Act,  1876,  and}  in  the  application  of  that  Act, 
the  expression  *  burgh'  shall  be  construed  to 
mean  special  lighting  district,  *  Oommissioners ' 
Town  Council,  and  *  Commissioners  of  Police  * 
to  mean  district  committee, and  ^ elector^  and 
*  ratepayer  *  to  mean  a  person  registered  as  a 
county  elector,  the  subject  of  whose  qualifica- 
tion is  situated  within  the  s|x^da]  lighting  dis- 
trict."—((7<ipttf*«  Sinclair.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 


•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOuR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment as  it  stood,  as  there  were  several 
provisions  in  the  Gas  Act  of  1876  as  to 
borrowing,  &c.,  which  were  not  consis- 
tent with  the  Bill.  If  an  Amendment 
were  proposed  in  a  limited  form,  so  that 
this  difficulty  was  met,  the  Government 
would  be  willing  to  consider  it. 

Amendment^  by  leave,  withdrawn* 
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On  Motion  of  Mr,  D.  Ckawforb,  the 

following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 
Page  32,  line  3,  after  **  burgh,"  insert 
"each     police     district     formed     under 
SecUon  58  of  The  Police  Act,  1857 •" 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevblyax,  the 

following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Line  5,  leave  out  '*  sixty-two,"  and 
insert  "  forty-five," 

Ou  Motion  of  Mr.  D.  Crawfoed,  the 

following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Lino  16,  after  the  second  **of,"  insert 
*'  police  district  formed  under  Section  58 
of  the  Police  Act,  18o7," 

Ou  Motion  of  Sir  G,  Trevelyan,  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Line  18,  leave  out  "sixty-two,"  and 
insert  **  forty-four." 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  D.  Crawford,  the 

following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Line  18,  leave  out  **  sixty -two,"  and 
insert  *'  forty -four." 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G,  Trevelyan,  the 

following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Clause  47,  page  32,  line  28,  leave  out 
from  "parish,"  to  "before,"  in  line  33> 
and  insert — 

*' shall  hiive  effect  for  all  purposes  whether 
County  Council,  Justice,  Sheriff,  Militia, 
Parochial  Boani,  Parish  Council^  School  Board, 
Local  Authority f  or  other ^  aave  as  hereinafter 
providetl," 

Line  35,  after  "  concerned,**  insert^ — 

*Vandf  upon  the  application  of  any  one  or  more 
of  such  authorities,  »hall  cause  a  local  inquiry 
in  terms  of  the  principal  Act  to  be  held/' 

Line  39,  leave  out  "  thereafter,"  and 
insert — 

**  after  the  expiry  of  not  less  than  forty  daya 
from  the  date  of  the  publication  of  the  pro- 
posed order  in  ITic  JCdinhurgh  Gazette  finally.*' 

Amendment    proposed,    in    page   32^ 
line  rlO,  to    leave  out   the  words  "and 
provided  further  that,"  and  insert — 
*'and  such  order  ^i^'  *^  rTcafter  have  effect  as 
if  cnacttxl  by    i  unless  or  until  re* 

vokcd  or  moditiL       ^  _H|uent  order  in  terms 

of  this  section." — iJSiT  </.  Trevtlyan,} 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  a 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr-  WALLACE  said,  he  would  like^_ 
to    have    some    explanation    of    tb69i 
Amendments.     The  matter  excited  so 
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attention  irt  the  Committee,  and  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleraao  gave  a  sort  of 
pledge  that  he  would  make  some  modifi- 
catioa  upon  the  part  that  was  connected, 
at  all  events,  with  the  subject  of  finality, 
fio  that  the  order  should  have  the  effect 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  The  clause 
fiboald  take,  because  last  Saturday  the 
AmeDdmouts  they  put  down  were  totally 
different  from,  iudeed  the  opposite  of, 
the  Amendments  which  the  Secret-ary 
for  Scotland  had  just  moved.  Lai^t 
Saturday  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  the  order 
should  not  he  final,  bnt  the  present 
Amendments  were  to  the  opposite  effect. 
On   Mouday  a  change  seemed   to  have 


come   over   the   spirit    of    their  dream. 
These  two  proposals  were  diametrically 
opposite  to  each  other.     He  had   grejit 
respect  for  the  decisious  of  the   Scottish 
Grand  Committee,  but  he  did  not  think 
they  could  express  '*  Yes  '*  and  "  No  *'  at 
the  same  time.     His  object  in  rising  was 
not  to  taunt  the  Government  with  their 
apparent  vacillations  and  contradictions. 
Those  were  accidents  that  must  happen 
in  all   well-regulated   GovernmcntH,  but 
he  wished  to  understand  the  exact  mean- 
iog  of  their  last  proposal.     As  he  under- 
stood it,  the  Order  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  to  have  effect  as  if  enacted  by 
Parliament,  unless    or   until  revoked  or 
modified  by  subsequent  Order  in  the  terms 
of  the  section.     Pie  did  not  quite  see  how 
the   proposal   was    to   work,  reading   it 
grammatically.     What  he    thought    the 
Government  meant  was  this — that  if,  on 
reflecting  on  the  first  Order  they  found  it 
would    be    advisable  to    have  a    totally 
different  Order,  they  were  to  make  a  new 
Order  which    should  imve  effect    as    if 
enacted  by  Parliament.     If  that  was  the 
meaning  he  thought  it  was  a  considerable 
improvement  upon  the  clause  originally 
proponed.     In  the  former  proposal  there 
was  no  provision  for  the  Secretary    for 
Scotland  changing   his  mind,  and    they 
were   now   enacting    that    capacity   fnV 
mutability    in     legislative    phraseology. 
He  congratulated  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  a  proposal  of  that  description. 
He   thought  it    would    be    exceedingly 
useful    in    the    history  of  Scotch  local 
affairs.     He  should  be  glad  to  learn  from 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  whether  he  had 
correctly  defined  the  meaning  which  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  adum- 
brate in  the  last  proposal  he  had  made. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  this  un- 
doubtedly was  a  yery  important  clauBO, 
aod  it  was  easy  to  amend  it  without 
altering  the  words  so  much.  In  the 
course  of  the  Debates  that  took  place  in 
the  Grand  Committee  he  made  one  very 
strong  statement  and  two  promises.  The 
strong  statement  was  that,  in  order  to 
enable  parishes  in  Scotland  to  be  grouped 
cheaply  and  readily,  they  should  not  be 
obliged  to  go  through  the  form  of  carry- 
ing a  Provisional  Order  through  Parlia- 
ment. The  two  promises  that  he  made 
were,  that  if  a  parish  objected  there 
should  be  a  public  inqwrry,  and,  in  the 
next  place,  that  the  words  tliat  the  Order 
should  be  final  and  have  the  efiect  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament  should  be  modified  by 
some  such  words  as 

"  aniens  or  until  revoked  or  modified  by  sub* 
sequent  Order  in  terms  of  this  iection." 

Hon.  Members  would  find  that  this  clause 
as  amended  by  the  Government  exactly 
carried  out  those  promises.  It  was  quite 
true  that  some  provisions  of  another  sort 
did  appear  ou  the  Paper  ;  but  those  pro- 
visions were  due  to  one  of  those 
mistakes  which  in  arranging  the 
Amendments  to  a  Bill  of  this  sort 
must  occasionally  occur.  He  gave 
directions  that  the  clause  should  be 
amended  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
mises he  made  upstairs,  but  the  proceed- 
ings not  having  been  studied  with  suffi- 
cient accuracy,  the  provisions  were  put 
dowu  on  the  Paper  to  which  bis  hon. 
Friend  had  made  reference.  Directly  he 
saw  the  words  ho  recognised  that  they 
did  not  quite  iwscurately  meet  his  pro- 
mises, and  accordingly  he  had  them 
altered  to  the  present  shape* 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  TiiEVELYAN, 
the  following  Amendment  was  agreed 
to; — Page  33,  line  1,  after  "  Board, '^ 
insert- — 

"  An  On\pt  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
nniler  the  powers  conferred  bj  Section  61  of 
the  principal  Act  of  this  gectioa  may,  without 
prejudice  to  the  generality  of  the  aforesaid 
powers,  provide  for  all  or  any  of  the  matters 
sjieciiiefl  in  BubnaecHon  6  of  Bection  49  of  the 
piDDcipal  Act." 

Mr.  RENSriAW  moved,  in  page  33, 
line  I,  after  **  Board,"  uisert? — 
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**  Providecl  that  if  within  one  month  after  the 
publication  of  the  Order  in  The  Edinhurgh 
Oasette  any  of  the  authorities  affected  by  the 
Order  Petition  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to 
cause  the  Order  to  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
and  such  Petition  is  not  withdrawn,  or  if  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  recommends  that  the 
Order  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament,  the  Order 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  Provisional  Order,  and 
shall  be  of  no  eilect  unless  confirmed  by  Par- 
liament." 

He  said  that  the  insertion  of  this  pro- 
vision would  be  a  guarantee  to  the 
Public  Authorities,  who  also  had  set  in 
motion  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in 
respect  to  any  matter  raised  under 
Section  51  of  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1889,  that  in  the  event 
of  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land not  being  in  accordance  with  what 
they  considered  it  should  be,  thej  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  getting  it  pub- 
licly reviewed.  It  was  only  on  the  re- 
presentation of  a  County  Council  or  a 
Town  Council  that  the  machinery  of 
Section  51  could  be  set  in  motion,  and  it 
did  seem  to  him  that  a  County  Council 
or  Town  Council  would  hesitate  very 
much  before  they  sought  to  set  in  motion 
such  enormous  powers  as  the  clause  in 
this  Bill  proposed  to  place  in  the  hands 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  He, 
therefore,  proposed  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  33, 
line  1,  after  the  last  Amendment,  to  in- 
sert the  words, — 

**  Provided  that  if  within  one  month  after  the 
publication  of  the  Order  in  The  Edinburgh 
Gazette  any  of  the  authorities  affected  by  the 
Order  Petition  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to 
cause  the  Order  to  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
and  such  Petition  is  not  withdrawn,  or  if  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  recommends  that  the 
Order  Khali  be  laid  before  Parliament,  the 
Order  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  Provisional 
Order,  and  shall  be  of  no  effect  unless  confirmed 
by  Parliament." — (J/r.  Ben^haw.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  R.  WALLACE  said,  he  did  not 
receive  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
any  indication  of  whether  he  had  cor- 
rectly guessed  the  meaning  of  the  clause, 
and,  therefore,  he  really  was  not  quite 
certain  whether  the  new  clause  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed  would  have 
the  effect  which  he  hoped  it  might  have, 
of  to  a  certain  extent  modifying  the 
extremely  great  powers  he  had  taken 
himself  in  this  Bill  in  Scotch  affairs,  am 

Mr,  lienshaw 


therefore,  as  at  present  advised,  he  must, 
say  he  should  like  to  have  the  security  or 
something  like  the  security  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  accidentally  and 
unintentionally  put  before  them  in  the 
Saturday's  edition  of  the  Amendments  to 
the  Bill.  What  cheok  had  they  upon 
the  action  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
unless  the  matter  was  to  come  before 
Parliament,  and  Parliament  was  to  have 
the  power  to  deal  with  it  ?  The  only 
check  they  had  at  present  against  any 
unwise  action  on  the  part  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  was,  he  presumed,  to 
move  a  reduction  of  his  salary  in  this 
House.  But  they  knew  that  the  oppor- 
tunities for  making  such  Motions  were 
exceedingly  scarce,  and  occurred  at  a 
season  when  Parliament  was  in  very 
small  attendance,  and  everybody  was 
anxious  to  get  away.  He  had  been  eight 
years  in  that  House  ;  he  had  seen  the 
action  of  both  sides  of  the  House,  when 
in  power,  in  connection  with  the  Estimates, 
and  the  conclusion  he  had  formed  was 
that  the  officialism  of  the  Government, 
moved  by  the  invisible  officialism  which 
was  often  more  powerful  than  the 
Treasury  Bench,  desired  to  escape  the 
criticism  of  Parliament  on  the  matters 
of  the  Estimates.  All  the  years 
he  had  been  in  Parliament  the 
Estimates  had  been  rapidly  scamped. 
The  opportunities  for  discussing  them 
were  exceedingly  unfavourable  and 
sufficiently  few,  and  he  did  not  think  a 
sufficient  check  was  provided  in  the  Bill, 
upon  the  action  of  Secretaries  for  Scot- 
land in  these  matters.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  he  was  responsible  to  Par- 
liament, but  if  Parliament  was  denied  the 
opportunity  of  making  him  responsible — 
he  was  practically  an  autocrat.  He 
should  be  glad  of  some  such  additional 
check  upon  the  action  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  as  was  provided  in  the 
Secretary's  unintended  clause.  In  the 
absence  of  such  security,  and  as  matters 
stood,  he  was  inclined  to  support  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite. 

Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  they  now 
came  to  the  really  critical  question  in  this 
clause — namely,  whether  they  were  to 
have  a  Provisional  Order  or  not  in  order 
to  enable  parishes  in  Scotland  to  be 
divided.  He  asked  the  House  to  hesitate 
before  it  insisted  on  the  Provisional  Order. 
Since  this  question  of  Parish  Councils  had 
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been  before  the  House  there  bad  beeu  no 
subject  upon  which  such  general  interest 
had    been  »hown    in    every    quarter  of 
Scotlaud  aB  the  sort  of  hope  there  waa  in 
parahea  aud  burghs  that  the  anomalous 
Arrtngemouts   of  the   different    parishes 
one  with  auotber  might  be  corrected  by 
some  possible   process.     What   was  the 
process  at  preseot  ?  The  Count)'  Conocil 
or  Burgh  Council   had  to  apply   to  the 
j  Secretary  for  Scotlaud,  and  the  Secretary 
^for  Scotland   had    to   carry  through  the 
process     under   the    shadow    of  a    Pro- 
H^Tisiooai    Order    the    expense    of  which 
^Beould   not  possibly   be  faced  by  a  poor 
^Vporish.     His   firm    impression    was    that 
^P  the  majority  of  tbe    Scotch   comraunitiea 
'       and  their  Representatives  were  in  favour 
of    some    cheaper     mode     of     carrviug 
throngh    this    object*     Could    tbe    hon. 
Member  seriously  think  that  he   (Sir   G. 
Trevelyan)    or     aoy     other     Secretary 
for    Scotland    could    have  any  possible 
object  in   putting  arbitrary  powers  into 
I^Ufofce  io  order  to  unite  this  or  that  parish 
^Bor  this  or  that  portion  of  a  parish  ?  His  lion. 
^^Friend    himself   proposed    in   this    Bill, 
^^witbout    any     inquiry     whatever^     with 
I^Uotbiug  except  tbe  arbitrary  section  of 
^Hr  Parliamentary  Act,  to    umte  all  the 
^^karishes  of  Edinburgh — that  was  to  Bay, 
^B^t  tbe  wish  of  one  of  six  parishes  to  unite 
to    it    five    reluctant    parishes.      These 
^^five  parisbea  ob joe  ted,  and  yet  they  were 
^Hk<j  be   united  without  being  heard.     He 
^Hiad    felt  that  there   were  certain  objec- 
^Kious  to  the  clause  as  it  first  appeared, 
^^md   that   there  were  certain  safeguards 
that  ought  to  be  inserted — the  iafeguard 
of  a  public  inquiry,  and  the  safeguard  of 
the     decision      not     being    irrevocable. 
These       bad     been     inserted,    aud      he 
bought      it    woukl  be     a    great    diaap- 
oiotment   to  the  parishes  of  Scotland  if 
Hey   were  thrown   back  ou   the  difficult 
BDsive — to    most  of   them,   tbe 
-wletbod   of    obtaining    Pro- 
isional    Orders     before     such    change 
:>ald  be  made  in  this  matter. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  the 

llowing  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Page  33,    line   2,    after    **  repealed,'* 
Bert — 

An<l  tbe  siid  section  shall  l>eread  as  if  for 
the  words  *  coimty  burg^h  or  ptirfsh,*  f>ccumDg^ 
ia  proTiao  Qi)  thereof,  there  were  substitutts.! 


h 


the  words  'count;  '  ^'h  ;*  and  the  words 
*tim   Act/    in  i    (^)    of    the    said 

jsection, and  in  secv-.  iio.  i..utity*fiTe  and  ninety- 
six  of  the  principal  Act,  shjill  be  construes!  r4 
meaning  *th*j  Local  Qovcmroent  (Scotland) 
Acts,  * " 

Line  4,  leave  out  "eleventh/*  and  in* 
sert  "fifteenth/* 

Line  4,  leave  out  **  December,**  and  in- 
sert "  May." 

Line  5,  leave  out  **  uinety-faur>"  wid 

insert  "  ninety/^ 

Line  9,  leave  on t  **  eleventh,  "  and   in* 
Bert  **  fifteenth.' 

Line    9,    leave  our.   ^^  iJocemDer/'   and 
insert  *'  May." 

Line  10,  leave  out  "ninety-four/*  a od 
insert  "  ninety*" 

Dk,  MACGREGOK  moved,  in  page 
34,  line  1S»  ftlt^r  *'  passed,  **  to  inaert^ — 

"  except  In  the  case  of  me<lical  officers^  who 
shall  not  be  liable  to  diamiasal  without  the 
light  of  appeal  to  the  Board." 

He  said  h^  moved  thiii  Amendment  in  the 
Committee  upstairs,  and  though  he  was 
defeated  there  by  only  a  small  majority 
he  had  no  intention  of  troubling  the 
House  on  Report  with  thie  question 
again,  and  should  not  have  done  so 
except  for  the  fact  that  only  this  morning 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  a  well- 
known  medical  officer  in  Scotland  com- 
plaining that  he  had  beeu  dismissed,  after 
20  years'  service,  without  knowing  the 
reason  for  his  dismissal.  He  thought 
they  should  put  the  medical  officer 
ou  a  par  with  the  Inspector  of  Poor  and 
other  officials,  who  were  not  removable 
without  appeal  to  the  Central  Board, 
which  at  present  was  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision. He  wishoil  to  protect  them 
against  capricious  or  unjustifiable  re- 
mo  vaK  The  present  Board  of  Super- 
vision were  in  favour  of  this  proposal, 
for  [q  reply  to  an  inquiry  tbey  wrote  that 
in  the  public  interest  and  iu  tbe  interest 
of  the  medical  officers  they  would  be  glad 
if  those  officers  were  not  subject  to 
capricious  and  unjustifiable  dismissal* 
Tlie  proposal  was  a  fair  and  reasonable 
one,  and  he  could  see  no  grounds  upon 
which  the  Government  could  decline  to 
a<j(*cde  to  it.  He  therefore  proposed  tho 
Amendment. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  34,  line 
18,  after  the  word  **  passed,"  to  insert 
the  words 

"except  in  the  case  of  medical  fMxs/er^  who 
thaU  not  be  liable  to  dismiBBal  without  the  right 
of  appeal  to  the  Board/* — (2>r.  Ma^Oregt^r.') 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  iuserted.'* 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN,  whilst  re- 
cognising  that  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Supervision  should  receive  its 
due  weigh tj  said  that  they  must  con- 
sider this  question  on  its  merits, 
and  likewise  in  coanection  with  the 
time  at  which  it  wa^i  brought  forward. 
He  must  own  that  he  was  rather  pre- 
possessed against  this  proposal  to  limit 
the  powers  of  the  new  Parish  Councils 
as  compared  with  the  powers  possessed 
bj  the  present  Parochial  Boards*  This 
power  was  possessed  bj  the  Parochial 
Boards,  and  he  must  saj  he  thought  the 
Parish  Councils  would  equall/ judicious Jy 
exercise  the  power.  The  proposal  of  his 
hoD.  Friend,  he  had  no  doubt,  would 
meet  with  great  acceptance  in  his  own 
profession,  and  likewise  among  all  who 
were  friends  of  that  profession*  But 
there  was  something  to  be  said  on  the 
other  side.  With  regard  to  the  Inspector 
of  the  Poor  and  the  Medical  Health 
Officer  of  a  great  district,  he  had  admiu* 
istrative  work  to  perform^  and  it  was 
comparatively  easy  to  see  whether  that 
administrative  work  was  done  properly 
or  not.  If  he  failed  in  doing  it  it  was 
comparatively  easy  for  the  County 
Council,  which  employed  the  one,  or  the 
Parochial  Board,  which  employed  the 
other^  to  bring  a  specific  cotn plaint  to 
the  Board  of  Supervision  and  ask  them 
to  remove  the  officer.  Bnt  it  was  not 
quite  the  same  thing  with  regard  to  the 
Medical  Officer  who  attended  the  poor 
of  the  district.  It  might  very  well  be 
that  the  Board  were  acquainted  with 
certain  things  about  these  officials  which 
might  not  be  the  subject  of  a  definite 
charge  that  they  were  careless,  lazy, 
difficult  to  get  on  with,  or  with  some- 
thing against  their  characters »  It  would 
be  a  very  serious  burden  to  lay  upon  the 
Parish  Council  to  say  that  they  should 
not  be  able  to  transfer  the  care  of  the 
poor  of  their  district  from  one  medical 
man  to  another  without   formulating  a 


specific  complaint  against  him  to  the  De^ 
partment.      Take  the  case  of  a  school- 
master. It  would  be  very  hard  if  they  were 
unable  in  the   la.«t  resort  to  get  rid  of 
a    man    whom    they    found    it    utterly^ 
impossible     to    get    on    with,    or   whc 
had      something      against      him     detri* 
mental    to    his  character.      If  a  apecfic 
complaint      had       to      be      formulated 
to  a  tribunal  sitting  in  Edinburgh,  there 
might  be   an    appeal   to    London.      He 
aympathised  to  some  extent  with  tbeob-. 
ject  of  his  hon*  Friend,  but  he  was  no'  ^ 
prepared,  at  this  time,  to  make  so  great^ 
a  change  in  the  Poor  Law  of  Scotland, 
and  least  of  all  was  he  prepared  to  make* 
it  at  a  time  when  they  were  transferriDg^i 
the  duty  of  supervising  the  care  of  the 
poor  to  a  new  body. 

Mr.  GRAHAM  MURRAY  said,  that 
if  the  Amendment  was  agreetl  to  it  would 
not  take  away  the  power  of  dismissal 
from  the  Parish  Council,  but  only  the 
power  of  dismissing  an  official  capri- 
ciously. The  effiact  would  be  to  get 
better  class  of  medical  men  by  giving^ 
them  some  security  of  tenure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  reasons  some- 
times existed  which  could  not  be  ex- 
pressed, but  that  was  simply  alleging  the 
old  objection — 

*•  1  .lo  not  like  thee,  Doctor  Fell, 
The  reason  whj  I  cannot  tell/' 

— alwavs  a  very  bad  reason  indeed. 

Mr. 'COCHRANE  said,  the  medical 
officer  was  to  a  large  extent  the  servant, 
and  under  the  direction,  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  it  was  only  fair, 
therefore,  that  he  should  have  the  right 
of  appeal  to  the  Board*  The  right  hon*  ^ 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
said  the  School  Boards  had  such  a  power 
of  dismissal  ;  but  that  was  a  mistake,  for 
there  was  an  appeal — at  any  rate,  provi- 
sion was  made  preventing  frivolous  dis- 
missals. He  submitted  that  it  would  be 
most  improper  for  medical  officers  to  be 
dismissed  on  hearsay  complaints,  and  he 
felt  sure  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  not  permit  it,  though  no  doubt  if 
a  medical  man  were  careless  they  would 
dismiss  him.  A  SanitJiry  Inspector 
could  not  be  so  dismissed.  Under  the 
Public  Health  Act  the  Board  had  power 
to  make  regulations,  and  medical  officers 
were  obliged  to  send  in  Reports  from 
time  to  time.  The  medical  officer  of  a 
parish  might  incur  a  certain  amount  of 
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odmm  ID  carrying  out  the  Regulations, 
and  there  were  many  reasons  why 
medical  officers  Bhould  be  placed  in  at 
least  the  same  position  as  Poor  and 
Sanitary  Inspectors  in  this  respect.  No 
structural  alteration  would  be  made  in 
the  Bill  by  this  Amendment,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  same  class  of  men  would 
not  be  obtained  if  they  were  liable  to 
dismissal  at  a  moment^s  notice. 

Mr.  W,  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
supported  thc^  Araendraeot  as  a  valuable 
provision  in  favour  of  medical  officers, 
an  important  class  of  the  community, 
who  would  be  dealt  with  probably  in  a 
Local  Government  measure  for  Ireland 
next  Session*  Medical  officers  under 
this  kind  of  supervision  might  sometimes 
meet  with  very  bad  treatment,  and  it  was 
quite  necessary,  therefore,  that  a  right  of 
appeal  should  bo  given* 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Aves  $6  ;  Noes 
97.— (Division  List,  No,  228.) 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  moved  an 
Amendment  providing  that  in  matters 
relative  to  Poor  Law  administration  the 
Poor  Inspector  should  act  as  Clerk  of 
the  Council.  It  had  been  considered 
that  Parish  Clerks  should  be  enabled  to 
appoint  clerks  other  than  the  Poor 
Inspector,  betja use  many  new  duties  were 
imposed  under  this  Act,  but  it  would 
certainly  be  very  unfortunate  if  the  work 
of  the  Department  for  the  atlrainistration 
of  the  Poor  Law  were  changed  from 
what  it  had  been  hitherto.  So  far  the 
Poor  Inspectors  had  acted  as  clerks,  had 
kept  the  books  and  had  been  in  touch 
with  the  Board  of  Supervision,  as  they 
would  now  be  with  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board.  That  arrangement  had 
worked  well,  and  it  would  be  a  pity  if  it 
ehould  be  dislocated.  Inspectors  of  the 
Poor  in  Scotland  should  have  the  same 
rights  as  officials  in  that  position  in 
England  and  Ireland.  It  seemed  very 
hard  that  their  future  should  not  be 
assured  to  them  as  in  the  Sister  Coun- 
tries when  they  had  done  their  duty,  and 
should  not  be  turned  off  in  a  round-about 
way.  At  present  they  could  not  be  dis- 
miBsed  without  the  consent  of  the  Board 
ol  Supervii^ion,  but  under  this  clause  they 
might  be  put  to  other  duties  and  their 
position    made    unbearable,     He,    there- 
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fore,  put  the  Amendment  on  two  grounds  : 
first,  the  necessity  of  keeping  these 
officials  to  the  work  of  the  Poor  Law 
Department ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  was 
the  only  way  of  pi-oteetiug  them  against 
dismissa!  in  a  way  not  contemplatetl  by 
the  Act. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  34,  line 
21,  after  the  word  '*  CounciV*  to  insert 
the  words — 

**  Provitle<l  always,  that  in  relation  to  all 
matters  relating  to'  the  Poor  Law  aiiministra- 
tionthe  Inspector  of  Poor  shall  act  a*  Clerk  to 
the  Council/' — {Mr,  Grahmn  Murray.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/* 

•Mr*  J.  B.  BALFOUR  suggested  that 
perhaps  the  same  object  might  be  attained 
by  varying  the  phraseology  without 
making  an  affirmative  declaration  that 
the  Inspectors  should  do  a  particular 
cJass  of  work*  He  quite  agreed  that 
safeguards  should  be  provided  that  these 
officials  should  not  be  put  to  an  inferior 
class  of  work,  so  as  by  a  sort  of  side- 
wind to  procure  their  dismissal  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind.  He  hoped  to  pro- 
pose a  better  form  of  phraseology  to 
carry  out  that  object,  but  that  would  be 
a  matter  for  arrangement. 

Mr,  graham  MURRAY  said,  that 
if  consideration  were  given  to  the  point 
he  was  willing  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

*Mr.  HOZIER  said,  he  was  much  di»-. 
appointed  that  no  provision  would  b©» 
raatle  for  the  superannuation  and  com- 
pensation of  offieiali^,  but  he  was  glad  to 
note  this  slight  concesaion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  34,  line 
21,  after  the  word  **  Council,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

*•  Provided  that,  if  the  services  of  any  ofScer 
are  dispensed  with  uniter  the  provi?ions  of  this 
sub-section,  the  Parish  CoimciJ,  with  the  con» 
Bent  of  the  Boards  may  grant  compeiiBation  to 
such  olficer." — {^Mr.  Jkn^ier.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  G.  TEEVELTANf 
the  following  Ameudments  were  agreed 
to  :— 

Page  35,  Hue  16,  after  *'that,'*  insert 
*'if  not  inconsistent  with  the  context/* 
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Line  17,  leave  out  ^^this  Act  the 
principal  Act/'  and  insert  *Hhe  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Acts." 

Line  20,  leave  out  from  "1892"  to 
end  of  sub-section,  and  insert  "  has  the 
meaning  assigned  to  it  in  The  Burgh 
Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1892." 

Line  24,  after  **  local  Act,"  insert — 

**The  expression  'municipal  register'  in- 
cludes the  register  of  voters  for  the  election  in 
a  police  burgh  of  Burgh  Commissioners." 

"  The  expressions » municipal  election/ '  muni- 
cipal  electors,'  and  'municipal  wards' include 
the  election  of  Burgh  Commibsionevin  a  police 
hurgh,  the  voters  at,  and  the  wards  constituted 
for,  such  election  respectively." 

Line  26,  after  "  parish,"  insert — 
'*  means  a  parish    quoad   oinilia  which  is  at 
the   passing  of  this  Act  or  may  hereafter  be 
constituted  a  separate  parish  for  the  purposes 
dt  settlement  and  relief  of  the  poor,  and." 

Line  30,  after  "  burgh,"  insert — 
^*and     the    expression      'landward     parish* 
means  a  parish  no  part  of  which  is  comprised 
within  the  boundaries  of  a  burgh." 

Page  36,  line  3,  after  the  second 
"burgh,"  insert  "and  shall  include  the 
burgh  of  Coatbridge." 

Page  36,  leave  out  lines  4  and  5. 

Clause  57,  page  38,  line  34,  after 
**  ninety-five,"  insert — 

*'and  shall  ,be  summoned  by  the  Inspector 
of  Poor  in  the  manner  provided  by  Sub-section 
2.  of  Section  17  of  this  Act." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  appealed  to 
the  House  to  allow  the  Third  Reading 
to  be  taken. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Sir  G.  Trevelyan,) 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  was 
very  glad  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
thanking  most  sincerely  and  from  his 
heart,  first  the  Scottish  Members  for 
having  given  such  very  great  and  con- 
tinuous pains  to  make  the  Bill  a  measure 
worthy  of  Scotland,  and  next  the  House 
generally,  for  having  during  the  two  days 
the  Bill  had  been  under  consideration  on 
Report  discussed  the  measure  in  a  friendly 
and,  considering  the  time  expended  upon 
it,  a  most  efficient  manner.  He  believed 
there  seldom  had  been  a  measure  dis- 
cussed in  a  fairer  spirit  from  first  to  last, 
and  he  was  quite  certain  that  the  result 
would  show  itself  in  every  clause  of  the 
Bill.     It  was  a  Bill  which  represented 


the  real  opinion  of  Seottish  Members 
upon  Scottish  interests ;  it  established 
local  centres  of  self-government  all  over 
Scotland,  which  would  be  able  to  carry 
out  those  objects  which  by  common  eon- 
sent  were  agreed  upon  as  proper  subjects, 
and  as  time  went  on  these  powers  of  self- 
government  would,  no  doubt,  be  extended 
to  other  matters,  which,  in  their  turn, 
might  come  forward. 

Mb.  RENSHAW  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would,  between  the  present 
time  and  the  time  the  Bill  would  be  con- 
sidered in  the  House  of  Lords,  reconsider 
their  decision  as  to  audit,  so  as  to  devise 
a  plan  of  central  audit  which  would  be 
generally  acceptable.  He  looked  npoa 
the  proposed  system  of  audit  as  one  of 
the  blots  of  the  Bill.  There  was  another 
matter  on  which  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  them  some  assurance. 
He  urged  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
to  give  them  an  assurance  that  some  of 
the  important  clauses  in  Part  YI.,  which 
were  dropped  for  want  of  time,  would  be 
introduced  in  another  Bill  next  Session. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC    BILL. 
(No.  166.) 


COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  the  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

•SirA.ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  moved, 
in  page  1,  line  5,  after  '^  have,"  insert 
"  either  alone  or  jointly  with  any  other 
Railway  Company  or  Companies."  The 
clause  as  it  stood  enabled  traders  to  have 
excessive  rates,  but  in  the  case  of  a  single 
Company  only,  remedied  by  an  appeal 
to  the  Railway  Commissioners.  But  as 
through  rates  were  even  more  important, 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  pro- 
vide that  the  power  of  revision  should  ex- 
tend to  a  rate  made  by  or  on  behalf  of 
two  or  more  Companies  jointly,  as  well  as 
to  a  rate  made  by  a  single  Company.  The 
Bill  was  not  all  that  might  be  desired  ;  bnt 
as  it  might  be  made  the  basis  of  future 
useful  rdforms,  he  would  not  waste  a  single 
word  at  that  hour  of  the  night  in 
delaying  its  progress  through  Committee. 


637        Railway  and  Canal      {10  August  1894} 


Traffic  bill. 


688 


He  would,  therefore,  content  himself  with 
moving  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

5,  after  the  word  "  have,"  to  insert  the 
words  '^  either  alone  or  jointly  with  any 
other  Railway  Company  or  Companies." 
—{Sir  A.  Rollit.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brtce,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
Like  my  hon.  Friend,  I  do  not  desire  to 
waste  any  time.  I  will  therefore  only 
say  that  this  Amendment  is  a  reason- 
able and  a  proper  one,  and  I  am  glad  to 
accept  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•Sib  a.  ROLLIT  moved  to  insert,  in 
page  1,  line  6,  after  *'  ninety-two,"  the 
words  *'  directly  or  indirectly."  He  said 
that  the  object  of  the  Amendment  was 
specially  to  meet  two  classes  of  cases. 
The  first  was  that  in  which  the  rate  was 
indirectly  increased  by  the  Company 
ceasing  to  carry  a  large  customary  quan- 
tity, say  21  cwt.  to  the  ton,  and  only 
carrying  20  cwt.  The  second  was  that  in 
which  onerous  conditions  were  imposed 
in  owaers'-risk  notes,  amounting  some- 
times pecuniarily  to,  say,  10  per  cent,  by 
way  of  extra  insurance.  His  words,  if 
inserted,  would  secure  that  the  rates  in 
those  two  instances  should  not  be  ex- 
cessive but  reasonable. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

6,  after  the  words  "  ninety-two,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  directly  or  indirectly." — 
{Sir  A.  RolliL) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  diere  inserted." 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  We  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  D.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) moved,  in  page  1,  line  9,  after 
"the,**  to  msert  "increase  of  the."  It 
was  a  verbal  Amendment  with  the  object 
of  clearing  up  the  meaning  of  the  clause, 
which  was  admitted  on  all  hands  to  be 
obscure.  Different  constructions  had 
been  pot  upon  the  words  of  the  olause,  as 
they  itood^  by  high,  le^  authorities ; 


and  the  Amendment,  which  had  been 
agreed  to  by  both  sides  in  the  contro- 
versy, would  give  effect  to  the  intention 
of  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  which 
the  Bill  was  founded. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  9, 
after  the  words  "  the,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  increase  of  the."  —  {Mr,  Z>. 
Plunket.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mb.  BURNIE  (Swansea,  Town)  said, 
he  regretted  that  he  must  oppose  the 
Amendment.  He  thought  the  Bill  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  remain  in  the  form  in 
which  it  was  presented  to  the  House. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
prohibit  traders  from  challenging  the 
reasonableness  of  any  rate,  and  limiting 
them  to  the  right  to  appeal  only  against 
the  increase  of  the  rate  since  December 
31,  1892.  The  Committee  should  bear 
in  mind  that  when,  in  January,  1893, 
the  Railway  Companies  increased  their 
rates,  an  agitation  sprang  up  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  country  in 
consequence  of  the  injury  to  trade  and 
agriculture  brought  about  by  the  increased 
rates.  A  Select  Committee,  of  which  he 
had  had  the  privilege  of  being  a  Member, 
sat  for  some  months  considering  the 
subject ;  and  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
laid  before  that  Committee  on  behalf  of 
the  traders  and  agriculturists  was  in  favour 
of  having  restored  to  them  what  they  lost 
by  the  Act  of  1888.  When  that  Act  was 
passed  and  the  Provisional  Orders  which 
followed  it  came  into  force  the  traders 
found  that  they  had  not  only  been  mulcted 
with  the  legalisation  of  terminal  charges, 
but  had  been  deprived  of  one  of  their  most 
important  defences  against  extravagant 
rates — namely,  their  right  to  challenge 
the  whole  of  the  rates  of  the  Railway 
Companies  on  the  ground  of  unreason- 
ableness. By  leaving  the  Bill  as  the 
Government  introduced  it  the  traders 
would  be  restored  to  their  old  position 
with  respect  to  any  rates  increased  by 
the  Railway  Companies  after  1892, 
because  they  would  have  the  opportunity 
of  challenging  the  reasonableness  of  the 
whole  of  such  rates,  and  not  merely  ^e 
increases  in  them.  He  regretted  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northaipptonshire  had 
withdrawn  his  earlier  Amendments,  the 
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object  of  which  was  to  put  the  traders  on 
this  point  into  tb©  position  which  they 
occupied  hefore  the  Acts  of  18H8,  He 
asked  hon*  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  use  their  efforts  to  restore  to 
the  traders  this  right,  which,  with  other 
valuable  privileges,  the  traders  lost  by 
the  legislation  of  the  late  GovemmenL 
If  the  Amendment  were  carried  it 
would  spoil  any  good  that  was  in  the 
Bill ;  the  traders  would  look  npou  the 
Bill  as  of  no  value  at  alL  What  would 
happen,  if  the  BiH  passed  amended  In 
that  way,  was  that  a  newer  and  a  stronger 
fitrnggie  on  the  part  of  the  traders  against 
the  railway  rates  would  arise,  for  it  was 
impossible  that  the  traders  could  sit  down 
quietly  under  such  a  Bill. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
that  though  he  agreed  with  some  of  the 
remarks  of  the  last  speaker,  he  should 
certainly  under  the  circumstances  counsel 
the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment.  From 
the  point  of  view  of  the  traders  this  Bill 
could  only  be  accepted  as  an  instalment 
of  justice.  He  agreed  that  the  traders 
had  a  right  to  ex|>ect  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  taken  Hteps  to 
restore  to  them  the  right  which  was 
inadvertently  lost  by  the  Act  of  1888 — 
namely  I  the  right  to  attack  all  rates  with 
regard  to  reasonableness.  But  it  was 
quite  clear,  he  thought,  that  if  they 
attempted  to  find  a  remedy  for  all  the 
evils  that  traders  suflTercd  from,  it  would 
be  impoasible  to  get  a  Bill  on  this  subject 
through  the  House  this  Session  ;  and  the 
question  for  the  traders  and  for  the 
House  was  whether  they  would  accept 
an  imperfect  Bill  or  none  at  all.  The 
interpretation  of  the  Bill  as  framed  would, 
he  thought,  be  of  an  uncertain  character, 
and  it  was  of  doubtful  advantage  to  the 
traders  to  give  them  a  clause  of  uncertain 
meaning.  At  the  same  time,  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  Amendment  proposed 
to  put  the  Ruilway  Companies'  interpre- 
tation upon  the  ambiguous  words  of  the 
clause.  He  thought,  however,  that  under 
the  circumstances  the  traders  ought  to 
be  advised  to  accept  the  Bill,  lame  and 
halting  though  it  was  with  the  suggested 
Amendment.  The  Railway  Companies 
had  got  their  heels  upon  the  traders. 
Many  traders  thought  the  country  had 
kept  back  the  difference  between  the 
rates  of  1892  and  1893,  and  there  was 
no  doubt  that  if  some  relief  was  not  given 
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they  would  have  the  Railway  Companies 

pressing  for  the  extra  amount  of  rate«. 
That  was  a  hardship  to  which  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  leave  the  traders  exposed  ; 
and  he  thought,  therefore,  it  was  better  to 
accept  the  Bill  eveo  with  the  Amend* 
ment,  recording  at  the  same  time  a  protest 
against  its  insufficiency. 

•Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
£.)  said,  that  although  he  agreett 
with  many  of  the  remarks  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston, 
be  rather  supported  the  view  of 
the  previous  speaker,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Swansea  Town.  He 
wished  at  once  to  say  that  some  of 
the  remarks  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  did  not  quit.e  accurately  repre- 
sent the  position  taken  up  by  some 
Members,  including  himself,  who  had 
taken  part  in  tlie  conferences  with 
the  Railway  Companies  and  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  this  question*  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bear 
him  out  in  saying  that  at  the  confer- 
ence which  took  place  between  the 
representatives  of  the  traders  and  the 
Railway  Companies  he  expressly  dis- 
claimed acceptance  of  this  Amendment^ 
and  he  disclaimed  acceptance  of  it  at  the 
private  meeting  of  traders  which  con- 
sidered the  matter.  He  regretted  that 
the  Government  had  not  afforded  time  to 
discuss  the  present  Bill  fairly,  and  in 
such  a  way  that  the  issues  involved  in 
the  Amendment  could  be  thoroughlj' 
threshed  out  before  the  House.  He  did 
not  tbiuk  anyone  could  doubt  that  the 
Amendment,  which  wad  a  concession  to 
the  Railway  Companies,  would  have  been 
rejected  by  the  House  by  a  considerable 
majority  if  the  House  had  time  to  deal 
uith  it.  But  the  House  was  now  in  the 
position  that  it  could  not  reject  the  Bill 
as  it  stood.  Undoubtedly  there  was  a 
feeling  amongst  many  classes  of  traders 
in  the  country  as  to  the  risk  of  pressure 
from  the  Railway  Companies  with  regard 
to  outstanding  accounts.  Personally,  he 
thought  that  alarm  a  delusion.  He 
believed  that  if  the  traders  only  showed 
fight  and  a  determination  to  see  the 
matter  out  with  the  Railway  Companies, 
the  Companies  w^ould  not  venture  to  preas 
their  claims,  and  a  very  much  stronger  Bill 
might  be  passed  next  year.  But  coo* 
fining  himself  strictly  to  the  Amendmetity 
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ilia  objectioa  to  it  was  that,  as  everyone 
oo  the  Committee  last  jear  must  know, 
the  whole  argument  of  the  Hallway 
Companies  eeemed  to  he  the  argument  of 
recoupment.  Therefore,  if  the  func- 
tions of  the  Railway  Commissioners 
were  limited  to  increases  in  rates  added 
since  1892,  the  Railway  Companies  would 
be  iu  the  position  to  go  before  the  Com- 
missioners and  argue  that,  hecause  cer- 
tain rates  had  heon  cut  down,  they 
had  &  right  to  make  increases  iu  other 
rates.  That  would  place  the  traders  in 
a  most  serious  position,  hecause  they 
would  be  precluded  from  dealing  fully 
with  the  question  of  increases  and  how 
they  arose,  and  the  power  to  oht^iin  the 
analyai'^  of  a  rate  would  help  little  if  there 
was  no  jurisdiction  as  to  the  whole  of  the 
rate  and  its  component  part.^*  He  ob- 
jected to  the  Amendment,  as  he  objected 
to  the  whole  of  the  first  clause,  because 
it  seemed  to  him  that  it  most  effectually 
aanctioned  the  rate^  of  1892.  The  posi- 
tion of  the  traders  all  along  was,  that 
a  very  large  proportion  of  those  rates 
were  not  reasonable,  and  otight  to  be 
altered  ;  and  the  Commissiouers  should 
be  in  a  position  to  deal  fully  with  those 
rates.  To  say  that  the  rates  prevailing 
before  1892  were  unchallengahle  was 
most  unfair  to  the  traders.  It  was  a  very 
serious  blunder  ;  and  a  blunder  which  the 
Goveroment  might  have  to  rectify  in  the 
near  future. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  some  of 
the  Irish  Railway  Companies  went  on 
increasing  many  of  their  rates  to  an 
enormous  extent,  and  gave  as  a  justifica- 
tion for  doing  so  the  fact  that,  the  Bill 
of  1892  having  cut  down  Jiiome  of  their 
charges,  they  were  obliged  to  increase 
tho^e  that  did  tiot  come  within  the  scope 
of  thin  Bill  so  as  to  compensate  for  the 
reduction.  Practically,  therefore,  the 
Bill  of  1892  was  inoperative.  He  did 
not  see  what  was  the  use  of  introducing 
Amendments  which  they  had  really  no 
time  to  consider,  and  ho  would  as  soon 
have  no  Bill  at  all  as  have  one  that  was 
cut  about  in  that  way,  and  practically 
iraiueleas.  Those  who  wished  to  see 
railway  rates  reduced  had  better  make 
up  their  minds  to  have  the  Bill,  and  no- 
thing but  the  Bill. 

Mb*  BRYCE  saidt  ha  joined  in  the 
regret  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Channing), 


that  the  House  had  not  had  more  time 
to  deal  witik  the  Bill.  Ho  should  have 
been  glad,  and  the  Government  would 
have  been  glad,  if  it  had  been  possible  to 
give  a  little  longer  lime  to  the  measure, 
but  in  their  dilHcult  position  they  had 
had  to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  pass  such  a  measure  as  it  was 
possible  to  pass  rather  than  allow  the 
matter  to  stand  over  altogether  for  an- 
other year.  The  boo.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  had  had  considerable 
experience  In  these  matters,  and  had 
formetl  a  pretty  sound  estimate  of  the 
situation.  He  knew  that  looking  for 
the  Bill  of  next  year  was  like  lookiug  for 
the  snow  of  last  winter.  The  bird  they 
had  iu  the  hand  now  might  be  a  small 
one,  but  it  was  better  thau  the  bird  in 
the  bush  of  next  year.  Still,  it  would 
not  bo  lo  the  benetit  of  the  traders  of  the 
country  that  they  should  pass  a  measure 
of  uncertain  construction,  and  unless  it 
wes  cleared  up  in  certain  particulars  by 
Amendments^  a  great  deal  of  litigation 
would  result.  When  the  principal 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  had  been 
added,  the  Bill  would  be  found  a  very 
useful  measure.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  it  was  limited  lo  its  application,  and ' 
would  not  deal  with  those  rates  that  were 
already  reduced  by  the  Act  of  1892.  It, 
however,  would  give  the  Railway 
Commissioners  the  powers  they  re- 
quired to  enable  them  to  reduce  the 
rates,  which  had  been  increased  since  1892. 
Ho  did  not  think  the  Commissioners 
would  go  behind  the  Act  of  1892  unlei^s 
in  very  exceptional  cases,  which  would 
be  few  in  number,  X^he  Bill  was  founded 
ou  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  last 
year,  which  spoke  about  increase  of  rates, 
and  did  not  go  beyond  that*  It  was 
brought  in  by  his  predecessor  to  carry 
out  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  1892, 
therefore  he  thought  it  would  be  difficult* 
for  the  Hauae  to  refuse  now  to  adhere 
to  the  principle  of  that  Report.  The 
Amendment  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
was  one  which  did  not  suit  everybody, 
but  was  accepted  by  a  large  number  of 
representative  traders.  The  Amendment 
before  them  was  the  same  as  one  he  had 
himself  placed  upon  the  Paper.  He  had, 
before  giving  notice  of  it,  consulted  with 
those  who  were  in  a  position  to  give  the 
boBt  advice  on  the  subject,  and  It  was  irtth 
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the  approval  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Mansion  House  Committee  that  he  had 
decided  to  move.  The  arrangement 
made  was  only  for  the  present  year.  The 
Companies  and  the  traders  had  waived 
objection.  Both  sides  had  made  conces- 
sions, and  were  agreed  that  the  subject 
sliould  be  gone  into  fully  in  some  future 
year.  He  trusted  they  would  not  be  put 
to  the  trouble  of  a  Division. 
•Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  knew 
what  was  the  opinion  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Mansion  House  Association.  He 
only  supported  the  Bill  at  all  so  far  as 
holding  that  it  was  better  than  nothing 
at  all.  It  was  not  the  fact  that  they 
were  satisfied  with  the  measure,  because 
they  were  dissatisfied  with  it ;  nor 
that  they  thought  they  had  been  dealt 
with  fairly,  because  they  considered  that 
they  had  been  dealt  with  very  unfairly. 
He  thought  that  such  an  important 
question  as  this  should  have  received 
more  attention  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  not  have  been  brought  on  at 
the  extreme  end  of  the  Session.  It  was 
only  because  on  the  balance  of  advantages 
that  they  agreed  to  the  passing  of  the 
Bill,  considering  it  better  to  take  what  they 
could  get  at  the  present  moment  than 
leave  the  whole  thing  open. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  72  ; 
Noes  32.— (Division  List,  No.  229.) 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  he  wished  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  compel  Com- 
pauies  to  supply  the  public  with  informa- 
tion as  to  the  standard  rates  of  1892, 
which  were  made  the  basis  of  rates  by 
the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
12,  at  the  end,  add — 
'  *'(2)  Under  and  subject  to  any  Regulations 
which  may  be  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
every  Railway  Company  shall  keep  the  books, 
schedules,  or  other  papers  spedi^ring  all  the 
rates,  charges,  and  conditions  of  transport  in 
use  upon  such  railway  on  the  31st  dav  of 
December,  1892,  open  for  insoection  f^t  its  head 
office,  and  shall  upon  demand  supply  copies  of 
or  extracts  from  such  books,  scnedules,  and 
papers."— (5tr  A.  Rollit.) 

Question,  ^'  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  D.  PLTJNKET    said,   he  would 
move  an  Amendment  the  object  of  which 
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was  to  provide  that  a  trader  who  desired 
to  challenge  the  reasonableness  of  an 
increase  of  rate  made  by  a  Railway 
Company 

''  Shall,  before  or  within  14  days  after  filing 
his  complaint,  pay  to  the  Railway  Company 
such  sum  in  respect  of  any  rate  or  diarge  com- 
plained of  as  would  have  been  payable  by  him 
to  them  bad  the  rate  or  charge  in  force  pre- 
vious to  the  increase  remained  in  force.** 

The  clause  went  on  to  say — 

*'  Any  dispute  as  to  the  amount  so  payable 
shall  be  decided  by  the  Registrar  or  in  such  other 
mode  as  the  Court  or  the  said  ex  oficio  member 
thereof  may  order,  but  such  payment  or 
decision  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  any* 
order  of  the  Court  upon  the  complaint.** 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  after 
line  17,  to  insert — 

"  (4)  Unless  the  Court  shall  otherwise  order,  a 
complainant  to  the  Railway  and  Canal  Commis- 
sioners under  this  section  shall,  before  or 
within  14  days  after  filing  his  complaint,  pay 
to  the  Railway  Company  such  sum  in  respect 
of  any  rates  complained  of  as  would  have  been 
payable  by  him  to  them  had  the  rates  charged 
on  the  last  day  of  December,  1892,  remained  in 
force ;  any  dispute  as  to  the  amount  so  payable 
shall  be  deciaed  by  the  Registrar,  hut  such 
payment  or  decision  shall  be  without  prejudice 
to  any  order  of  the  Court  upon  the  complaint.** 
— (JITr.  J).  Plvnket.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted .'' 

•Mr.  CHANNING  said,  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment  was  fair,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  accepted.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
deut  of  the  Board  of  Trade  how  a  case 
of  this  kind  would  be  dealt  with.  There 
were,  as  they  all  knew,  many  special 
rates,  and  in  the  case  of  a  rate  duly  en- 
tered on  the  .books  under  the  14th  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1873,  would  the 
trader  be  required  to  pay  into  Court 
more  than  the  special  rate  or  the  full 
ordinary  rate  of  1892  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS-B£ACH  said,  the 
wording  of  the  Amendment  would  not  do. 
Instead  of  the  word  ^  rates  ^'  the  words 
^* rates  or  charges"  should  be  used,  as 
in  the  re^t  of  the  Bill.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  that  the  rate  as  it 
stood  before  the  last  day  of  December, 
1892,  should  be  paid.  It  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  that  would  not  apply  to 
cases  of  future  increases  of  rates,  as  the 
rates  might  have  been  lowered. 

Mr.  DODD  said,  he  would  move  an 
Amendment  which  would  come  earlier, 
to  the  effect  that  instead  of  the  unfor- 


645         Congested  Districts        {10  August  1894}     Board  (Ireland)  Bill.    646 

Amendments  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  "rates,"  in 
lines  4  and  5,  to  insert  the  words  "  rates 
and  charges/' 


innate  trader  having  to  p&j  the  rate 
within  the  fixed  time  of  14  days,  the 
Judge  might  at  any  time  after  the  filing 
of  the  complaint  order  the  payment  of 
such  sum  as  would  have  been  payable 
had  the  rates  charged  at  the  end  of  1892 
remained  in  force.  If  this  were  not  done 
the  Companies  having  a  bad  case  might 
defeat  the  case  of  the  complainant  on  tiie 
technical  ground  that  he  had  not  paid 
within  the  prescribed  14  days  the  exact 
amount  due  to  the  Company.  It  would 
often  be  difficult  to  say  what  the  1892 
rate  was.  Traders  might  not  have  sent 
goods  in  1892,  or  there  might  be  a  re- 
bate to  which  they  were  entitled  which 
might  or  might  not  be  allowed. 

Amendments  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  from 
"  (4),"  to  "  any  dispute,"  in  line  6,  and 
insert — 

"  The  Court,  or  the  Judge  who  is  the  ex  officio 
member  thereof,  may  at  any  time  after  the  filing 
of  a  complaint  under  this  section  order  the  com- 
plainant to  pay  to  the  Railway  Company  such 
sum  in  respect  of  any  rates  complained  of  as 
would  have  been  payable  by  him  to  the  Railway 
Company  had  the  rates  charged  on  the  last  day 
of  December,  1892,  remained  in  force." 

Line  7,  after  "  Registrar,"  insert — 

**  or  in  such  other  mode  as  the  Court  or  the  said 
ex  officio  member  thereof  may  order." — (.Vr. 
Dodd.^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendment.*' 

•Sir  A.  ROLLIT  said,  there  was  no 
more  debateable  matter  on  the  Paper  ex- 
cept this.  The  Amendment  could  scarcely 
be  disposed  of  to-night ;  therefore,  he 
would  suggest  that  it  should  be  now 
withdrawn  and  taken  on  Report,  so  that 
the  Bill  could  pass  its  present  stage  to- 
night. 

•Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  would  under- 
take  on  the  part  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies to  accept  the  second  part  of  the 
Amendment  if  the  words  "who  ia  ex  officio 
member  thereof  "  were  omitted. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  the  Grovernment 
would  accept  the  second  part  of  the 
Amendment  if  the  first  part  w^re  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  DODD  said,  he  would  follow  the 
course  suggested. 

Amendments  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

VOL.  XXVIII.  [fourth  series.] 


Amendments  agreed  to. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the 
Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress. 

House  resumed. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  would  ask  that  the 
House  should  again  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  disposing 
of  the  remaining  Amendments,  which 
are  not  controversial,  and  which  will  only 
occupv  us  five  minutes. 

Sir"  M.  hicks-beach  :  I  must 
object  to  the  proposal  on  the  ground  that 
it  would  set  a  most  dangerous  precedent. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  put 
the  Bill  down  as  the  second  Order  on 
Monday  it  will  be  disposed  of  in  half  an 
hour. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

CONGESTED   DISTRICTS   BOARD 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  353.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  J.  Morley,) 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork)  said,  the 
difficnlty  in  connection  with  the  question 
of  the  congested  districts  was  not  the 
want  of  laud  but  the  fact  that  the  land- 
lands  would  only  part  with  it  at  a  very 
extravagant  price.  He  did  not  believe 
any  substantial  progress  would  be  made 
in  the  direction  of  enlarging  holdings  or 
in  the  direction  of  migration  unless  com- 
pulsory powers  were  obtained.  This 
Bill  was  the  second  measure  introduced 
with  a  view  to  extend  the  powers  of 
the  Congested  Districts  Board,  and  yet  it 
only  touched  the  fringe  of  the  whole 
question.  There  was  plenty  of  land 
available  for  the  purposes  of  the  Board 
in  the  West  of  Ireland  ;  but  the  landlords 
were  complete  masters  of  the  situation, 
and  they  could  name  their  own  figures. 
Compulsory  powers  were  therefore 
needed ;    and  there    would   be    nothing 
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revolutionary  in  adding  those  powers  to 
the  Bill*  as  ibey  were  already  exercised 
ill  Scot  laud  under  the  Crofters  Act  ; 
and  in  Ireland,  to  some  extent,  under 
the  Labourers  Acts  ;  and  as  they  wowkl 
be  exerciBed  in  England  under  the 
Parish  Councils  Act.  Of  course,  ho 
did  not  object  to  the  present  Bill.  On 
the  contrary,  he  thought  it  a  s^tep  in 
the  right  direct  ion,  and  that  it  would  be 
useful  as  an  inducement  to  some  land- 
lords to  act  reasonably  towards  the  Con- 
ge»ted  Dintricta  Board,  But  h*^  hoped 
the  Chief  Secretary  wonKl  Ite  ultle  to  tell 
the  House  that  lietweeu  this  aud  next 
Session  lie  would  consider  the  matter, 
and  see  whether  he  couhl  not  agree  with 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  whose 
name  w»s  on  the  back  of  thia  Bill,  on 
some  moderate  compulsory  powers  which 
would  enable  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  to  deal  with  the  social  difficulties 
in  rho^edistricti*. 

Mi£.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  desired  to  point  out  that  the  caj^es 
which  would  he  dealt  with  by  the  Bill 
were  precisely  those  cases  wlinre  the 
security  ol  the  State  was  very  weak. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  release  the  landlord 
from  hb  guarantee,  atid  also  to  abolish 
the  tetiants'  insuniuce  fund.  If  the 
author  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891 
saw  hi:«  way  to  make  those  concessions 
he  did  not  see  why  any  one  should  object  ; 
but  he  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
element  of  security  disappeared  altogether 
from  those  very  holdings  where  the 
security  was  always  weak. 

CuLONEL  NOLAN  said,  the  Con- 
gesteil  Districts  Board  had  an  income 
of  £46,000  a  year,  and  found  it  difficult 
to  get  on  with  it.  He  was  glad  the 
Bill  was  going  to  pass  ;  but  if  the  new 
expeuditure  was  going  to  fall  on  the  in- 
cotue  of  the  Board,  he  thought  that  in- 
come  ought  to  be  substantially  iticreased. 

Mr.  T.  M.  MEALY  (Loutli,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  it  would  be  the  fairest  thing 
if  the  clerks  to  be  appointed  under  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  were  appointed 
by  open  competition  and  not  by  nomina- 
tion. 

Mh,  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Lonth.  In  the  course 
of  inquiries  with  regard  to  the  Bill  he 
had  been  surprised  to  find  that  in  the 
Land  Commission    there    were    appoiut- 

Mr,  W.  O'Brien 


ments  to  ofEc^s  by  uominatioti,  a  course 
which  he  thought  bad  disappeared  frnm 
the  Public  Service.  He  did  not  desire 
any  application  of  that  exploded  prio* 
ciple  in  the  office  of  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board  ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  alao 
disappear  from  the  Laud  Commission,  I& 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  he  wotild  say  that  the  security 
to  the  taxpayers  was  not  aifected  or 
impaired  in  any  way.  In  an  ordinary 
case  they  had  only  the  security  of  an 
individual  laudtonl  aud  an  individual 
tenaat ;  and  surely  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  tiot  detiy  that  the  guarantee  of 
the  Congei*ted  Districts  Board  with  an 
assured  income  was  belter  ?  The  Con* 
gested  Districts  Board  was  not  likely  to 
go  »o  close  to  the  wind  as  to  endanger 
the  security  of  the  liabilities  which  the 
Bill  could  impose  on  them. 

Mh.  T.  W.  UUSSELL  (interposing) 
said,  that  his  point  was  that  if  auylhiug 
was  drawn  from  the  income  of  the  Board 
to  meet  those  liabilities,  it  must  operate 
against  the  other  work  of  the  Board,  anU 
thus  bring  further  ch&ims  on  the  tax- 
payers* 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  that  was 
quite  true  j  l>ut  ihu  security  was  not 
affected  or  impaired  in  any  way,  and  the 
proposal  in  the  Bill  had  the  approval  of 
the  founder  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board.  In  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Mi?mber  for  Cork,  he  agreed  that  the 
fact  that  consideration  of  public  policy 
had  justified  the  iniroduetion  of  com- 
pulsory powers  in  the  Crofters  Act ;  the 
Parish  Councils  Act  aud  the  Irish 
Labourers*  Acts  certainly  took  away 
anything  violent  or  revohitionary  in  the 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend^  that  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  should  have 
compulsory  powers  to  acquire  laud.  But 
the  qu&stiou  of  compulsory  powers  wa^ 
always  attended  with  considerable  con- 
troversy, and  it  would  not  be  poesible  to 
pass  a  measure  containing  those  powers 
ibis  Session.  Ho  was  uow  considering 
the  matter,  but  he  could  not  say  at 
that  moment  whether  he  won  hi  be  aMo 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  it  a» 
early  as  next  Sesslou. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 
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PREVENlioN  OF  CKtJELTT  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL  {Lords], -^(^o,  342.) 

COMMITTEE.      {_Progress,   9th  Augtut.^ 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  said,  a  difficulty  had  arisen  in 
regard  to  the  question  of  age  under 
Clause  2,  and  he  wished  to  ask  whether, 
in  view  of  the  opposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  to  any  amendment 
of  the  Bill,  the  Government  intended  to 
persevere  with  the  measure  ? 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  did  not 
object  to  any  amendment  of  the  Bill  that 
could  be  shown  to  be  necessary  in  order 
to  make  it  a  purely  Consolidation  Bill. 
But  he  objected  to  any  and  every 
Amendment  that  would  make  it  anything 
but  a  Consolidation  Bill. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  his  Amend- 
ment  to  Clause  2  would  come  under  the 
destructive  tendencies  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but,  all  the  same,  he  would 
endeavour  to  push  that  Amendment. 

Sir  J.  RIGtBY  said,  that  this  was 
purely  a  Consolidation  Bill,  and  it  would 
be  a  breach  of  faith  towards  the  House 
if  they  were  to  attempt  to  carry  any  such 
Ajnendment  as  that  which  stood  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne. 
The  frame  of  the  Bill  did  not  alter  the 
law.  They  had  no  authority  to  do  so. 
They  found  there  were  two  Bills  to  be 
amalgamated,  and  they  amalgamated 
them  without  altering  the  law  by  one 
jot  or  tittle. 

ELBMENTAY  EDUCATION  BILL. 
(No.  302.) 

SECOND     READING.      [ADJOURNED 
DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned 
Debate  on  Second  Reading  [11th  July]. 

Objection  being  taken, 

•Mr.  ACLAND  said,  that  as  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  had  been  accepted  by 
the  House  generally,  and  as  he  had 
offered  to  accept  Amendments  in  Com- 
mittee, he  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  allow  the  Second  Reading  to  be 
taken.  He  had  not  heard  of  any  objec- 
tions in  principle  to  the  Bill. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  object  to 
the  Bill  in  principle. 


Mk.  ACLAND:  Then,  if  tbe  night 
hon.  Gentleman  objects  in  principle, 
I  will  ask  to  have  the  Order  discharged 
and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 

Order  discharged.  ' 

Bill  withdrawn. 

TOWN  IMPBOVBMBNTS  (BBTTERMBNT). 
Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to 
the  Lords  to  request  that  their  Lordships 
will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  this 
House  a  Copy  of  the  Report  from  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  by  their 
Lordships  on  Town  Improv^nents 
(Betterment),  with  the  Proceedings  oi 
the  Committee  and  Minutes  of  Evidence  ; 
and  that  the  Clerk  do  carry  the  same.-^ 
(^3fr.  ShaW'Lefevre.) 

MARKl5sra  OF  FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL 
PRODUCE. 
Ordered,  That  a  Message  ^be  sent  to 
the  Lords,  to  request  that  their  Lord- 
ships will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to 
this  House  a  Copy  of  the  Report  from 
the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  their 
Lordships  on  Marking  of  Foreign  and 
Colonial  Produce,  with  the  Proceedings 
of  the  Committee,  and  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence ;  and  that  the  Clerk  do  carry  the 
same. — {Mr,  H.  Gardner,) 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION   BILL  [Lords], 
Read   the   first  time  ;   to  be  read   a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  354.] 

PRIZE  COURTS  BILL  [Lords], 
(No.  311.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
an  Amendment, 

CONCILIATION  (TRADE  DISPUTES)  BILL. 
(No.  125.) 
Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Reading  [23rd  April]  read, 
and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

HOUSING  OP   THE  WORKING    CLASSES 

(BORROWING  POWERS;  BILL. 

(No.  336.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 

without  Amendment ;    read    the    third 

time,  and  passed. 
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CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS   (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— (No.  294.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

COPYHOLD    CONSOLIDATION    BILL 
[Zor<ij?].— (No.  344.) 
.   Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Monday  next. 

CONVENTION    OF    ROYAL    BURGHS 
(SCOTLAND)    ACT  (1879)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  339.) 

Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

POLICE    BURGHS    (sCOTLAND)    HARBOURS 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Graham  Murray,  Bill  to 
enable  Police  Burghs  in  Scotland  to  acquire 
Harbours  existing  within  their  boundaries, 
prderetl  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Graham 
Murray  and  Captain  Hope. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  355.] 

ARMY. 
Copy  presented,— of  General  Annual 
Return  of  the  British  Army  for  1893, 
with  Abstracts  [by  Command]  ;   to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (ROYAL  MILITARY  ACADEMY, 
WOOLWICH). 
Copy   presented, — of  Report    of    the 
Board  of  Visitors  for    1894  [by   Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (ROYAL  MILITARY  COLLEGE, 

SANDHURST). 
Copy   presented, — of    Report    of   the 
Board  of  Visitors   for   1894  [by   Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

NITRO-GLYCERINE  FACTORY, 
WALTHAM  ABBEY. 
Copy  presented, — of  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Explosion,  on  the  7th  May,  1894,  at  the 
Nitro-Glycerine  Factory,  Waltham  Abbey 
[by  Commaud]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BANKING,  RAILWAY,  AND   SHIPPING 

STATISTICS  (IRELAND), 
t    Copy   presented, — of  Report  for  the 
half-year   ended   30th   June,    1894   [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


CITY  OF  LONDON  PAROCHIAL 
CHARITIES. 
Return  ordered,  '^  showing  the  accounts 
of  receipts  and  expenditure  rendered  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners  by  the  Trus- 
tees of  the  City  of  London  Parochial 
Charities  since  the  creation  of  that  body.'* 
—{Mr.  Howell.) 

CHARITABLE  ENDOWMENTS 
(BRADFORD). 
Return  ordered,  "comprising  (1)  the 
Reports  made  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners,  in  the  result  of  an  inquiry  held 
in  every  parish  wholly  or  partly  within 
the  County  Borough  of  Bradford  into 
Endowments,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts,  1853  to 
1891,  and  appropriated  in  whole  or  in 
part  for  the  benefit  of  that  County 
Borough  or  of  any  part  thereof,  together 
with  the  Reports  on  those  Endowments 
of  the  Commissioners  for  Inquiring  con- 
cerning Charities,  1818  to  1837  ;  (2)  a 
Digest  showing  in  the  case  of  each  such 
parish  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what 
such  Endowments  are  recorded  in  the 
books  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in 
the  parish  ;  and  (3)  an  Index,  alpha- 
betically arranged,  of  names  and  places 
mentioned  in  the  Reports."  —  (Mr, 
Francis  Stevenson.) 

CHARITABLE  ENDOWMENTS  (WEST 
RIDING  OF  THE  COUNTY  OF  YORK.) 
Return  ordered,  "comprising  (1)  the 
Reports  made  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, in  the  result  of  an  inquiry  held 
in  every  parish  wholly  or  partly  within 
the  Administrative  County  of  the  West 
Riding  of  York  into  Endowments,  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  the  Charitable 
Trusts  Acts,  1853  to  1891,  and  appro- 
priated in  whole  or  in  part  for  the  benefit 
of  that  County  or  of  any  part  thereof, 
together  with  the  Reports  on  those 
Endownments  of  the  Commissioners  for 
Inquiring  concerning  Charities,  1818  to 
1837  ;  (2)  a  Digest  showing,  in  the  case 
of  each  such  parish,  whether  any,  and,  if 
any,  what  such  Endowments  are  recorded 
in  the  books  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners in  the  parish  ;  and  (3)  an  Index, 
alphabetically  arranged,  of  names  and 
places  mentioned  in  the  Reports." — {Mr. 
Francis  Stevenson.) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Monday^  13th  August  1894, 


Several  Lords — ^took  the  Oath. 

JUDICIAL  COMMITTEE  OF   THE   PRIVY 
COUNCIL. 

MOTION  FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY 
moved, 

*'That  aa  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for  copy  of  the  Report  from  the 
Jadicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  dated 
March  27,  1886 ;  together  with  the  Names  pf 
the  Lords  of  the  Committee  making  the  said 
Report,  and  of  witnesses  examined  and  of 
parties  heard  by  counsel  before  them." 

He  said  :  My  Lords,  I  believe  there  is 
no  objection  to  this  Motion.  By  the 
courtesy  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  I  have  been  able  to  fix 
upon  the  precise  date  of  the  Judgment  I 
have  asked  for. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


CROWN  LANDS  BILL.-<No.  199.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
beby)  :  This  is  a  Bill,  my  Lords,  which 
practically  explains  itself.  It  is  only  to 
give  certain  detailed  facilities  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods,  Forests,  and 
Mines,  founded  on  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  Crown  Revenues  of  1890. 
This  Bill  has  itself  been  sifted  by  a 
Committee  of  that  House  of  1894.  I 
shall  be  happy  to  answer  any  question 
about  it,  but  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
to  go  into  the  details  of  the  scheme. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— {The  Earl  of  Rosebery:) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

VOL.  XXVIII.  [fourth  series.] 


NBW  INLAND  RKVENUB  AFFIDAVITS. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

•The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  asked  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  whether 
copies  of  the  new  Inland  Revenue  affi- 
davits, with  .  the  proposed  schedules, 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
He  said  that,  in  consequence  of  the  new 
and  onerous  obligations  laid  upon  execu- 
tors by  the  new  Finance  Act,  he  thought 
it  desirable  that  publicity  should  be  given 
to  the  Intefrogatories  prepared  for  them 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue. 
The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  shall 
be  quite  prepared  to  lay  them  on  the 
Table  if  the  noble  Duke  will  move  for 
them. 

TENANTS  ARBITRATION  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (No.  203.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Earl  SPENCER,  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading,  said  :  My  Lords,  not 
unfrequently  I  have  had  to  address  your 
Lordships  on  the  difficult  subject  of  Irish 
land.  I  know  that  it  is  not  easy  to  any- 
one in  this  House  to  discuss  the  question, 
more  particularly  to  any  one  of  the  Party 
to  which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong. 
In  approaching  this  subject,  I  desire  to 
avoid  anything  which  would  lead  to 
bitterness  or  ill-feeling.  I  feel  that 
the  Bill  which  I  have  to  introduce  is  one 
which  heals  rather  than  inflicts  wounds, 
and  therefore  I  wish  to  approach  the  sub- 
ject which  I  have  in  hand  in  a  spirit  of 
conciliation.  No  one  who  has  been  in 
this  House,  particularly  those  who  have 
had  to  take  part  in  discussions  on  the 
Irish  Land  Question,  can  avoid  being 
struck  with  this — that  we  cannot  approach 
this  subject  with  any  hope  of  doing 
justice  to  it  if  we  start  from  the  stand- 
point of  English  or  Scotch  land  legisla- 
tion. The  Land  Code  in  Ireland  js 
entirely  different  from  that  which 
prevails  in  those  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  No  doubt  over  30 
years  ago  an  attempt  was  made  to 
legislate  for  Ireland  in  the  sanje  way  as 
England  has  been  legislated  for,  and  to 
extend  the  principle  of  contract  in  Ire- 
land which  has  been,  on  the  whole,  so 
successful    in    England    and    Scotland. 
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But  all  the  great  attempts  which  have 
been  made  to  deal  with  this  question 
since  1870  have  followed  a  different 
course.  Legislation  has  been  framed — 
and  there  has  been  a  necessity  for  it — 
on  the  customs  and  laws  which  prevailed 
in  Ireland.  There  is  another  point  of 
difference  to  which  I  must  refer,  and 
that  is  that  the  industry  of  agriculture  in 
Ireland  has  for  its  surroundings  quite  a 
different  state  of  things  from  that  which 
prevails  in  the  Sister  Country.  Unfor- 
tunately, there  has  been  for  many  years 
past  in  Ireland  a  feeling  of  want  of  con- 
fidence on  the  part  of  the  people  in  the 
laws  which  regulate  that  country  ;  and 
too  often  the  consequence  has  been  that, 
when  unfortunate  differences  have  pre- 
vailed between  landlord  and  tenant,  and 
when  the  landlord  has  had  to  exercise 
his  legal  rights,  agrarian  disturbance  has 
arisen  of  a  very  serious  kind.  I  deplore 
that  state  of  things.  I  wish  that  we 
could  legislate  for  Ireland  as  we  have 
legislated  in  the  past  for  England  and 
Scotland.  I  regret  that  we  are  obliged 
to  make  this  exception  for  various  rea- 
sons— on  account  of  diffeirences  in  the 
original  law,  differences  in  customs,  and 
differences  which  exist  in  the  social  and 
political  condition  of  Ireland.  But  while 
I  regret  that,  I  feel  that  we  have  been 
right  in  the  mode  in  which  we  have 
treated  this  subject,  and  it  is  therefore  for 
this  reason  that  I  must  appeal  to  your  Lord- 
ships most  earnestly  to  look  at  this  question 
not  from  the  English  or  Scotch  point  of 
view,  but  from  the  Irish  point  of  view, 
in  order  to  deal  with  the  difficulties  which 
exist  in  Ireland.  The  legislation  for 
Ireland  has  been  of  two  kinds.  We 
have  had  legislation  of  a  permanent 
character,  and  we  have  also  had  legislation 
of  a  temporary  character.  Legislation 
of  a  permanent  character  is  to  be  found 
in  the  Land  Acts  of  1870,  1881,  and 
1887  ;  and  in  the  Purchase  Acts  of  1885 
and  1891.  Legislation  of  a  temporary 
kind  has  been  found  in  the  Arrears  Act 
of  1882,  in  certain  clauses  of  the  Act  of 
1887,  giving  power  to  revise  judicial 
rents  ;  and  notably  in  a  section  of  the 
Act  of  1891,  to  which  I  shall  have 
presently  to  refer.  At  the  outset  I  wish 
to  say  this  with  regard  to  the  landlords 
of  Ireland.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
condemn  the  whole  body  of  Irish  land- 
lords.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  there 
is  a  considerable  number  of  landlords  in 
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Ireland  who  are,  and  have  been,  ae 
anxious  to  be  just  ia  their  dealings  witii 
theur  tenants  as  have  landlords  on  this 
side  of  the  Irish  Channel.  But,  onfortu* 
nately,  there  have  been  other  landlords 
who,  either  from  necessity  or  unwilling- 
ness, have  not  followed  that  course. 
Some  of  them  may  have  been  driven  into 
this  course  by  the  poverty  of  their 
position,  by  the  necessity  of  extracting 
the  last  farthing  from  their  tenants.  Bat 
others  have  been  actuated  by  a  different 
spirit,  have  been  unwilling  to  acknow- 
ledge any  grievance  on  the  part  of  their 
tenants,  and  have  turned  a  deaf  ear  to 
the  advice  given  to  them  by  their  friends 
and  neighbours.  To  those  persons  are  due, 
I  am  afraid,  the  exceptional  measures  of 
legislation  which  have  been  passed,  and 
which  have  pressed  on  all  landlords  in  Ire- 
land, whether  good  or  bad.  Th  is  Bill  which 
I  have  to  introduce  necessarily  comes 
under  the  category  of  temporary  measures* 
It  is  one  of  those  temporary  measures 
which  have  been  brought  in  owing  to 
some  sudden  emergency  caused  either  by 
an  unusually  bad  season,  or  by  some 
social  or  political  agitation  in  the 
country.  It  is  necessary  to  establish 
the  fact  that  such  an  emergency  exists 
before  you  can  justify  the  introduction 
of  a  measure  of  a  temporary  character  ; 
and  I  shall  endeavour  at  once  to  show 
that  there  is  an  emergency  of  this  kind 
at  present.  Let  us  look  at  Ireland  with 
regard  to  evictions.  We  find  that  there 
is  a  very  large  body  of  evicted  tenants  in 
various  parts  of  the  country.  The  num- 
ber may  be  roundly  stated  at  4,000. 
These  tenants  are  either  scattered  about 
on  different  estates  and  in  different  parts 
of  the  country,  or  are  collected  in  groups, 
owing  to  the  exceptional  measures  which 
have  been  taken  on  one  estate  or  another. 
Now  what  is  the  condition  of  these  men  ? 
Their  condition  is  miserable  in  the  ex- 
treme. They  are  not  only  very  poor, 
but  they  have  practically  no  homes. 
The  live  either  in  the  houses  of  their 
friends,  near  to  their  own  farms,  or  they 
live  in  miserable  huts  which  have  been 
erected  for  them.  Now,  my  Lords,  the 
first  question  we  have  to  ask  is  :  Have 
these  tenants  a  grievance,  and,  if  so, 
ought  that  grievance  to  be  remedied  ?  I 
say  distinctly  that  they  have  a  grievance. 
Some  of  the  tenants  are  men  who  left 
their  farms  before  the  Act  of  188U 
which   established    a    tribunal    for   the 
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fixing  of  fair  rents.  0  tliers  left  their  farms 
before  the  Act  of  1887,  which  included 
leaseholders  within  the  operation  of  the 
Land  Acts.  Others  there  are  who 
left  their  farms  owing  to  serious 
agitation  in  the  country.  Some  left 
their  farms  after  the  no-rent  agitation, 
and  others  left  after  the  starting  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  to  which  I  shall  pre- 
sently refer.  It  is  fair  to  point  out  that 
many  of  these  men  would  probably  have 
been  able  to  battle  against  the  difficulties 
which  surrounded  them  had  the  enact- 
ments which  were  carried  subsequently 
to  their  eviction  been  in  force  at  the 
time.  Naturally  when  this  is  the  case 
there  is  very  serious  discontent  owing  to 
their  grievances  against  the  laws  of  their 
country.  In  my  opinion  it  is  right  to 
sift  these  questions  and  these  cases  by  an 
authoritative  tribunal.  I  believe  that 
while  you  have  these  large  bodies  of  men 
in  different  parts  of  the  country,  full  of 
discontent  and  grievances,  you  have  a 
serious  danger  to  the  peace  of  the 
country.  Let  me  examine  this  latter 
part  of  my  proposition  a  little  more 
fully.  We  believe  that  the  existence  of 
these  large  bodies  of  men  in  every  part 
of  the  country,  in  sight  of  their  former 
farms,  and  often  in  districts  which 
are  extremely  liable  to  disaffection,  with, 
in  some  cases,  the  land  overgrown  with 
weeds  and  the  houses  and  buildings  in 
ruins  and  going  to  decay,  and  in  other 
cases  with  new  tenants  occupying  the 
land  of  the  old  ones — occupying  it,  no 
doubt,  with  a  perfectly  legal  title,  but  at 
the  same  time  occupying  it,  as  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind,  in  the  teeth  of  the 
feelings  of  those  who  have  been  turned 
out,  and  who  are  living  around  them — 
we  believe  that  that  state  of  affairs  is 
dangerous  to  the  peace  of  the  country. 
We  have  often  heard  in  this  House  of 
particular  districts  in  Ireland  where 
there  have  been  outrages,  boycotting, 
and  disturbances.  We  have  heard  of 
these  in  Cork,  Kerry,  Limerick,  and 
Tipperary,  and  a  very  large  number  of 
the  evicted  tenants  remain  in  those 
counties.  In  those  four  counties,  roughly 
speaking,  there  are  over  900  tenants  who 
had  been  evicted  from  their  farms.  In 
passing,  I  would  say  that  when  I  referred 
roughly  to  4,000  tenants  who  had  been 
evicted,  I  did  not  refer  to  all  the 
tenants  who  have  been  evicted  through- 
out the  country,  many  of  whom  have 


since  been  restorM  to  the  farms  from 
which  they  were  evicted.  I  only  refer 
to  those  who  are  not  now  occupying  land 
of  their  own  in  the  country.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  Bill  we  take  the  number 
from  May  1,  1879 — the  date  mentioned 
in  Clause  13  of  the  Act  of  1891,  passed 
by  the  late  Government.  Well,  I  main- 
tain that  this  number  of  evicted  tenants, 
with  their  grievances,  which  they  feel 
so  strongly,  are  so  many  mines  of  powder 
in  various  parts  of  the  country,  and  that 
any  spark  of  discontent  may  cause  an 
explosion  at  any  time.  This  is  not  a 
question  which  must  be  dealt  with  by  a 
Liberal  Government  particularly  ;  it  is  a 
question  which,  I  maintain,  demands,  and 
will  demand,  the  attention  of  any  Go- 
vernment which  may  be  in  power.  I  be- 
lieve if  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  suc- 
ceeded to  power  to-morrow  ho  would 
have  to  face  this  difficulty  and  to  try  to 
put  an  end  to  the  trouble  connected  with 
these  evicted  farms.  I  referred  just  now 
to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  though  I 
do  not  wish  to  enter  at  length  or  in  great 
detail  into  that  very  thorny  controversy, 
I  feel  it  right  to  refer  to  it  while  dealing 
with  the  condition  of  the  evicted  tenants. 
I  have  never  concealed  the  fact  that  I 
disapproved  entirely  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign .  I  have  stated  that  in  this  House 
and  elsewhere.  What  I  wish  to  say  now 
is  that  while  no  doubt  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  increased  the  number  of 
tenants  who  are  evicted  in  Ireland,  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  is  not  the  sole  reason 
for  introducing  this  Bill.  And  I  am  sure 
it  will  not  be  argued  that  because  of 
the  existence  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
which  has  been  most  unfortunate  in  its 
results,  and  in  some  cases  disastrous,  we 
are  not  entitled  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion, I  will  claim  the  support  of  Her 
Majesty's  Opposition  in  favour  of  the 
p^position  that  it  is  essential  this 
question  should  be  dealt  with.  I  have 
referred  already  to  the  13th  section 
of  the  Act  of  1891,  and  I  will  now 
deal  with  it  more  in  detail.  That  section 
was  accepted  by  the  Leader  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  another  place,  who 
was  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  It 
was  accepted  by  Mr.  Balfour,  and  that  is 
a  matter  of  considerable  importance. 
What  did  that  section  admit  ?  It  was 
not  compulsory.  1  begin  by  at  once 
admitting  that.  That  section  enabled 
certain  tenants  who  had  lost  their  rights 
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>  to  obtain  bU  the  privileges  which  the^ 
would  have  obtained  had  they  been 
exijjtiQg  teoaQts  under  the  Purchade 
Act  of  1891, 

The  Marquess   of  SALISBURY: 
With  the  consent  of  the  landlord* 

Ejlrl  spencer  :  No  doubt  with 
the  eonaent  of  the  landlord.  I  quite 
fLgree  in  what  the  noble  Marquess  said. 
It  was  a  privilege  conferred  upon  tenants 
who  had  been  evicted  and  were  not  within 
the  gcope  of  the  Bill  and  tenants  who 
bad  been  evicted  probably  in  consequence 
Df  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  I  think  that 
T8  a  matter  of  considerable  importance, 
and  1  must  dwell  further  on  this  clause. 
Unfortunately,  the  13th  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1891  bad  very  little  effect  in  Ire- 
land. Very  few  cases  were  dealt  with. 
I  find  there  were  only  189  applications 
on  19  estates  up  to  the  3 1st  of  March 
this  year  ;  138  cases  on  12  estates  were 
settled  ;  42  cases  were  theu  outstandings 
I  have  no  information  of  what  has 
happened  t^  them  ;  nine  cases  were 
refused.  I  think  that  will  show  that 
the  ohiiise  was  not  successful,  and  that 
it  did  not  operate  as  it  was  intended. 
Why  has  it  failed  ?  Perhaps  it  is  a  raah 
thiDg  to  point  out  where  a  measure  of 
this  sort  has  failed^  but  I  will  venture  to 
give  two  or  three  reasons.  First,  its 
operation  was  limited  to  a  short  time 
— six  mouths.  Then  the  parties  who 
were  to  come  under  the  Bill  hesitated  to 
come  forward,  because  they  considered  it 
would  be  an  act  of  weakness  on  their 
part  to  do  so,  I  should  like  here  to 
refer  to  a  very  notable  remark  made  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  of  that  day,  I  am 
only  speaking  now,  ray  Lords,  about  the 
necessity  of  a  settlement,  not  as  to  com- 
pulsion in  this  matter.  Mr.  Balfour 
aaid — 

**  For  my  part,  if  I  were  an  Irish  lanrUord, 
even  ff  it  wcro  not  to  my  own  peciiniftry 
inten^'st,  I  should  desire  to  hare  peace  in  tUnr, 
part  of  that  country  in  which  mj  property  was 
Hituated,  and  that  theae  men  «hould  on  fair, 
^equitable,  and  eyen  generous  terms  be  rtatored 
to  their  homes/' 

I  cannot  conceive  a  wiser  or  more  equit- 
able sentiment  than  is  contained  in  those 
words.  Another  distinguished  person, 
who  ]g  not  a  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  Mr.  Courtney,  also  said 
recently  it  was  a  matter  of  urgent  neces- 
sity that  this  crowd  of  evicted  tenant^i 
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laudless  and  workless,  should  be  real 
He  said — 

*'  I  do  not  commit  myself  for  one  momaS 
to  the  particular  method  *  hich  is  adopted  in 
the  BiU,  but  that  it  Is  desirable,  urgent,  and 
necesanry  to  ileal  in  acme  way  with  the  crowd 
of  evieteii  tenanta  who  are  found  in  a  landleflt 
and  workless  condition  near  the  places  where 
they  once  worketl  as  tenants  is,  to  my  mind,  an 
abiding  conviction." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  case    is   established    that    it    is    in* 
dispensable     for     peace    and    for     law 
and    order    in    Ireland     that    a    settle- 
ment    should    be    arrived    at    on    thla 
question,     I  will  now  turn   to   the  Bill 
itself,  and  endeavour,  as  shortly  as  I  can, 
to  explain  its  provisions  to  yuur  Lord- 
ships,    The  first  thing  it  does  is  to  esta- 
blish a  body  of  Arbitrators  to  deal   with 
the  subject*     The  Arbitrators  have  l>oen 
named  in  the  Bill,  and,  as  far  as  I  know^ 
very  little  exception   has  been  taken  to 
them,  to  their  impartiality,  their  ability^ 
or  their  experience.    The  noble  Marquese 
shakes    his     head,   and   although    what 
I  say  will  not  carry  weight  with  him,  I 
am  bound  to  give  my  opinion,  knowing 
all  three  gentlemen,   that  no  more  im- 
partial, able,  and  experienced  men  could 
be  found  than  those  named  in  the  Bill  to 
carry  out  their  work.     It  has  been   over 
and  over  again  said.  Why  do  you  appoint 
a  fresh  body  ;  why  do  you  not  leave  the 
settlement  of  these  disputes  to  the  Land 
Commission  ?      There  are  two  reasons  : 
First  of  all,  the  Land  Commission  has 
an   enormous   mass   of  business   to   get 
through,  and    it  is  most  undesirablo  to 
add  to  that  business.     In  the  next  placa, 
it  is  not  desirable  that  the  Laud  Com- 
missioners, with  all  their  diflieult  dutiea 
in  connection  with  landlords  and  tenants 
in  diil'orent  parts  of  the  country,  should 
be  mixed  up  in  matters  which  may  raise 
acute  and  ditticult  questions.     The^e  ar© 
the  reasons  why  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
meut    thought    it   desirable   to   appoint 
special    Commissioners   for  this  txisk  of 
conciliation.     The   Arbitrators    are   a|K 
pointed  for  two  years.     Any  tenant  of  a 
holding,  agricultural  or  pastoral,  or  partly 
agricultural    aud    partly    pastoral,   raajr 
make   an  appe^il   to  the   Arbitrators  to 
consider  bis  case  for  reinstatement  to  his 
holdings     The  Arbitrators  may  then  go 
into  the  matter,  and  make  a  Provisional 
Order  in  the  case ;  they  may  dismiss  the 
case,  or  they  may  decide  in  favuur  of  re- 
jDStattng  the  tenant  subject  to  conditions. 
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On  the  Provisional  Order  being  made^ 
thev  send  it  to  the  landlord,  and  if  the 
l&ndlonl  assents,  this  Order  is  made 
ubsolnte^  with  sach  couditions  ae  the 
Arbitrators  may  decide*  If,  on  the  other 
band,  the  landlord  objects,  the  Arhitra- 
I  tors  are  bound  to  hear,  eitlier  in  publie 
L^  or  private,  his  objection,  and  then  make 
1^^  their  decistou.  This,  tuy  Lords,  is  the 
^Honlj  part  of  the  Bill  in  which  compulsion 
^Bis  introduced.  The  landlord  may  require 
^Bthe  tenant  to  purchase  bis  holding,  and 
[  the  purchase-money  has  to  be  settled 
either  by  the  Land  Commissioners 
lor  the  Arbitratori^,  and  if  the 
Jtenant  refuses  to  buy  the  holding  hiii 
Iclaim  for  reinstatement  ceases.  The  rent 
of  the  holding  whall  be  the  former  rent 
tintil  a  new  rent  is  fixed.  Either  the 
[^aud  Commiissioners,  or,  if  the  landlord 
id  tenant  so  desire,  the  Arbitrators 
bemselves  may  fi:i  a  new  rent.  To  ex- 
jlain  the  necessity  of  this  provision^  I 
'  may  say,  first  of  all,  that  there  may  l»e 
,  tenants  wbti,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
lArbitrator^,  should  be  reinstated,  but  who 
iLeld  their  farms  before  the  Act  of  1881, 
iLud  there  raay  b©  others  who  held  their 
farms  before  the  Act  of  1887.  In  these 
&ses  it  is  right  that  a  fair  rent  should  be 
Ju  the  case,  again,  where  the 
rm  has  been  ilerelict  for  a  considerable 
time,  the  former  tenant  should  not  be 
compelled  to  give  the  same  rent  as  be- 
fore. And  in  another  case  it  is  right 
that  a  fair  rent  should  l>e  fixed — namely, 
irhere  the  hiudlord  has,  during  his  own 
Dniire  of  the  holding,  laid  out  a  large 
Bum  of  money  upon  it.  With  regard  to 
the  provision  as  to  purchase,  that 
*tt  ga«rantee  dc[»osit  ehalJ  not  be  retainei! 
tit  of  the  Guaranteed  Land  Stock  issued  for 
he  advance  of  the  purchiise-money," 

may  be  said   that  the  Government  are 

limiuishing  the  Guarantee  F'and  on  which 

Ihis   country  depends,  and   running   con- 

jidenible    rii^k    to    this    country    in    the 

"event   of    default    on   the   part   of    the 

tenants.      Now  it  is  satisfactory,  nt  all 

events  with  regard   to  past  purchases,  to 

notice  that  out  of  £10,000,000  that  have 

advanced  since    1885   for  the  pur- 

of  holilings,  only  about  £2,000  has 

en  tAken  from  the  Guarantee  Deposit 

1,  and  I   need   hardly  pay  that  if  the 

ime  proportion  prevails   with  regard  to 

iiese  farms  the  amount  will  reach  a  \zTy 

a&lJ  sum   indeed.     Coming   to  the  ciise 

'where  the  Arbitrators  tind  that  a  new 


tenant  is  in  occupation  of  the  holding, 
the  same  process  is  gone  through  which 
1  have  already  described,  and  if  tlie 
new  tenant  objects  the  Arbitrators  shall 
not  make  an  order  for  reinstatement.  So 
far  as  we  ran  tell,  the  provision  in  this 
clause  applies  to  about  1,500  of  the 
evicted  tenants.  If  the  Arbitrators 
think  it  desirable,  they  may  allow  the 
landlord  two  years'  arrears  of  rent  or  a 
part-  thereof,  and  they  may,  out  of  the 
funds  at  their  disposal,  pay  one  half  of 
the  sum.  In  case  the  farmhouse  or 
buildings  are  in  a  state  of  dilapidation,  a 
sum  not  exceeiling  £50  may  be  paid 
to  the  incoming  tenant  for  repairing 
them.  The  third  sub-section  of  the 
fourth  clause  contains  an  important  pro- 
vision— namely,  that  where  a  new  tenant 
objects  to  an  order  for  reinstatement — 

"  The  Arbitrators  may,  upon  all  clRimf  on  the 
holding  t)«iug  renounced  by  the  forraer  tenant^ 
award  to  him,  out  of  the  moDcys  at  their  (li»- 
l}om\  for  tb-  uf  this  Act,  feuch  sums  as 

they  deem  .   not  exceed iug  the  sums 

whfch,  intiiijit  -^  ,m..4i,  might  hftvc  betri  pay- 
able out  of  the  said  funds  in  resix?ct  of  the  naid 
holding  if  the  oixler  for  reinstttteinent  harl  txjen 
maile." 

This  is  in  order  to  facilitate  the  process 
of  settlement,  because  it  would  be  an 
immense  boon  to  the  tenant  and  would 
prolmbly  enable  him  to  settle  on  some 
other  farm,  and  this  would,  iti  our 
opinion,  be  a  great  step  towards  a 
solution  of  the  diliiculty.  Then  there  is 
a  clause  encouraging  voluntary  agree- 
ments between  landlords  and  tenants. 
In  those  cases  the  Arbitrators  may 
award  such  compensation  and  Uik^j  all 
the  steps  which  would  have  been  taken 
had  a  decision  been  made  under  their 
arbitration.  The  sum  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Arbitrators  will  l>e £2 50, 0(H), charged 
on  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Fund. 
Notwithstanding  the  enormous  number 
of  calls  there  have  been  on  this  fund»  I 
am  assureil  that  there  will  not  be  the 
slightest  difficulty  in  the  money  being 
provided  out  of  the  fund.  But  there  is 
another  point.  Will  this  sum  be 
sufficient  for  the  purpose  ?  As  far  as  1 
can  make  out,  it  will  exceed  con- 
siderably what  will  be  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  measure.  If 
3 very  landlord  were  to  receive  from  the 
Commissioners  one  year's  arrears  for 
tenants  tfiking  the  benefit  of  the  Act, 
that  would  amount  to  about  £142,000, 
I  need   hardly   point   out   that  oothing 
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like  that  number  will  come  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore, 
as  far  as  that  part  of  the  measure  goes, 
there  will  be  lample  money  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Arbitrators.  The  balance, 
after  dealing  with  the  arrears,  will,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  suffice  to 
meet  all  other  requirements  of  the  Act. 
Lastly,  there  is  a  provision  with  regard 
to  migration,  the  Land  Commissioners 
being  empowered,  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Arbitrators,  to  buy 
land  to  sell  to  tenants.  My  Lords, 
having  now  dealt  with  the  Bill,  I 
will  come  to  these  parts  about  which  the 
greatest  amount  of  contention  exists — I 
mean  the  compulsory  provisions.  Though 
there  may  be  objections  to  other  parts  of 
the  Bill,  that  is  the  crucial  difference 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Opposition  in  this  matter.  I  will 
say  at  once  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  compulsion  will  be  the 
surest  way  of  effecting  a  settlement. 
Where  is  it  that  the  difficulty  exists  ? 
Surely  it  is  in  those  landlords  who  are 
unwilling  or  unable  to  meet  their  fonner 
tenants.  I  would  quote  here  again  Mr. 
Courtney,  who  has  taken  such  a  leading 
part  in  the  discussions  ou  this  Bill,  and 
I  rely  entirely  on  the  arguments  he  used. 
He  said — 

"  I  confess  it  is  difficult  to  take  up  the  position 
of  affirming  that  it  is  desirable,  expedient,  and 
reasonable  that  the  cre<lit  of  the  State  should 
be  used  and  the  procedure  of  the  Courts  ex- 
tended and  maile  more  elaborate  in  order  to 
bring  back  tenants  to  their  holdings,  and  that 
at  the  same  time  it  is  reasonable  to  allow  an 
unreasonable  landlord  to  object.  The  thing  in 
itself  is  a  thing  we  desire  as  a  matter  of  Imperial 
policy.  You  may  get  half-anlozen  individuals 
— certainly  not  expressing  the  views  of  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  landlords— unreasonably 
preventing  what  you  say  is  a  reasonable  solu- 
tion, and  you  will  not  allow  the  interference  of 
the  State  to  prevent  these  plague  spots  being 
removed." 

That  is  the  view  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  take.  Wo  believe  that 
without  compulsion  these  plague  spots 
will  not  be  removed.  I  do  not  like  to 
speak  of  my  own  personal  experience  in 
this  matter,  but  I  cannot  help  referring 
to  the  experience  which  I  had  in  Ireland, 
and  which  bears  on  this  subject.  The 
first  time  I  went  to  Ireland  we  had  a 
state  of  murderous  agitation  and  com- 
bination in  Westmeath.  The  second 
time  I  went  to  Ireland  I  found  a  terrible 
agrarian  convulsion  pervading  the  whole 
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•country.  We  met  the  difficulty  as  we 
could,  but  I  remember  full  well  this — and 
I  think  it  will  be  the  experience 
of  others  who  have  had  to  deal 
with  the  subject — that  very  often  the 
most  successful  way  of  dealing  with  a 
disturbed  district  was  to  obtain  a  settle- 
ment of  the  agrarian  difficulty  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  Time  after  time 
was  I  able  to  do  this,  and  I  know  that 
whenever  a  settlement  in  any  part  of  the 
country  was  effected  we  were  able  at 
once  to  remove  the  police  and  the  mili- 
tary, without  whom  before  that  settlement 
life  was  not  safe  in  the  district.  I  quote 
this  experience  of  mine  in  support  of 
the  weighty  words  which  were  used  by 
Mr.  Courtney.  It  is  these  plague  spots 
in  different  parts  of  the  island  which  are 
the  real  and  serious  danger,  and  I  fear 
that  unless  these  are  dealt  with  no  mea- 
sure will  prove  satisfactory  or  of  much 
effect.  At  the  same  time,  I  will  say  this  : 
that  another  method  might  relieve  to  a 
great  extent  the  tension  in  Ireland — ^I 
mean  voluntary  settlements.  But  the  one 
condition  on  which  a  voluntary  measure 
can  be  successful  is  this :  that  we  must  have 
some  guarantee  that  both  sides  to  this  bitter 
struggle  are  ready  to  act  loyally  in  the 
matter.  I  regret  to  think  that  as  far  as 
we  have  gone — although  there  have  been 
several  notable  instances  of  leading  men 
who  are  desirous  of  a  settlement — we 
have  not  had  any  declaration  from 
leading  landlords  in  Ireland  that  would 
encourage  us  to  adopt  a  voluntary 
measure.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Irish 
Members  have  expressed  a  willingness 
to  meet  the  other  side  half-way,  if  they 
could  be  assuretl  that  the  landlords  would 
act  loyally  in  this  matter.  I  shall  not 
say  more  ou  this  point.  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  will  refer  to  another  matter  which  I 
have  seen  used  as  an  argument  why  your 
Lordships  should  not  accept  this  measure 
— namely,  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  another  place.  I  shall  not  go  at 
length  into  that  subject.  I  only  wish  to 
say  that  I  cannot  for  a  moment  think 
that  your  Lordships  would  adopt  any 
argument  of  that  sort.  Criticisms  may 
be  made  on  that  subject  in  this  House, 
and  if  they  are  my  noble  Friends  will  bo 
able  to  defend  the  action  of  the  Govern^ 
ment,  but  I  cannot  conceive  how  this 
will  be  an  argument  for  your  Lord^hipe 
not  dealing  with  the  subject  when  your 
Lordships  have  it  entirely  in  yourowa 


665         Tenants  Arbitration       {13  August  1894} 

hands — though  I  should  deprecate  it — to 
remodel  the  Bill.     I  have  only  a  few 
words  more  to  saj,  but  they  are  words 
of  earnest  entreaty.     You  have  too  often 
in  the  past  curtailed  provisions  in  Irish 
Bills   which   have   come    from    another 
place,  and  have  been  supported  by  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people.     You  have 
too     often    rejected      measures     which 
the      majority     of     the      Irish     nation 
considered    of    vital     interest    to    their 
country.     On  the  other  hand,  you  have 
passed    measures  which  are  hateful  to 
them.     I  do  not  for  a  moment   say  that 
jour  Lordships  had  not  an  absolute  right 
to  follow  out  your  own  opinions,   but  a 
very  deplorable  and  unfortunate  state  of 
things   occurs   from   this   opposition   of 
your   Lordships  to  the   opinion   of   the 
country   as    made   known   through    the 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members  elsewhere. 
You  have  now  another  important  Irish 
measure  before  you.     You  have  another 
opportunity   of  making  a  concession  to 
Irish    opinion,    and    to   settle   a   bitter 
quarrel.     This  opportunity  may  not  come 
again,  or  it  may  not   come   under   such 
auspicious  circumstances.      At  this  mo- 
ment Ireland  is  in  a   state   of   quietude 
such  as  she  has  not  enjoyed  for  20  years. 
Too  often  in  this  controversy  the  argu- 
ments  opposed    to   Irish  measures  have 
run  in  what  I  may  call  a  vicious  circle. 
If  Ireland  is  quiet  you  are  told  there  is 
no  need  for  legislation  ;  if  Ireland  is  dis- 
turbed  you    are  told  you  must  wait  till 
she   becomes   quiet   before    introducing 
healing  measures.     I  repudiate  that  doc- 
trine.    I  desire  your  Lordships  to  seize 
this  opportunity  of  trying  to  settle  this 
serious    and   great  difficulty.     I  cannot 
forget  a  memorable  occasion    14   years 
ago  when  the  Liberal   Government  pro- 
posed a  measure  which  they  deemed  ne- 
cessary to  the  peace  of  Ireland — I  refer 
to   the   Compensation    for    Disturbance 
Bill.       Your    Lordships    rejected    that 
measure.      The   terrible   laud   agitation 
which  then  had  begun  was  not  abated, 
but  increased,  and  culminated  in  one  of 
the  worst  outbreaks  of  crime  ever  known 
that   country.      I   do   not   say   that 


in 

similar  events  will  follow  the  rejection  of 
our  present  proposal ;  God  forbid  !  The 
condition  of  Ireland  is  better ;  the 
temper  and  feeling  of  the  Irish  people  is 
better ;  but  you  will  exasperate  the 
feelings  of  a  large  body  of  men  who  up  to 
the  present  tiine  have  looked  to  Parliament 
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to  meet  their  grievances,  and  if  your  Lord- 
ships reject  this  measure  they  will  know 
that  they  have  no  hope,  at  all  events 
from  this  House.  I  entreat  your  Lord- 
ships not  to  refuse  the  demands  of  the 
Irish  people.  I  do  not  say  that  the  Irish 
Government  will  not  be  able  to  meet 
the  difficulties  which  may  arise,  but  I  do 
say  that  their  difficulties  will  be  enor- 
mously increased.  This  proposal  is  made 
in  the  interests  of  law  and  order,  and  I 
feel  very  strongly  that  a  most  serious 
responsibility  will  rest  with  this  House 
if  they  reject  the  measure,  the  Second 
Reading  of  which  I  have  the  honour  of 
proposing  to  your  Lordships. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{The  Earl  Spencer.) 

♦Lord  BALFOUR  or  BURLEIGH 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months.     He  said  no 
one  could  rise  to  follow  the  noble  Earl 
in  a  Debate  in  the  House  without  paying 
a  tribute  to  the  high  tone  of  his  speech 
and  his  evident  desire  to  do  what  in  his 
heart  he  believed  to  be  fair  and  equitable. 
They  would  all   agree    that  it  was  in- 
cumbent on   them  to  see   whether  this 
controversy  could  not   be   settled   on  a 
fair    and    equitable     basis,    but     when 
they   came    to    discuss   what    was    fair 
and  equitable  a   very  wide    divergence 
of    opinion    might   be  found   to   exist. 
He  would  say,  however,  that  if  all  the 
speeches     on     this     subject    had    been 
made  in     the    same    conciliatory    tone 
as  that  of  the  noble  Earl,  he  believed 
the   two    sides  would    not   have    been 
now      so     far      apart      as      he      was 
afraid     they     were.      What     were    the 
pleas     advanced      for     this      Bill      by 
the  noble  Earl  ?     He  told  them  that  a 
great    emergency   existed   in   Ireland — 
that  there  was  a  sore  and  a  grievance 
existing,  and  that  if  the  present  state  of 
matters  continued  it  would  in  all  proba- 
bility be  the  source  of  grave  difficulty  and 
danger  to  the  Administration.   That  was 
a  plea  to  which  noble  Lords  on  that  side 
of  the  House  would  not  be  likely  to  turn 
a  deaf  ear  ;  but  they  considered  that  if 
any  attempt  was  to  be  made  to  deal  with 
this  matter  it  must  be  done  upon  right  lines 
and  with  due  and  fair  consideration  to 
the  private  rights  of  others.  They  thought 
this  Bill  was  not  on  lines  which  ought  to 
be  accepted,  and  there  was  too  much  evi- 
dence that  even  if  it  were  to  be  accepted 
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it  would  not  settle  the  controversj.  The 
noble  Earl  dwelt  at  some  length  upon  the 
differeuce  between  the  conditions  of  the 
land  problem  in  Ireland,  and  in  England 
and  Scotland,  and  had  cited  some  of  the 
provisious  of  the  Acts  of  1870, 1881,  and 
1891 .  But  in  all  those  cases  the  general 
assumption  underlying  the  legislation 
was  that  it  dealt  with  two  parties  who 
had  rights.  Did  the  uoble  Earl  believe 
that  all  those  who  would  be  affected  by 
this  Bill  had  rights  which  could  be  defiued 
and  determined  in  the  same  way  ?  Then 
the  noble  Earl  appealed  to  the  policy 
embodied  in  the  13th  section  of  the  Pur- 
chase Act  of  1891,  but  it  was  only  by  a 
stretch  of  imagination  that  they  could 
justify  the  argument  that  because  a  cer- 
tain body  of  persons  had  agreed  to  accept 
a  certain  line  of  policy  if  worked  volun- 
tarily, therefore  they  were  equally  bound 
to  accept  it  if  it  was  to  be  imposed  without 
the  consent  of  both  the  parties  coucerued. 
What  did  that  clause  really  do  ?  It  en- 
abled two  persons  to  enter  into  a  bargain, 
and  if  the  bargain  was  approved  by  the 
appointed  agents  of  the  State,  the  State 
would  assist  thera  and  ratify  the  bargain, 
provided  that  the  interests  of  the  State 
were  duly  safeguarded.  But  in  the  present 
Bill  there  was  no  such  supposition  of 
two  persons  to  the  bargain,  but  the  bar- 
gain, whatever  it  was,  was  to  l)e  im- 
posed on  two  persons,  neither  of 
whom,  perhaps,  might  be  willing  to 
accept  it.  It  might  be  said  that 
there  was  not  sufficient  time  for  the  13th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1891  to  work.  If 
that  ground  was  taken,  why  could  not 
the  Government  re-enact  the  section  and 
give  it  sufficient  time  to  effect  the  pur- 
pose in  view  ?  The  Government  should 
not  destroy  all  possibility  of  a  real 
settlement  being  effected  by  standing 
over  the  parties  concerned  with  a  big 
stick  and  saying,  **  Unless  you  agree  you 
shall  be  forced  to  do  so."  The  broad 
fact  remained,  and  could  not  be  denied, 
that  the  Bill  placed  those  men  who  had 
resisted  and  broken  the  law  in  many 
respects  in  a  better  position  than  those 
who  had  not  done  so,  but  had  obeyed 
the  law.  No  appeals  to  sentiment  nor  to 
considerations  of  any  other  kind  would 
remove  this  great  defect  in  the  proposal 
of  the  Government.  He  did  not  profess 
to  be  an  authority  on  all  the  conditions 
attaching  to  ownership  of  Irish  land, 
but  his  opinion  was  that  if  ever  a 
Zord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


really  equitable  settlement  was  to  be 
arrived  at  in  this  matter  it  must  be 
made  more  or  less  by  agreement,  not 
only  among  politicians  on  different  sidea 
or  political  Parties,  but  between  those 
whose  private  interests  and  rights  were 
affected  on  one  side  and  the  other.  One 
of  the  complaints  of  the  Opposition  was 
that  in  this  matter  the  Government  had 
ail  along  tiirown  the  whole  weight  of 
their  influence  on  one  side,  and  from  first 
to  last  they  had  been  the  eager  advo- 
cates of  compulsion.  But  this  had  not 
always  been  the  case.  They  entertained 
a  prejudice  against  having  their  former 
declarations  quoted  against  them,  and  he 
did  not  intend  to  go  deeply  into  that 
fertile  subject  of  controversy  ;  but  there 
was  a  time  when  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment evidently  felt  that  all  the  right 
was  not  on  the  side  of  the  tenant  and  all 
the  wrong  on  the  side  of  the  landlord. 
On  the  7th  of  January,  1886,  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  used  these 
words — 

"  The  late  Government  to  their  gnat  honour 
passed  an  Act  to  prevent  landlords  confiscating 
the  property  of  their  tenants.  That  was  a  noble 
exploit.  I  do  not  think  we  shall  be  able  to  deal 
satisfactorily  with  Ireland  until  we  have  passed 
some  legislation  to  prevent  tenants  from  con- 
iiscating  the  property  of  their  landlords." 

What  had  Mr.  Morley  done  since  then 
to  prevent  tenants  from  confisca- 
ting the  property  of  the  landlords  ? 
There  had  been  visits  to  Tipperary.  He 
would  not  contradict  what  had  been  said 
by  the  noble  Earl  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading,  that  he  had  heartily  con- 
demned the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  he 
did  not  say  that  Mr.  Morley  hltd  not 
condemned  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  but 
he  thought  he  had  erred  lamentably  on 
the  side  of  weakness  when  he  spoke 
of  it.  Members  of  the  Government,, 
when  in  Opposition,  went  about 
making  promises  to  the  tenants  in  Ire-- 
land.  After  the  present  Government 
was  formed,  Mr.  Morley  announced  in 
ominous  tones,  that  iu  this  matter  he 
''meant  business."  Then  followed  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Justice  Mathews** 
Commission.  After  that  Commission  had 
reported,  all  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  other  House  voted  for  a 
Bill  introduced  by  one  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers containing  provisions  for  the  abso- 
lute reinstatement  of  every  evicted  tenant, 
no  matter  whether  his  holding  had  been 
let  or  not.     It  was  impossible  to  fail  to 
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see  tbftfc  these  proceed! nge  of  the  Go- 
veruinoDt  bad  niised  hopes  in  the  minds 
of  tbe  renants,  wUicU  the  GoTerumeut 
were  now  fiudiug  it  very  difficult  to 
Sfttiafy,  He  frankly  adiu  it  ted  the  attrac- 
tive character  of  the  appeal  of  the  uoble 
Earl  to  let  bygones  be  bygones,  aud  were 
he  an  Irit«h  landlord  he  would  vohmtarily 
yield  nmeh  for  the  4*a've  of  peace  ;  he 
would  desire  honestly  to  make  peace, 
and   be    would    welcome  any    voluntary 

I  course  which  would  bring  about  a 
fair  aud  real  settlement,  but  he  would 
resist  by  every  legal  means  being  com- 
pelled to  make  ptjai;e  on  the  compul- 
sory terms  of  the  BilL  It  seemed  to  him 
that  there  could  be  oo  hope  of  permanent 
peace  secured  by  putting  one  side  abso- 
lutely under  the  heel  of  the  other,  aud 
I  giving  that  other  a  sense  of  triumph. 
He  had  no  desire  to  be  vindictive,  but  he 
ui*ked  the  House  and  the  Government  to 
consider  what  were  the  special  lesBons 
'        >vhich  they  would    teach  the  people  of 

(Ireland  if  this   Bill   was  passed.     Tbey 
would    teach    them     that    their    sspeeial 
favour,  their  special  reward  and  privilege^', 
were  reserved  for  those  who  had   com- 
bioed  to  rebel  against  the  law,  and  who 
had  promised^  iu  no  indistinct  terms,  to  do 
it  again.     So  far  as   he  was  concerned, 
the  chief  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  Bill 
was   its    element    of  compulsion,   but   it 
1^      should  not  be  left  out  of  sight  that  there 
^^were  other  objeetlons   to  it.     He  eonld 
^^Dot  fail  to  see  the  edect  it  would  proliably 
have  on  the  new  tenants,  whose  positioti 
would  be  made  much    worse  than  it  was 
at  present.     Not  only  would  the  Bill  uot 
.bring  about  a  permanent  settlement ;  there 
ras  only  too  much  reason    to  apprehend 
liat    it    would    not  bring  about  even  a 
lice,  if  any  eonfideuce  was  to  be  phiced 
in  some  of  the  declarations  that  had  been 
eoently  made.     But,  in  addition  to  this, 
jrave  objections  might  be  taken  against 
Ihe  machinery  of  the  Bill,   even    if  the 
element  of  compulsion  was  removed.  The 
aoble    Eurl    had  quoted   the    uuniber   of 
Ipersons  who  were  likely  to  apply   under 
I  the  Bill,  aud  had  stjtted  the  number  as 
4,000.     It  was  difficMlt   to  know  exactly 
what  was  the  inteutiou  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  matter.    Surely  there 
^^lad  been  changes  in  their  policy  to  which 
Hfthe    noble  Earl   hatl  not  referred  in  his 
^Speech.     They  Imd  been  accustomed  to 
^Kpeak  of  the  Bill  as  an  Evicted  Tenants* 
ISiii,   aud   understood  that  the  Maihew 


Commission  was  appointe<l  to  inquire  into 
the  number  of  evicted  tenants.  H© 
appealed  to  the  terms  of  Mr.  Morley^» 
letter  to  Mr,  Justin  McCarthy,  announcing 
the  decisioQ  to  appoint  the  Commission, 
Air.  Morley  wrote — 

*'  We  intend  that  the  area  of  the  inquiry  shall 
pnnci(«illy  cover  estates  within  the  sfotie  of 
Section  13  of  the  Act  of  1801,  where  (Lisputea 
still  exist  between  landlords  ami  evicted 
tenants,  but  excliiilinj?  all  cases  where  the 
evicted  tenants  huv-e  left  the  country." 

On  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  in 
another  place  Mr.  Morley  indicated  that 
there  would  be  about  o,900  per&ond 
likely  to  claim  its  benefits,  of  whom 
4,000  w^ould  claim  with  suecegs.  Those 
figures  w^erc  challenged  at  the  time. 
He  repeated  that  it  was  ditficult  to 
know  what  the  Government  meant  as  to 
the  number  of  evicted  tenants  to  be  dealt 
with.  It  would  appear,  from  the  state* 
ments  made  by  Mr.  Morley,  as  reported  in 
The  Times  of  the  9th  of  August,  that 
there  might  be  more  than  32.0(X)  persons 
who  wouKl  chum  under  the  Bill,  He 
hfwl  no  wish  to  mislead  the  House  nor  to 
detain  it  by  quoting  a  i»ome what  long  con- 
versation* Mr.  Bartley  on  that  occasion 
said 

**  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  those  32,000 
cvicteil  tenants  from  claiming  uthIct  the  Bill  ;** 

and  Mr.  Morley  answered — 

*'  I  think  not ;  but  each  caee  wiD  h^  deter- 
miucil  upon  it«  nient«/* 

•Eaul  spencer  said,  he  had  re- 
ferred to  a  large  number  of  tenants  who 
had  been  evicted  up  to  a  certain  time, 
and  there  might  have  been  32,000.  But 
almost  the  whole  of  these  had  since  then 
been  restored  to  their  holdings,  and  the 
4,000  represented  those  who  had  neither 
been  restored  nor  w^ere  living  on  laud  of 
their  owu,  and  who  would,  therefore^ 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

•Loud   BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 

said,  that  liardly  dispoi^ed  of  the  whole 
case,  though^  of  course,  the  noble  Earl 
knew  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
and  the  probable  scope  of  the  Bill  much 
tietter  than  himself.  In  reply  to  a  ques- 
tion Mr,  Morley  stated  that  from  IHHl  to 
1887  there  had  been  24,400  evictions, 
aud  from  1887  to  1894  8,975  evictions; 
making  a  total  of  over  33,000.  It  was 
quite  true,  as  stated,  that  some  of  those 
persons  had  been  reinstated  aud  others 
had  gone  into  other  callings,  and  that  of 
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the  5,900  evicted  tenants  expected  to  claim 
only  4,000  might  be  expected  to  claim 
successf  uU  J.  But,  after  all,  the  exact  num- 
ber of  those  concerned  in  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  was  a  matter  of  small  import- 
ance as  compared  with  the  dangerous 
change  of  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  connection  with  their  mea- 
sure. It  now  applied  not  only  to  cases 
where  the  eviction  had  been  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  but  to  all  tenants  whose 
tenancies  had  determined  subsequently  to 
the  Ist  of  May,  1879.  It  applied  to 
tenants  whose  tenancy  had  determined 
without  any  eviction — e.g.^  where  the 
landlord  had  purchased  the  tenancy  from 
the  tenant  at  a  Sheriff's  sale  or  by  private 
sale  ;  where  the  tenants  had  voluntarily 
surrendered  the  holding  with  or  without 
compensation ;  where  the  tenant  was 
evicted  for  breach  of  one  of  the  statutory 
conditions  attached  to  tenancies  where  a 
fair  rent  had  been  fixed  by  the  Act  of 
1881  ;  and  it  would  also  include  tenants 
evicted  by  order  of  the  Judge  of  the 
High  Court — by  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, for  example  —  where  the  owner 
was  a  minor  or  lunatic ;  or  by  Mr. 
Justice  Monroe,  the  Land  Judge.  In  those 
cases  the  Judge  must  have  considered 
all  the  circumstances  before  ordering 
proceedings,  and  presumably  no  injustice 
was  doue.  Why  should  all  these  persons 
be  entitled  to  demand  to  be  reinstated  ? 
Why  should  they  be  restored  to  their 
holdings  when  nothing  was  done  for  men 
who  had  quitted  their  farms  in  similar 
circumstances  in  England  ?  The  policy 
of  this  Bill  and  the  lessons  taught  by  it 
could  not  be  confined  to  Ireland.  This 
was  not  merely  an  Irish  question,  but  it 
would  act  and  react  upon  the  government 
of  this  country.  It  must  exert  a  powerful 
infiuence  on  the  nietiiods  of  government 
in  the  country,  and  tiierefore  he  viewed 
it  as  one  of  the  gravest  and  most 
dangerous  steps  that  Parliament  had 
ever  been  asked  to  take.  If  the  Bill 
were  confined  to  the  cases  of  those  who 
had  suffered  some  undeserved  misfortune, 
and  who  had  been  evicted  in  circum- 
stances over  which  they  had  no  control, 
it  would  appeal  to  the  sympathy  of 
almost  every  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House.  For  himself  he  should  be  ready 
to  facilitate  the  return  to  their  holdings 
of  men  who  had  lost  them  in  conse- 
quence of  some  technicality  in  the  law, 
if  that  could    be   done  with  fairness  to 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


others.  Bat  it  was  altogether  a  dififerent 
thing  when  they  were  asked  to  restore 
wholesale  to  their  holdings  men  who  had 
joined  together  to  resist  the  payment  of 
their  just  obligations  which  they  boasted 
they  could  in  many  cases  have  discharged 
if  they  had  chosen.  Partnership  in  these 
matters  was  urged,  but  by  enacting  a 
measure  for  the  compulsory  reinstatement 
of  tenants  they  would  be  arraying  all  the 
forces  of  the  Government  against  the 
very  partner  in  Irish  land  affairs  who  had 
fulfilled  his  share  of  the  contract.  They 
would,  in  addition,  be  justifying  and  re- 
warding the  authors  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  They  would  be  giving  not 
only  State  reconsideration,  but  State  re- 
ward to  men  who  had  broken  the  law, 
who  had  rebelled  against  authority,  and 
who  had  not  acknowledged  that  they 
were  wrong  in  so  doing.  He  felt  in* 
clined  to  ask  whether  the  Government 
had  no  misgivings  of  teaching  such 
lessons?  To  pass  this  Bill  would 
be  teaching  that  rebellion  against  the 
law  was  one  of  the  surest  roads  to  favour 
and  reward  at  the  public  expense.  To 
reinstate  compulsorily  men  who  bad 
broken  their  contracts  would  be  to 
establish  a  precedent  fatal  to  the  future 
tranquillity  of  Ireland,  and  to  create  far 
more  danger  than  could  be  compensated 
by  any  present  gain  which  possibly 
might  be  purchased  by  such  a  measure. 
Another  consideration  was  this  :  both 
Parties  in  the  State  were  committed  to 
large  schemes  of  purchase,  and  by-and-by 
the  State  would  probably  have  become  the 
largest  landlord  in  Ireland.  What  would 
be  the  effect  then  of  this  teaching*  they 
were  now  inculcating  ?  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  used  as  an  argument  the  fact 
that  there  was  to  be  a  body  of  high- 
mindeil  men  appointed  as  Arbitrators, 
and  had  urged  that  it  would  l>e  wise  to 
trust  this  tribunal  as  one  of  the  safe- 
guards of  the  Bill.  But  even  supposing 
that  those  gentlemen  were  the  most 
capable  and  impartial  men  in  Ireland, 
the  duty  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  lay  upon  them  was  a  duty 
which  no  men  could  perform  satisfac- 
torily. There  was  no  foundation  of  law 
for  them  to  work  upon  ;  there  were  no 
rules  made  by  a  higher  authority  than 
themselves  for  their  guidance,  no  sanction 
of  procedure  to  which  they  could  appeal 
if  their  acts  were  called  in  question, 
and  the  position   which   they   were  to' 
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occupy  was  not  such  as  would  preclude 
the  possibility  of  pressure  being  brought 
to  bear  upon  them.  Their  salaries  were 
to  be  on  Votes,  which  was  not  a  satis- 
factory method  of  dealing  with  the 
salaries  of  men  who  had  such  very  difficult 
and  controTersial  duties  to  discharge.  He 
did  not  wonder  that  the  Government 
shrank  from  saying  openly  they  were 
going  to  put  back  all  the  tenants  who  were 
going  to  join  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
they  were  laying  down  no  rules  to  guide 
the  Arbitrators.  If  there  were  supporters 
of  the  Government  who  would  not  allow 
them  to  frame  Rules  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Arbitrators  and  to  lay  down  condi- 
tions which  should  govern  questions  of 
reinstatement,  could  they  think  that 
those  supporters  would  be  likely  to 
accept  quietly  the  decisions  of  the 
Arbitrators  if  those  decisions  should  not 
be  in  accordance  with  their  views  ? 
He  did  not  say  that  the  Nation- 
alist Members — having  led  certain 
persons  into  the  difficulties  in  which 
they  were  now  placed,  having  induced 
them  to  join  the  Plan  of  Campaign — 
were  not  acting  under  a  certain 
sense  of  chivalrous  honour  which  pre- 
vented them  from  deserting  men  who 
had  accepted  their  guidance,  but  this  in 
no  way  diminished  the  responsibility  that 
attached  to  the  Government,  who  ought 
to  be  the  guardians  of  law  and  order,  for 
proposing  such  a  measure  as  that  before 
the  House.  The  Government  said 
they  had  provided  safeguards  in  the 
Bill,  but  he  must  say  that  the 
procedure  proposed  in  the  Bill  was 
one  of  the  most  unjust  things  he  had 
ever  heard.  Aprimd/acie  case  for  re- 
instatement was  to  be  made  out  in  the 
first  instance  ;  but  there  was  to  be  no 
appearance  upon  oath,  and  he  supposed 
that  a  small  sheet  of  paper  containing 
the  signature  of  the  applicant  would  be 
sufficient  to  establish  a  primd  facie  case. 
No  power  was  given  of  getting  informa- 
tion which  would  be  useful  for  purposes 
of  cross-examination.  Surely  some 
Rules  should  be  laid  down — something 
to  guide  the  Arbitrators  in  the  difficult 
duty  they  were  asked  to  discharge.  The 
landlord  was  apparently  not  to  have 
notice  until  a  subsequent  stage,  and  even 
then  there  was  no  power  to  put  the 
applicants  upon  oath  or  to  summon  wit- 
nesses. Then  another  provision,  one  of 
the  most  extraordinary  he  had  ever  seen. 


was  that  the  Arbitrators  were  told  that 
they  were  to  take  into  account  '^  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  district."  What  had  the 
circumstances  of  the  district  to  do  with  the 
matter  ?  If  a  district  was  peaceful,  was 
everybody  to  be  reinstated  ;  and  if  a 
district  was  turbulent,  was  nobody  to  be 
reinstated,  or  was  it  the  other  way  ? 
They  were*  entitled  to  know  what 
were  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  this  matter.  He  trusted 
that  before  the  Debate  closed  they  should 
hear  from  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Lord  Kimberley),  whose  ability 
and  adroitness  in  debate  they  all  admired, 
and  who  had  power  sometimes  to  make 
the  worse,  as  they  considered,  appear  the 
better  reason,  what  was  his  interpreta- 
tion of  the  instruction  to  the  Arbitrators 
that  they  were  to  take  into  account  "  the 
circumstances  of  the  district."  He  would 
also  like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
had  said  on  a  recent  occasion  that  he  was 
not  going  to  make  any  impromptu 
speeches,  to  tell  the  House  perhaps 
to-morrow  night,  by  which  time  he  could 
have  thought  it  out,what  effect,  in  his  view, 
"  the  circumstances  of  the  district "  were 
to  have  on  the  minds  and  the  judgment  of 
the  Arbitrators.  He  hoped  also  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  give  their  Lord- 
ships the  benefit  of  his  legal  ability  and 
knowledge  in  guiding  them  in  this 
difficulty,  as  to  what  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  in  inserting  the  ex- 
traordinary sentence  that  the  Arbitrators 
were  to  have  reference  to  "  the  circum- 
stances of  the  district."  Perhaps  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack would  not  object  to  give  his 
judgment  upon  the  case,  though  it 
was  not  laid  before  him  with  all  the 
paraphernalia  of  wig  and  gown. 
The  noble  Lord  at  least  must  have  paid 
attention  to  the  drafting  of  the  Bill,  and 
it  would  be  interesting  to  know  from  the 
noble  Lord  what  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  in  putting  into  the  Bill  that 
most  extraordinary  sentence  that  the 
Arbitrators  were  to  have  reference  to 
"  the  circumstances  of  the  district."  He 
did  not  propose  to  argue  at  any  length 
as  to  what  would  be  the  position  of  the 
landlords  under  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
know  that  grievances  of  landlords  found 
a  very  receptive  place  in  the  minds  and 
hearts  of  noble  Lords  opposite  ;  but  it 
did  appear  to  him  that  it  was  inflicting 
a  hardship  on  the  landlord  to  force  upon 
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him  perhaps  an  iaBolvent  teDaut,  instead 
of  a  solveQt  oue  ;  to  compel  \\\m  to  take  a 
man  who  had  perbapB  treated  him  badly, 
iostead  of  one  with  whom  he  wae  work- 
ing on  terras  of  perfect  peaee.  The  land- 
lord, in  his  judgment,  would  lose  either 
way.  If  the  farm  were  left  derelict  on 
account  of  the  eviction  of  thp  tenant,  as 
he  understood  the  provisions  of  the  Billj 
the  landlord  would  receive  less  rent  for 
it  iti  the  future  ;  and  if  the  landlord  had 
been  able  to  keep  up  the  farm  and  spend 
money  upon  it,  there  appeared  to  be  no 
adequate  security  tliat  a  due  returu  would 
be  forthcoming.  It  was  said  by  the  noble 
Earl  that  the  landlord  might  demand 
a  sale.  They  first  made  his  posi- 
tion as  uncomfortable  as  they  could^ 
and  then  they  proceeded  to  buy  him  out 
at  a  reduced  price,  to  be  fixed  by  their 
own  agents.  That  did  not  seem  to  him 
to    be    either    a    fair   or    a    reasonable 

Dsition  in  which  to  place  the  landlord. 

Then  there  was  another  point.  It  was 
important  to  consider  most  carefully 
w^hat  would  be  the  effect  of  this  Bill  on 
those  who  liad  taken  farms  from  which 
tenants  had  been  evicted.  It  would  not, 
he  ibought,  be  disputed  that  there  was 
an  obvious  desire  on  the  part  of  certain 
persons  in  Ireland  to  prevent  farms  from 
being  taken.  He  did  not  think  he  would 
be  wrong  in  describing  that  as  one  of  the 
cardinal  points  in  the  policy  of  those 
people.  Land-grabbing  w*as  denouncec! 
in  every  conceivable  form,  though  fhe 
persons  guilty  of  this  so-called  offence 
w^ere  ordy  exercising  fhe  ordinary  and 
natural  rights  of  citizeDship.  The 
land-gral>bers  were  called  "  legalised  bri- 
gands/* **  public  thieves,'*  and  other  epi- 
thets. The  object  w^as clear.  It  was  to  pre- 
vent new  tenants  from  taking  farms,  for  if 
that  end  could  be  attained  a  great  blow 
wonhl  be  struck  at  eviction.  If  farms 
could  not  he  let  there  was,  of  course,  less 
inducemout  to  evict*  He  would  not  say 
that  eviction  was  a  nice  and  pleasant 
process,  but  in  certain  circum?<tances  it 
had  to  be  reeorted  to  as  a  melancholy 
necessity.  If  they  were  going  to  make 
eviction  more  difficult  than  at  present, 
how  were  they  going  to  enforce  payment 
of  rent  ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
farmers  of  Ireland — he  did  not  complain  of 
that — were  already  hedged  about  with 
every  reasonable  safeguard.  But  the  matter 
did  not  stop  there.  It  was  said  that  the 
number  of  farms,  vacant  or  taken,  might 

I^ord  Balfour  of  Bttrfctfjfh 


be  held  to  represent  the  barometer  of  peace 
in  Ireland.  Mr.  Gladstone  used  to  go 
about  the  country,  Bome  years  ago,  sav- 
ing— **  There  is  no  peace  ;  no  seltlemeot 
in  Ireland.  Your  policy  is  not  8ucces?<ful, 
because  farms  are  standing  empty/*  But 
would  this  Bill  lighten  or  would  it  make 
more  diiBcult  the  position  of  those  who 
had  taken  farms  ?  Could  it  be  doubted^ 
having  regarti  to  the  views  of  the  Irish 
Members,  that  one  of  the  effects  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  make  the  position  of  the 
new  tenants  more  intolerable  than  it  was 
at  present  ?  Was  it  not  obvious  that 
every  man  who  was  evicted,  and  saw  his 
farm  in  the  possession  of  another  tenant, 
would  see  that  the  landlords  had  been 
coerced,  and  would  feel  that  one  man's 
life  was  the  only  obstacle  which  stood 
between  him  nnd  the  possession  of  his 
old  farm  ?  "  Persuasion,"  as  it  wau 
called,  would  be  brought  to  bear  on  the 
new  tenants  to  give  up  their  farms  ;  and 
it  w*a8  easy  to  imagine  what  "  persua- 
sion "  would  be  held  to  include  under 
those  circumstances.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  a 
political  movement,  intended  to  embarrass 
the  administration  of  Mr.  Balfour  in 
Ireland.  It  should  be  remembered^ 
however,  that  these  tenants  had  helped 
to  defeat  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ;  they 
had  trusted  to  British  law  and  the  British 
Parliament,  and  to  desert  them  now  and 
to  add  to  their  danger  would  not  only  be 
a  wrong,  but  an  infamy  almost  too  great 
for  words  to  condemn.  ]So  one,  ha 
imagined,  would  deny  that  the  Bill  was 
an  exceptional  interference  with  privat0 
rights,  and  that  the  only  justification  for 
it  was  that  it  would  accomplish  a  great 
end  and  lead  to  a  lasting  peace.  But 
did  anyone  really  hope  that  the  Bill,  as 
it  stood,  would  have  that  effect  ?  No 
Irish  Member  had  defended  the  Bill  out 
andout,norhaditbeen  accepted  as  it  stood 
by  any  section  of  the  Irish  Members. 
The  Irish  Members  had  asked  for  more; 
they  had  divided  against  the  Go vernmeilt 
in  Committee  of  the  Bill  in  their  desire 
to  get  more,  and  their  Lordships  could 
not  ignore  the  fact  that  the  Bill  would 
not  satisfy  in  its  entirety  the  real  object 
of  the  Nationalists — namely,  to  get  rid 
bj  some  wholesale  process  of  the  new 
tenants.  But  though  he  said  that,  he 
could  not  deny  that  the  Bill  would  be  of 
great  use  to  the  Nationalist  Party,  The 
Bill  would  be  of  use  as  a  precedent  and 
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AS  a  reaeon  for  asking  for  more.     The 

programme  of  the  Irish  Members  was 
knowu.  In  their  opinion — and  in  this 
they  were  supported  bj  some  of  the 
^Dglish  followers  of  the  Governraent — 
rent  J  even  judicial  rent,  was  an  immoral 
ta^,  and  their  intention  was  to  take  8Hi!e 
after  slice  of  the  landlords'  property  until 
they  had  reducml  it  to  what  was  called 
prairie  value.  If,  therefore,  the  Bill  was 
not  going  to  close  the  controversy,  what 
did  their  LonlshSps  gain  by  passiug  it  ? 
He  knew  that  in  asking  their  Lordships  to 
reject  the  Bill  they  would  1k^  open  to  much 
misconstruction  and  perhaps  some  abuse. 
The  supporters  of  the  Government  might 
go  about  the  country  and  abuse  their 
Lordships  in  the  future  as  they  hud 
threatened  them  in  the  past*  Hisopiuiou 
was  that  those  arguments  could  only 
affect  those  who  cared  for  them  ;  and  if 
their  Lordships  once  yielded  to  them 
they  would  have  done  much  to  damage 
their  position.  If  their  Lordships  passed 
this  Bill,  would  they  earn  respect  or 
bring  about  peace?  They  would  do 
oothiug  of  the  kind  ?  They  would  only 
add  eoutempt  to  the  hostility  which 
already  existed.  Was  this  a  just,  ex- 
pedient, fair  proposal  ?  He  did  not  deny 
that  there  had  been  occasions,  and  there 
might  be  occasions  again,  when  in 
matters  of  opiDion  and  of  judgment  their 
XfOrdships*  House  ought  to  yield  to 
others  ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
question  now  before  the  House  was  one 
pre-eminently  of  principle.  It  was  a 
question  which,  more  than  any  other, 
ought  to  be  decided  on  the  abstract 
ground  of  justice  ;  and  on  that  ground 
it  seemed  to  him  that  this  Bill  was 
incapable  of  defence  or  of  justification. 
If  their  Lordi^hips  passed  this  Bill  they 
would  cast  to  the  winds  every  principle 
of  law  and  government  which  had  hither- 
to been  received  iu  this  and  every 
civilised  country.  No  consideration  of 
their  comfort  or  their  privileges  should 
in  this  matter  weigh  with  their  Lord- 
ehips  to  the  slightest  extent.  He  did  not 
say  that  he  should  vote  against  the  Bill 
without  regret  ;  but  he  did  say  that  he 
would  go  into  the  Lobby  against  it  with- 
out hesitation.  He  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  three  mouths* 

Amendment     moved,    to     leave    out 
^*'  now "),   and   add  at   the  end  of  the 


Motion   ('*thi8    da.j  ithree   months.")- 
{The  Lord  Balfour.) 

•The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  My  Lords, 

I  rise,  not  without  some  regret,  to  follow 
ray  noble  Friend.  I  do  not  think  it  isj 
generally  expedient  that  two  Members  of  1 
the  House  on  the  same  side  should  follow 
each  other,  but,  my  Lords,  we  are  in  ex» 
ceptional  circumstances.  I  have  oci] 
doubt  that  a  number  of  Peers  opposite 
will  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  I  hope  that  some  of  them  will 
speak  who  are  not  connected  with  the 
Government,  But,  as  far  as  I  have  seen 
the  list  of  those  who  are  likely  to  take 
part  in  this  Debate  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  this  strange  fact  has  been 
evident — that  every  one  of  thera  is  either 
8  Member,  or  an  oHice- holder  in  the  Go- 
vernment. That  is  an  unusual  circura* 
stance  in  the  case  of  an  important  Bill. 
But  I  congratulate  the  House  on  one  fact 
coQuected  with  this  Bill,  and  that  is  the 
position  of  your  Lordships*  House  in  re- 
gard to  it.  When  important  Bills  come 
up  to  us  from  the  other  House  we  have 
always  two  dirties  to  perform,  We  have 
to  discuss  the  Bill  on  its  merits,  and  we 
have  to  consider  the  authority  on  which 
it  comes.  Sometimes  it  is  not  very 
easy  to  reconcile  these  two  duties 
Sometimes  measures  come  to  us  with 
very  Uttle  merit,  but  with  very  great 
authority.  I  congratulate  the  House  on 
this  fact — that  this  Bill  has  no  merit  at 
all,  and  that  it  comes  to  us  with  less 
than  no  authority.  I  am  not  going  to 
dwell  upon  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  Bill  has  passed  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  do  not  like  to  speak  of 
what  is  called  "  the  gu-g-^^  The  reputa- 
tion and  honour  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  a  matter  of  deep  concern  to  all 
of  us ;  but  we  are  not  the  guardians  of 
that  honour,  and  we  can  do  nothing  tol 
maintain  it*  We  must  trust  for  that  to 
the  constituencies  of  the  country.  But 
we  can  judge  of  that  part  of  our  duty 
which  enjoins  upon  us  to  weigh  the 
authority  on  which  Bills  come  ;  we  can 
take  notice  of  these  facts  and  shape  our 
course  according  to  the  authority  with 
which  the  Bill  comes  to  us.  Xovv,  my 
Lords,  before  I  pass  to  the  Bill  I  wish  to 
dissociate  myself  entirely  from  some  of 
the  arguments  which  have  been  used 
against  the  Bill  out-of-doors.  I  shall  not 
vote  against  this  Bill,  because  I  am  un-- 
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willing  to  give  a  place  of  repentance, 
to  the  wounded  and  fallen  soldiers  in 
what  was  a  great  social  war.  I  speak  for' 
mjbelf  onlj,  but  I  should  be  willing  to 
give  them  a  place  of  repentance  ;  and 
with  a  proper  tribunal,  really  judicial 
and  acting  under  the  authority  and  direc- 
tion of  Parliament,  1  should  be  willing 
to  vote  for  any  measure,  voluntary  in  its 
character,  which  would  facilitate  the 
reinstatement  of  men  who  have  been  the 
dupes  of  others  more  designing  and 
wicked  than  themselves.  Again,  I  am  not 
unwilling  to  vote  for  a  measure — though 
some  have  expressed  such  unwillingness 
— which  would  take  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  for  the  reward  of  those  who  have 
disobeyed  the  law.  On  the  contrary,  I 
am  rather  disposed  to  think  that  the 
sooner  that  Church  Fund  is  dispersed  the 
better.  It  has  done  some  good,  no 
doubt,  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Balfour ;  but 
at  present  it  is  a  fund  out  of  which  every 
political  job  in  Ireland  is  paid  for,  and 
will  be  paid  for  as  long  as  it  lasts. 
Besides,  I  really  think  that  both  the 
Government  and  their  protegis  have 
qualified  themselves  to  take  advantage 
of  this  fund.  Your  Lordships  may  re- 
member the  original  destination  of  that 
fund  as  defined  by  Mr.  Gladstone.  It 
was  to  be  spent  "  on  those  who  had  lost 
their  minds — on  lunatics."  That  was 
the  destination  appointed  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone when  he  introduced  the  Irish 
Church  Act.  I  have  always  thought 
that  that  was  the  most  wonderful 
example  I  have  ever  known  of  the  power 
of  a  great  man,  wielding  great  eloquence 
and  authority,  to  impose  upon  a  popular 
assembly.  Could  any  human  being 
believe  that  the  Irish  Church  surplus  was 
to  be  expended  only  for  lunatics  in  Ire- 
land ?  But  that  was  swallowed  by  the 
House  of  Commons  at  the  time,  and  it 
stands  on  record  as  the  destination  which 
Mr.  Gladstone  intended  for  this  fund.  I 
must  say,  however,  that  I  think  that 
those  who  have  lost  their  farms  in  Ire- 
land under  the  favourable  conditions  they 
now  enjoy  may  be  considered  as  having 
lost  their  minds  ;  and  I  should  be  glad 
to  see  this  fund  wisely  and  justly  distri- 
buted for  their  relief.  Once  more,  it  has 
been  objected  to  this  Bill  that  in  the  last 
resort  it  looks  to  the  taxpayer  of  this 
country  ;  and  so  it  does.  But  I  remem- 
ber the  time  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  gave 
a  large  loan  for  landowners  not  only  in 
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Ireland^  "but  in  this  country  also.  It 
was  at  the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Corn  Laws.  I  was  myself  a  landlord 
at  the  time,  and  I  took  a  large 
advantage  of  that  loan.  I  spent  it  on 
emigration  and  on  improving  lands ; 
and  I  flattered  myself  that  the 
money  was  laid  out  to  great  public 
advantage,  both  locally  and  generally  ; 
and  I,  for  one,  would  not  object  to  any 
advance  from  public  funds  in  Ireland 
which  is  really  necessary  for  the  healing 
of  any  of  its  wounds.  I  believe  that 
the  Purchase  Act  has  been  admirably 
successful ;  that  those  who  have  bought 
land  under  the  security  of  loans  from  the 
public  Treasury  have  been  honest  in  the 
repayment  of  those  loans,  and  it  is  a 
great  encouragement  to  us  to  proceed  in 
the  same  direction,  provided  that  we  do 
it  on  just  and  sound  principles.  There- 
fore, I  throw  aside  all  those  objections 
to  the  Bill,  and  I  concentrate  my  atten- 
tion— and  I  should  be  glad  to  concentrate 
the  attention  of  the  House — on  the  real 
objections  to  this  Bill.  In  the  first  place, 
I  say  that  it  is  a  Bill  with  a  false  title. 
It  is  absolutely  false  ;  it  misrepresents 
the  object  of  the  Bill.  It .  is  called  a 
Tenants  Arbitration  Bill ;  but  the  Court 
which  this  Bill  sets  up  is  not  an  Arbitra- 
tion Court.  It  is  not  a  Court  to  which 
both  parties  by  agreement  can  come  to 
settle  their  differences  by  arbitration.  It 
is  a  revolutionary  tribunal,  before  which 
both  parties  can  be  dragged  by  one  of 
them  in  his  own  interest  alone.  That  is 
not  an  Arbitration  Bill.  I  say,  then, 
that  the  principal  title  is  intended  to 
deceive  the  people  of  this  country  by 
concealing  the  violence  of  the  proposals 
which  the  Bill  contains.  The  second 
title  is  *'  An  Act  to  facilitate  and  make 
provision  for  the  migration  and  restora- 
tion to  their  holdings  in  Ireland  of  cer- 
tain former  tenants  or  their  personal 
representatives."  Why  "  certain  former 
tenants  ?  "  That  means  that  the  Bill 
has  defined  the  tenants  that  you  are  to 
protect  and  reward.  That  is  what  the 
Bill  ought  to  have  done  ;  but  it  is  what 
the  Bill  has  not  done.  I  have  tried  to 
draft  a  title  which  should  be  a  strict  and 
accurate  account  of  the  Bill,  and  I  think 
a  better  title  would  have  been  this  : — 
An  Act  to  empower  certain  persons  to 
reinstate  in  their  former  holdings  any 
qr  all  rural  tenants  in  Ireland,  or  their 
heirs,    who    have    lost    their    holdings 
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during  the  last  16  years,  either 
by  bankruptcy,  or  dishonesty,  or 
criminal  conspiracy,  or  any  other  cause.*^ 
The  Bill  might  be  described  in  other 
terms  as  ^'  An  Act  to  empower  certain 
persons  to  deal  with  all  agricnltural 
tenancies  in  Ireland,  so  that  the  law  may 
be  a  praise  to  them  that  do  evil  and  a 
terror  to  them  that  do  well."  Those 
titles  would  suit  the  Bill  perfectly ;  and 
I  do  not  know  why  one  or  the  other  was 
not  adopted,  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  people  to  the  monstrous  character  of 
the  proposals.  But  as  to  the  great 
peculiarities  of  this  Bill.  My  noble 
Friend's  able  speech  would  have  been 
exhaustive  but  for  this  :  that  the  demerits 
of  this  Bill  are  absolutely  inexhaustible. 
If  every  Member  of  this  House  were  to 
speak  every  night  for  a  month  we  should 
still  find  some  new  monstrosity  to  expose. 
The  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who  in- 
troduced the  Bill  was  no  more  directed 
to  this  Bill  than  it  was  directed  to  the 
man  in  the  moon.  He  might  have  been 
speaking  of  a  different  Bill  altogether. 
He  said  that  it  was  to  provide  for  some 
4,000  unfortunate  men  who  had  fallen  by 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Why,  my  Lords, 
it  applies  to  every  tenant  in  Ireland  who 
has  lost  his  holding  from  any  cause 
during  the  last  15  years.  There  is  an- 
other characteristic  of  the  Bill  to  which 
I  wish  to  direct  attention,  and  which 
strikes  me  very  forcibly.  It  is  a  Bill  re- 
trospective, retroactive,  and  entirely  ex 
post  facto.  I  venture  to  say  that  an  ex 
post  facto  law  dealing  with  property  in 
a  way  which  is  retrospective  and  ex  post 
facto  in  its  operation  is  of  itself  con- 
demned as  unjust  and  almost  unprece- 
dented. This  is  a  Bill  which  is  highly 
penal  in  its  consequences.  It  punishes 
some  and  lavishes  rewards  on  others.  It 
punishes  those  who  have  acted  in  accord- 
ance with  existing  laws,  not  those 
who  disobey  a  law  in  the  future  which 
you  are  now  laying  down.  It  rewards 
t^ose  who  have  disobeyed  your  laws  in 
past  times.  It  punishes  those  who  acted 
under  the  authority  of  your  laws,  and 
who,  on  the  faith  of  your  enactments, 
entered  into  transactions  with  other  men. 
It  rewards  those  who,  during  a  certain 
definite  period,  have  acted  against  your 
authority  and  in  violation  of  their 
obligations  to  society ^  All  this  it  does, 
moreover,  irithout  oi^e  single  word 
of  provision  for   the  fntnre.    Yon  go 


bade  to  B  limit  of  time.  How  mnch  do 
you  take?  •  You  take  in  15  years.  Why 
do  yon  ^i.  lipon  that  limit  of  time  ?  Why, 
because  it  takes  in  the  whole  of  the  Act 
of  1881  and  two  years  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  Then,  does  it  not  follow  that  the 
agrarian  legislation  of  1881  and  1870  is 
disparaged  and  damaged,  although  not 
actually  repealed  ?  My  Lords,  I  never 
expected  that  I  would  have  to  stand 
here  and  defend  the  Act  of  1881.  Per- 
haps some  of  your  Lordships  may  think 
that  I  am  somewhat  hypocritical  in  doing 
so.  My  attitude  with  regard  to  that  Act 
is  well  known.  I  have  been  attacked  on 
this  subject  in  another  place  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  who  shares  with 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  something  of  the 
Leadership  of  the  Ministry.  I  should 
be  sorry  to  say  anything  against  Sir 
William  Harcourt.  He  is  an  old  friend 
of  mine,  an  old  colleague,  a  personal 
connection,  and  in  private  life  he  is 
a  most  estimable  person.  In  politics,  I 
confess  I  have  always  regarded  him  as  an 
opportunist  of  the  most  perfect  trans- 
parency. I  did  in  regard  to  the  Act  of 
1881  'that  which  Sir  WiUiam  Harcourt 
could  not  conceive  any  man  doing.  I 
sacrificed  place,  political  position,  and 
political  friends  rather  than  agree  to  sacri- 
fice that  which  I  believed  to  be  essen- 
tially wrong  in  principle.  Sir  William 
Harcourt  could  not  conceive  anyone 
being  such  a  fool  as  to  do  that.  I  would 
advise  those  who  wish  to  pursue  so  un- 
important a  matter  as  to  attack  my 
political  reputation  should  choose  some 
other  subject  than  my  conduct  in  regard 
to  the  Land  Act  of'l881.  It  is  a  fact 
which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is  unquestion- 
able, that  every  prediction  I  made  with 
regard  to  the  Act  has  been  amply  ful- 
filled. It  has  not  settled  the  Irish 
question.  Everybody  admits  that  it  has 
not  settled  that  question,  and  is  not 
likely  to  do  so.  The  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend  to-night  was  exactly  the  same 
speech  we  heard  over  and  over  again, 
if  I  may  say  so,  usque  ad  nauseam 
before  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.  All  these  most  disingenuous 
attacks  on  the  landlords  of  Ireland  we 
heard  over  and  over  again  before  this 
land  legislation  began,  and  they  ure  now 
repeated  word  for  word,  when  they 
cannot  possibly  be  true;  Look  at 
the  language  of  the  Kationalist  Party. 
Do  they  say  that  the  Act  of  1881  has 


6S3 


Tenants  ArlUraUon  {LORDS} 


(  Ireland)  Bill. 


684 


settled  the  qnestioti  ?  No,  thej  do  not. 
Thej  demand  more  aod  more,  and  the 
more  you  give  them  the  more  they  will 
ask.  Nevertheless,  I  will  not  vote  for 
any  Bill  that  repeals  the  Act  of  1881 
ivithoiU  providiog  any  substitute,  and 
that  is  what  you  are  asked  to  do  by  thb 
BilL  You  are  asked  in  this  Bill  to 
strike  at  the  existing  law,  to  damage 
it  to  the  last  degree — to  reward  those 
who  have  defied  it,  whilst  at  the 
fiame  time  you  are  not  providing  any- 
thing to  take  the  place  of  the  Act  of 
1881,  Let  me  now  direct  attention  to 
the  gross  injustice  implied  in  this  Bill 
directed  against  the  Act  of  1881,  as 
compared  with  what  may  be  truly  said 
of  its  effects,  I  will  take  the  last 
category  first.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
true  that  it  has  dissociated  the  whole 
rental  of  Ireland  from  the  improvement  of 
the  soil.  The  landlords  do  not  now  feel 
safe  in  laying  out  a  shilling  of  the  rental 
in  the  improvement  of  any  laud  in  the 
occupation  of  the  teuaut.  It  may  he  that 
many  landlords,  oiittof  what  Tennyson 
calls  "  old  habit  of  tbe  mind,'*  still  go 
on  improving  tenants'  holdings  ;  but 
as  a  rule  the  Act  of  1881  has  put  an 
end  to  the  improvement  of  the  soil  of 
Ireland  held  in  tenancy  out  of  the 
whole  rental  of  the  country*  Was  there 
ever  such  ruinous  blow  struck  at  the 
economic  condition  of  any  people  ? 
Again,  that  Act  has  made  the  attempt  to 
provide  that  the  State  should  fix  the 
value  of  one  particular  article.  Has 
that  succeeded?  I  believe  the  Land 
Court  has  acted  in  the  most  con- 
scientious way,  but  it  has  acted  on  no 
known  principle  and  under  no  guidance 
from  Parliament.  All  is  done  on  tbe 
personal  reliance  of  individual  men.  I 
say  that  it  has  not  settled  the  question 
of  rental  in  Ireland,  because  although 
the  people  submit  sulkily  to  the  new  scale 
of  rents,  they  liave  no  real  confidence 
in  the  perfect  justice  of  the  decisions  ; 
and  both  in  the  North  and  South  of  Ireland 
you  have  not  unfrequent  indications  of 
the  inevitable  objections  of  tbe  tenants 
to  rents  fixed  on  no  known  principle. 
In  the  third  place  the  Act  of  1681  pro- 
posed to  give  a  great  gain  to  the  tenant* 
farmer.  1  deny  that  it  has  made  land  a 
shilling  cheaper  to  those  who  were  not 
holders  of  land  when  the  Act  was  passed. 
On  the  contrary,  by  the  encouragement 
which  you  gave  to  tbe  exaggerated  value 
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of  tenant-right,  every  man  who  came 
into  a  farm  since  the  Act  was  passed  has 
had  to  pay  through  the  nose  for  the 
privilege*  The  result  is,  that  people 
are  as  **  rack-rented  *''  as  ever.  Theo, 
again,  what  do  the  farmers  charge  for 
conacre  ?  The  Land  Court  fixes  the  laod- 
lord's  rent,  say,  at  the  rate  of  lOt*.  au  acre ; 
but  tbe  farmer  lets  the  land  in  conacre  to 
the  labouring  classes  at  £4  and  £5,  and 
I  have  seen  £12  an  acre.  Not  one  fartbing 
of  advantage  has  gone  to  the  people 
of  Ireland  except  to  the  existing  holders 
when  that  Act  was  passed*  Another 
effect  of  the  Act  has  been  to  accustom 
the  people  to  the  working  of  an  tubitary 
and  a  secret  tribunaL  Look  at  the  de- 
moralisation which  has  been  created  n» 
manifested  in  this  Bill.  It  seems  to  be 
now  generally  accepted  that  yon  may 
remit  the  w^hole  interests  of  felloir- 
snbjects,  certainly  as  to  property,  and 
indirectly  as  to  liberty  and  life,  to  tbe  irre- 
sponsible action  of  three  individual  men. 
The  fact  that  this  Bill  has  been  brought 
forward  shows  the  extent  to  which  the 
people  have  been  accustomed  to  giving 
to  an  arbitrar}*  tribunal  judicial  poweri. 
My  Lords,  whatever  the  rents  fixed  liy 
the  tribunals  under  the  Act  of  1881  may 
have  been,  they  are  not  **  judicial,"  How 
often  have  I  wondered  that  noble  Law 
Lords  in  this  House,  jealous  as  they 
always  are  of  the  honour  of  their  great 
profession,  should  have  permitted  the 
word  *'  judicial  '*  to  be  used  in  conrie<'tiou 
with  a  tribunal,  which  acts  according  to 
no  law,  but  on  the  personal  authority  of 
individual  men.  Do  you  remtmber  what 
passed  after  the  Act  of  1881  was  carried? 
A  noble  Lord  moved  for  the  Hp]3ointment 
of  a  Committee  to  consider  what  those 
Commissioners  were  doing.  I  voted 
against  that.  I  thought  it  premature. 
Do  you  remember  the  objection 
made  by  Mr,  Gladstone  ?  He  wag 
furious.  He  quoted  the  word.*;  of 
Chief  Justice  Holt  when  he  was  called 
upon  by  the  House  of  Commons  to  giv© 
an  account  of  one  of  his  decisions.  He 
said  something  like  this — ^**  No  ;  my 
decision  was  a  decision  on  tbe  BeDch, 
in  the  robes  of  my  office  and  in  tbe  dis- 
charge of  my  duty  to  the  country.  I  will 
give  no  explanation  out  of  the  Court 
in  which  my  Judgment  was  delivered."** 
Mr.  Gladstone  held  that  up  as  a  patt^ra 
— as  the  answer  which  should  be  given  to 
your  Lordships'  Committee  if  they  dared 
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to  nsk  a  question  of  the  Commig- 
eioners  as  to  the  priDciples  upon  which 
their  judgmeata    were    bftsed.      Twelve 

ears  have  pa^ed^  and  the  Liberal  Party, 
or  the  Party  which  calls  it»elf  Liberal, 
liave  appoint^  a  Committee  to  tuquire 
'iito  the  workiug  of  the  Act,  aud  to  questiou 
hose  Judges,  as  they  are  called,  as  to 
the  priDciples  of  their  pi-oceediogs.  I 
noticed  the  other  day  in  the  public  Press 
an  observation  made  by  a  Member  of 
this  House  of  Commons  Committee  tooae 
of  the  wituesses.  An  Irish  Member  inter- 
rupted the  evidence  and  said,  '"^  This  man 
will  eay  or  swear  auythiug."  These  are  the 
iuaults  given  to  your  '*  judicial "  tribunals, 
I  say  again  that  in  that  respect  the  Act 
of  1881  has  been  a  total  failure.  You 
have  not  established  *' judicial  ^'  rents ;  you 
have  not  established  rents  which  anyone 
has  any  confidence  in,  because  no  one 
knows  the  principles  upon  which  they 
have  been  decided.  Then,  my  Lords, 
last  of  all  1  maintain  tUat  the  Act  of 
1881  has  spread  political  corrtjptioo 
through  Ireland.  These  rents  are  arbi- 
trarily settled  by  the  arbitrary  will  of 
I  individual  men,  Wbat  do  we  hear  said 
now  by  candidates  for  the  House  of  Com- 
tnons  ?  They  say  "  Vote  for  us,  and  we 
will  keep  in  a  Government  who  will  give 
us  new  Commiseionera  of  a  different  type 
when  existing  men  have  retire<l  or  are 
dead  ;  men  who  will  settle  your  reuts  on 
different  principles,  and  who  w^ill  give 
you  your  lands  at  prairie  value/'  But  the 
Act  of  1881  was  passed  ;  and  I  agree 
with  what  ray  noble  Friend,  Lord  Salis- 
bury, said  three  or  four  ye^rs  ago,  that 
bad  as  it  is,  the  Act  of  1881  might  work 
tolerably  well  if  you  only  allowed  it  to 
work,  kept  to  it,  and  supported  the 
decisions  of  your  officials.  But  that  is 
exactly  what  you  are  not  doing*  This 
Bill  condemns  all  that  has  been  done 
nnder  the  Act  of  1881  and  for  two  years 
•before*  You  introduce  this  Bill  which 
•eete  aside  the  Act  of  1881  at  the  very 
time  that  the  illustrious  author  of  that 
Act  is  retiring  from  public   life  ;  a   Bill 

hich  virtually  says  that  that  Act,  which 

ae  supposed  to  be  the  one  great  triumpb 

lof  a  great  political  career,  has  been  an 

absolute  failure  in  all   its  objects*      My 

Lords^  I  will  not  vote  for  this  Bill,  because 

It  repeals  the  Act  of  1881,  without  pro- 

iding  any  substitute  for  it.      But  I  will 

11  noble  Lords  opposite,  if  they  care  to 
know,  whal  are  the  principles  upon  which 
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I  would  reform  the  agrarian  law  of  Ireland, 
My  noble  Friend,  Lord  Spencer,  spoke 
of  Ireland  being  different  from  England 
and  Scotland.  Have  we  not  acted  on  that 
view  long  and  far  enough  ?  Are  there  uot 
rules  of  legislation  which  belong  to  man- 
kind and  to  the  civilised  world — natural 
laws  which  are  the  laws  of  God  ?  You 
propose  virtually  to  »1>olisb  tbe  Act  of 
1881  and  you  substitute  nothing  for  it^ 
I  will  tell  you  what  yon  should  do*  Go 
back  to  tbe  natural  law,  the  law  of  all 
civilised  nations.  You  have  adopted  free 
trade  iu  the  produce  of  land  ;  adopt  the 
principle  of  free  trade  iu  land  itself, 
Tbrow  the  land  of  Ireland  open  to  all 
pu  I  chasers,  secure  them  in  their  tenures, 
encourage  capital  expended  iu  the  im* 
provement  of  tbe  land,  act  as  men  act  all 
the  world  over,  and  your  present  dithcul- 
ties  will  disappear.  But  until  that  has 
been  done  ;  until  some  Government  of 
common  sense,  learuing  from  your  suc- 
c'essive  blunders  in  Ireland,  discover  that 
everything  that  has  been  done  only  in- 
creases the  difficulties  you  have  still  to 
deal  with  ;  until  tbat  day  comes,  support 
your  existing  laws  and  insist  on  their 
being  obeyed.  In  the  meantime  I  must 
confess  that  the  Act  of  1881  had  some 
virtues  iti  it.  In  the  first  place,  it  sup- 
ports the  possibility  of  eviction.  I  say 
that  if  there  is  property  in  land  or  in 
anything  else,  those  who  hire  that  pro- 
perty must  pay  the  price  of  hire  or  they 
must  submit  to  be  put  out,  I  say  evic- 
tions ought  to  go  on  in  Ireland  just  as 
they  do  in  London,  Is  there  any  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships'  House  who  would 
not  be  evictod  to-morrow  if  he  deter- 
mined not  to  pay  his  lawful  debts  ?  Do 
yon  suppose  that  the  laws  of  nature  aud 
morality  are  to  be  suspended  in  favour  of 
the  Irish  ?  What  folly  this  is  !  There 
must  be  a  certain  amount  of  eviction. 
And  when  I  heard  Lord  Spencer  give  the 
figures  of  the  cases  to  which  this  Bill 
would  Apply^  I  must  say  it  seemed  to  me 
an  absolute  proof  of  the  great  lenity  aud 
generosity  with  which  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  had  behaved.  I  say  that  under 
tbe  Act  of  1881 — however  great  its  failures 
in  other  respects — unjust,  cruel,  and 
capricious  evictions  became  impossible.  It 
was  for  that  object  the  law  was  passed, 
and  in  that  object  it  has  succeeded,  and 
succeeded  perfectly.  Have  your  Lord- 
ships ever  read  the  iustrnctive  address 
of  Justice  O'Hagau  iu  opening  tbe  Land 
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Co  art.  ?  It  wa«»  bis  object  to  ex  pi  Bin  to 
the  f>eople  of  Ireland  the  amraeu^o  acl- 
viiutages  which  it  secwretl  for  them,  and 
if  you  read  the  »f>eeeb  yon  will  see^ 
especial  I}'  in  the  piissAges  where  he 
dealt  with  the  1 3th  clarise,  thnt 
eo  far  from  the  Legislature  faciH- 
tatiog  iinjtidt  erictioD^  it  strained  its 
ingeDuity  to  prevent  landlords  liaving 
even  the  power  of  just  eviction  over 
bankrupt  tenants.  And  what  is  the 
result  ?  Lord  Spencer  tells  us  that  the 
total  number  of  men  who  have  lo«t  land 
in  Ireland  since  1879  is  31,759.  As  the 
Keturn  was  reported  in  The  Times  thosie 
figures  were  not  quite  correct.  As  I 
make  it  out,  the  Returns  show  a  total 
number  of  tenants  evicted  of  nearly 
38,(X)0,  and  if  you  take  in  those  tenants 
who  have  been  compelled  to  sell  because 
they  were  bankrupt  to  avoid  eviction,  I 
have  no  doubt  the  total  number  of 
tenants  who  have  been  in  one  way  or 
other  evicted  has  been  50,000.  Do  your 
Lordships  remember  how  many  temuif^ 
there  are  in  Ireland?  Four  hundred 
thousand.  You  will  find,  if  I  am  not 
much  mistaken,  that  the  number  evicted 
is  a  fraction  more  than  \  per  cent,  per 
annum.  The  evictions  in  England  and 
in  Scotland  of  men  who  have  fallen  in 
the  economic  battle  of  life  are  infinitely 
rinore  than  that.  The  Laud  Act  of  1881 » 
tierefore,  I  hold,  cannot  justly  be  accused 
Bf  not  having  prevented  capricious  evic- 
tions. Now,  my  Lords,  I  look  at  this 
Bill  from  another  point  of  view.  What 
is  to  be  our  future  when  this  Bill  is 
passed  ?  My  noble  Friend  Lord  Spencer 
in  his  half-hearted  speech — I  wish  such 

•  duties   were    not  always   imposed    upon 

•  him,  from  his  high  character  and  well- 
known  truthfulness  of  language  and 
sincerity  of  cJxaracter — did  not  t«ll  us 
what  was  to  bo  the  new  code.  This  Bill 
provides  nothing  for  the  future,  but  it 
does  not  follow  that  it  has  no  effect  on 
the  future.  I  say  that  it  will  have  a 
roost  disastrous  effect.  The  very  first 
clause  will  still  further  di^ourage  land- 
lords from  employing  their  capital  on  the 
improvement  of  the  soil  in  Ireland,  even 
wheu  in  their  own  possession.  Let  your 
Lordships  think  what  a  mischief  that  is. 
Do  you  not  know  that  Irish  land  in  the 
occupation  of  the  landlord  is  the  only 
land,  as  a  rale,  upon  which  money  is  laid 
out  in  improvements  ?  Yet  you  are  deli- 
berately discouraging  landlords  from  thus 
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me   very   much. 

recoUei't    right, 

named    O'Brien^ 

employment     of 


employing  their  capital  in  the  improv^ 
nient  of  the  soil  of  Ireland,  and  row  arc 
sentencing  them  to  severe  penalties  rf  they 
dare  to  do  so.    Are  we  fools  t  'Go- 

vernment should  at^k  us  to  na  -  >  ii  a 

Bill  us  that  ?     Have  any  of  your  Loird- 
ships    read    the    Bhie  Books   about  the 
employment  of  labour  in  Ireland  ?     Bloe 
Books,  I  must  say,  n.re  generally  weary 
reading  ;    but  still   there  are  significant 
facti)  tn  many  of  them  which  the  intelli- 
gence  of    the    public    Preas    generally 
make  public.     But  in  one  of  those  Irish 
Blue  Books    I    :^aw    a   statement   about 
Kerry    which    amused 
The    Inspector,    if     I 
a    genuine    Irishman 
wrote    of     the     little 
labour    in    Ireland,   because     the     small 
farmers     workeii    their    own   land,    and 
the     landlords     were      discouraged      in 
making   improvements.      But   this    3lr. 
O^Brien  found  a  certain  place  in  Kerry 
where  a  landlord  was   employing  a  larg^ 
number  of  people,  aud  he  was  ama«ej, 
and  added  that,  no  doubt,  he  would  very 
soon  st.op.     I  thought  it   well  to  make 
some  inquiries  into  this  mutter ;  and    I 
founds  as  I  ex  pec  toil,  that  this  wonderful 
gentleman,  who  came  all  the  way  from 
England  to  lay  out  money  on  land  in 
Ireland,  was  laying  it  out  on  land  timt 
was   not  in   the  occupation   of    tenants, 
but    in    his     own     occupation.       That 
is    the    beneficent   process    which     you 
wish    to    stop    by    the    first    clause    of 
this    Bill,    and    you    wlopt    the    mo«t 
violent  and  unjust  meafiures  to  atop   it. 
By  the  first  clause  you  enable  an  arbi- 
trary tribunal  to  take  from   a   landlord 
land  of  which  he  has  got  legitimate  and 
legal   hold,    which  he  may  have  added 
to    his   demesne,    which    he   may    have 
largely  improved,  and  on  which  he  may 
have  built  houses.    You  t4ike  it  from  him, 
and  give  it  back  to  the  man  who  tried  10 
rob  him.     Now,  look  at  the  new  tenant. 
Under  this  Bill  the  new  tenant  will  ha^e 
to  go — that  is  to  say,  solvent  men  have 
to  go,  and  insolvent  men  are  to  be  put  in 
tiieir  place.     Those  men  who  are  to  ^ 
out  had  not  to  pay  tenant-right ;  conse- 
quently, they  were  unmortgaged.     They 
were  free  to  use  any  capital  they  had  on 
the  improvement  of  the  furm^.  Every  other 
tenant  got  his   farm  by   paying   tenant- 
right^  and  was  mortgaged  up  to  the  eyes. 
You  are  evicting  men  who  are  keepiog 
the  land   in  good  condition,  and  puttiog 
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iuw§  iiiHi  imve  vio- 
ftted  their  000 tracts  and  oUitratioiis.  Thou 
iiow  lire  these  men  to  he  providtxl  for  wheu 
liey  are  re  instated  ?  The  wo  hie  Earl 
iias  described  them  as  perioiletis,  Mr. 
Horley  has  said  they  are  not  j^o  peuui- 
ieea  aa  h  supposed,  atid  that  many  au 
rishuiaii  looks  very  poor  ;  but  wlien  you 
ome  to  inqaire  you  Hud  Uehan  plouty  of 
ey.  That  is  awell-kuown  fact.  It 
\  beeu  proved  that  io  times  when  relief 
was  distributed  Irishmen  hid  their  fiir- 
Diture  iu  the  hogs  in  order  to  get  some 
of  the  relief.     Mr,  Morl«y  says — 

*«  T>n  not  mippkoee  those  men  are  so  \^oot  m 
they  look  ;  they  cau  getcomtaatid  of  meaiu  if 
'  Ihey  like/* 

If  that  ia  true  it  proves  that  in  not  pay- 

.ing  their  rent  they  were  not  merely  uu- 

Ifortuuate,  but  frauduJeat  ;  and   these  are 

the  men  you  wish  to  restore.     I  come  to 

another  elaes  of  men  who  are  to  be  turned 

out  without  a  moment's  hesitation.  These 

itf©  the  n»en   they  call  '*  planters."     The 

taterm  i^  not  defined.       Does   it   mean  all 

Ltiew  tenants  ?  Ves,  if  the  Arbitrators  say 

80»      These    three   men   have   abaolute 

power   to   define    what    existing    tenant 

^meatis.     They  may  condemn  every  exist- 

"^icg  tenant  as  a  planter  and  kick  him  out 

arbitrarily.       I   believe  there   ar«  some 

es    where  there   are    planters    in  the 

strict   sense   of    the   term.       Landlords 

•  having  war  waged  against  them^  in  spite 

of  the  advantages  of  the  tenantry,  have 

bpilt  in  men  to  hold  their  land  a.s  a  garri- 

tsofi*       The^e  are  planters  in    the  strict 

liBense  of  the  word,  and   I  venture  to  say 

:that  these  are  the  men  who  ought  not  to 

be  turned  out.       What  better  use  could 

yoa  put  land  to,  what   better  crop  could 

Lyou  raise  upon  it — than  loyal  men  instead 

pof    disloyal   men — men    who    will    fuldl 

L  their   obligations    instead    of   men    who 

\em  ?     What  better  use  could  you 

:  land  than  that  ?     What,  iu  the 

biatory  of  the  world,  has  beeu  so  strong 

for   the   improvement   of   (he    world  m 

planted  races  ?      And  in  Ireland,  of  ail 

places  in  the  world,  toicoodemn  ptanters ! 

1  Is  not  all   Ulster  populated  by   planters, 

•or  the   descendants    of  planters  ?      Are 

Dot  the  whole  of  the  Kiag*i  County  and 

Queen's  County  populated  with  the  de* 

sceodants  of  planters  in  anotlier  epoch  of 

lUa  sad  history  of  Ireland  ?   And  all  over 

the  South  and  West  even  are  there  not 

hj  tbousands  men  who  are  the  de^en* 


Those  are  the  very 
best    elements     of     the     Irif^h     people. 
What    silly   nonsense  it   is  to   denounce 
planters,     I  am  not  speaking   now  of  its 
injustice  in  the  way  of  dealing  with  raon 
who  had  done  nothing  against  your  law. 
I  am  talking  of  the  folly  and  idiocy  of 
legislation  directed  against  that  element 
in  the  population  which  you   know  to  be 
always  the  best  and  the  strongest.     Who 
are    these    men    who     are    denouncing 
planters  ?     Why,  they  are  very  of  ten  the 
descendants  of  planters  themselves*  Talk 
of     the    Colts     in     Ireland  I     There    is 
hardly  a  pure  Celt  in  the    whole  of   Ire- 
laud.  Is  Farnella  purely  Irish  name  ?  Is 
Hedmond,  or  Dillon  a  purely  Irish  name  ? 
Are  they  not  obviously  of  Norman  origin  ? 
I  will  venture  to  say  tlmt  they  are  all 
the   descendants    of  planters,  which,  iu 
successive  waves  during  seven  centuries, 
have  populated  Ireland,     Then  what  is 
your    prospect    of    the    future  ?      Lord 
Balfour  asked   that   question.     1  hope  it 
will  be  answered.     The  Solicitor  General 
said  all  our  Irish  legislation  had  failed, 
because  it    always    had   had   the    effect 
of  placing  a  certain  number  of  Irishmen 
iu  a  most  unfair  position   in  comparison 
with    their    neighbours.      The   unequal 
distribution   of    benefits !     I    ask    your 
Lordships  to  test  the  future  under  this 
BilL  Look  at  the  new  inequalities  which 
you  will  set  up.     I  admit  the  validity  of 
the    Solicitor    Gen  era  Ps     objection.       I 
think  that  if  you  pass  partial   legislation 
whioh  gives  to  one  man  and   does   not 
give  to  his  neighbour,  or  gives  very  much 
to  oue  and  very  little  to   his   neighbour, 
you  raise  up  a  false  standard  of  expecta- 
tatiou  and  plant  deep  the  roots  of  discon^ 
tent.     Look  what  you   are  doing  under 
this  Bill.     First  of    all  you  have  men 
favoured  by  the  arbitrary  selection  of  a 
triumvirate  giving  no  reasons.     My  noble 
Friend   did    not    tell    us    whether   that 
triumvirate  would    make  a  selection  or 
restore  the  evicted  tenants  all  in  a  lump  : 
but  I  assume  that  he  thinks  there  would 
be  some  seUctiou.      The    principles    of 
that  selection  are  not  laid  down  by  the 
BilL     They  are  absoUitely  in  the  breasts 
of  three  men»     My  noble  Friend  says  he 
knows  them  Io  be  excellent,  i*espeetable 
men,  I  have  no  doubt  they  are  ;  but  I  ob- 
ject Uy  this  new  Liberal  doctrine,  giving 
away  the  lives  and  property  of  men  to 
individuals  whom  yon  know,  forsooth,  to 
be  excellent  and  respectable  men.     But  I 
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am  oow  ask  lug  wliat  siitigfaction  do  roii 
think  will  be  given  by  the  arbitrary 
gelectiou  of  thei^ti  men  amoncr  those 
who  nve  uot  reinstated  ?  You  art 
there  setting  np  u  new  inequality. 
Then  look  at  the  inequality  as  be- 
tween farms  which  have  been  let  and 
farms  which  have  uot  been  let.  In  the 
ease  of  fartud  which  have  not  been  let, 
yon  turn  out  the  hind  lord  uoek  and 
crop,  but  in  the  case  of  farms  which  have 
been  let  to  planters  or  genuine  tenants 
the  former  tenants  are  not  to  l>e  restored 
if  the  exirttUig  tenants  object.  On  what 
prrnci|ile  of  justice  do  you  defend  that  ? 
Do  you  think  the  claim  put  forward  by 
Mr.  Redmond  will  not  be  pushed  to  the 
hilt  by  those  men  who  could  not  get 
back  their  land  because  it  had  been  what 
they  called  **  grabbetl*'  ?  Do  you  think 
they  w-ill  not  be  savage  at  the  treatment 
they  iiave  received,  and  renew  the  agita* 
tion  which  you  pretend  to  satisfy  ?  The 
expectation  is  futile  and  childish  in  the 
highest  degree.  Then  look  at  another 
inequality.  Why  does  the  Bill  go  back 
to  1879  ?  I  w^aa  myself  a  party  to  the 
Act  of  1870^  and  I  am  very  glad  to  re- 
meml>er  that  it  was  working  extremely 
well  when  it  was  upset  by  the  Act  of 
1881.  A  great  number  of  tenants  were 
undoubtedly  dispossessed  under  the 
operation  of  the  Act  of  1 870.  Why  do 
you  pick  out  those  ejected  during  the 
last  two  years  of  that  Act  and  do  not 
take  tho^e  ejected  during  the  seven  pre- 
ceding years  ?  But  why  stop  at  the  Act 
of  1870  ?  Why  do  you  not  go  back 
through  the  seven  centuries  during  which 
it  has  been  falsely  said  England  has  mis- 
governed Ireland  ?  But  there  is  another 
inequality,  if  possible,  even  more  serious. 
Look  at  the  men  who  have  purchased 
their  farms.  Under  the  Church  Act  and 
various  other  Acts  passed  since  1881  a 
large  number  of  men  have  purchased 
farms  at  high  prices.  Many  others 
have  purchased  farms  which  tenants 
had  been  obliged  to  sell  under  danger 
of  eviction,  and  for  which  they  verv 
often  paid  less  than  \f  they  had  been 
bought  in  the  open  market.  Why,  will 
not  all  these  men  come  hack  and  sny\ 
"  We  demand  that  our  farms  which 
we  sold  for  a  comparatively  small 
price  should  be  restored,  or  that  w© 
should  receive  the  money  which  we  lost 
by  forced  sale"  ?  You  'will,  then,  I  say, 
by  this  Bill  create  new  inequalities,  new 
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injustices,  and  new  fioui^et  of  diseont^at* 
Lastly,  what  are  you  to  do  with  the  new 
evictions  of  the  future  ?  The  400,000 
tenants  of  Ireland  will,  iu  the  ordinary 
economic  course  of  things,  provide  a  new 
crop  of  bankrupts.  Are  they  never  to  be 
evictetl,  and,  if  they  are,  will  they  not 
come  and  a^k  to  be  reinstated  in  the  same 
manner  that  those  who  were  evicted 
before  them  were  reinstated  ?  Is  there 
any  end  to  the  complaints  and  demands 
due  to  the  inequalities  you  are  now 
setting  up  ?  The  tribunal  you  are 
setting  up  is  only  to  last  for  two  yeare. 
But  it  will  necessarily  laat  longer  than 
two  years,  and,  therefore,  jou  will  have 
two  permanent  Commissions  in  Ireland — 
one  to  declare  what  shall  be  a  fair  rent, 
and  another  to  let  men  ofi  for  not  paying 
it.  Legislation  of  quite  an  Irish  character  I 
What  a  triumph  of  Irish  ideas  I  I  say, 
then,  that  this  Bill— and  it  is  my  most 
serious  complaint  against  it^ — will  destroy 
the  existing  Land  Act  of  1881,  and  will 
substitute  nothing  for  it.  ** Chaos"  is  the 
word  which  represents  the  condition  H 
would  bring  about.  As  to  the  larger 
aspects  of  the  question,  I  wish  to  say 
that  1  have  some  hope  that  it  will  not  he 
without  a  great  effect.  We  are  now  in  a 
crisis  of  the  political  world,  in  which 
Parties  are  being  reconstructed,  Thie 
Bill  will  help  it.  It  is  a  perfect  foretaste 
of  the  kind  of  legislation  which  we  may 
expect  from  an  Irish  Parliament ;  it  is  a 
perfect  specimen  of  the  legislation  whick 
we  are  now  having  under  a  Government 
which  is  the  servant  of  an  Irish  faction. 
There  is  uot  a  principle  governing  humaji 
society  which  is  not  violated  by  this  Bill^ 
not  a  principle  of  common  sense  which  19 
uot  abandoned  in  it,  not  a  truth  of 
history  which  is  not  set  at  naught  by  it, 
and  that  is  what  you  will  have  in  Ireland 
and  what  you  are  having  now  under  tlie 
present  Government.  I  ask  the  noble 
Earl  the  Prime  Minister,  the  head  of  ttie 
Government — or  who  is  called  the  head 
of  the  Govemmeufc — though  I  have  some 
doubt  as  to  how  far  he  is  the  head  of  the 
Government — he  has  the  place  and 
patronage,  but  I  do  not  think  he  has  the 
power— is  this  Bill  the  product  of  his 
clear  intellect,  of  his  calm  sense,  is  il 
even  the  pro<luct  of  his  sense  of  the 
ridiculous  ?  The  noble  Earl  the  other 
day  was  pleased  to  allude  to  the  plaee 
in  which  I  sit  in  this  Hotise.  It  wae  a 
trivial     circumstance     for     the     Frime 
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Minbt^r  of  Eaglaud  to  refer  to,  but  if  he 
wishes  to  know  why  I  sit  here  oa  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  I  will  tell 
him.  I  8tt  on  this  Bench  !>ec&use  1 
opened  my  caroex  in  this  Houae  on  thiit 
Bench  in  the  year  in  wbich  he  was  born, 
and  during  the  time  be  wag  pa^isiug  from 
his  long  clothes  to  hh  i^mall  elothee. 
I  sat  upon  that  Bench  in  com  pan  j 
with  men  whom  I  loved  and  have 
lost,  and  I  never  expect  to  be  associated 
with  any  others  who  can  be  compared 
them.  For  32  years  1  sat  on  the 
QcbeR  opposite  aa  a  Member  of  the 
liberal  Party,  and  I  claim  to  know  what 
Liberal  principles  are  as  well  as  any  of 
the  noble  Lords  opposite.  I  do  not  re- 
cognise in  them  my  leaders — to  teach  me 
what  are  Liljeral  principles.  Where  did 
the  Liberal  Party  get  this  new  love  for 

[Jiecret,  arbitrary,  irresponsible  tribunals 
dealing  with  the  lives,  and  liberties,  and 
properties  of  the  people  ?  My  Lords,  my 
notion  of  Liberal  politics  is  this — that 
we  should  always  be  on  the  look-out  for 
every  new  idea,  and  for  every  old  idea 
with  a  new  application  which  may  tend 
to  meet  the  growing  requirements  of 
society.  Hitherto  I  have  seen  the 
Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  like  men 
standing  on  a  watch  tower  to  whom 
others  could  apply  and  ask,  not  ^'  Watch- 
man, what  of  the"  night  ?  "  but  **  Watch- 
man, wliat  of  the  morning  and  of 
the  coming  day  ? "  Where  are  you 
standing  ?  Nowliere  ;  but  sitting  on  the 
fence,  perpetmilly  thinking  on  which  side 
of  it  you  will  put  your  feet  down  in  order 

I  to  collect   votes   and  unite  the  cabals  of 

'  the  differf.nt  Parties  in  the  House  of 
Commons ,  Look  at  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  other  day.  Why  does  he  ex- 
pect me  to  sit  where  I  bad  sat  for  the 
last  32  years  ?  Am  I  expected  to  sit 
behind  him  w*ith  his  teaching  to  the 
Liberal  Party  ?     Look  at  Ijis  speech  at 

I  Edinburgh — 

"Here  I  am,  gentleman,  the  PriaiL*  MinisUn- 
\  of  Englanil.    I  have  no  enthusiftiinis  of  my  owji : 
_^'Lyau  forirapuUe.     1   have  no  opinions  of 
[own  ;  I  ask  of  you  directiou/' 

He  songht  for  both  impulse  and  direc- 
tion, not  in  his  own  excellent  head, 
not  even  in  the  great  traditions  of 
his  Party,  but  from  the  people  who 
happened  to  be  gathered  in  a  public 
meeting  before  him.  Ami  to  sit  behind 
men  of  that  kind,  and  am  I  to  receive 
(ifrora  them   the  principles  of  the  Liberal 


Party  ?  No,  my  Lords,  I  cannot.  The 
Party  that  claims  to  be  Liberal,  I  hold, 
has  been  descending  rapidly  from  its 
once  high  position*  My  Lords,  Whig 
and  Tory  are  names  that  are  now  pretty 
well  played  out.  1  have  been  born  a 
Whig,  and  have  been  attached  to  the 
Whig  Party  for  raauy  years.  That 
Party  has  passetl  through  many  periods 
of  great  trial,  and  among  them  was  the 
period  of  Mr,  Pitt.  Mr.  Pitt  called  him- 
self a  Whig  to  the  last.  He  claimed  to 
belonging  to  that  great  historical 
Party,  and  I  say  that,  with  all 
its  faults,  descending,  as  it  sometimes 
has  done,  to  the  position  of  a  fac- 
tion, to  that  Party  in  the  main  Eng- 
land owes  i»er  constitutional  liberties,  and 
I  am  prond  lo  have  belonged  to  it.  But 
what  do  I  see  on  the  Benches  near  me  ? 
I  see  my  noble  Friends  on  the  Con- 
servative side  of  the  House,  and  I 
say  that  in  fundamental  matters  they 
are  more  really  Liberal  than  noble  Lords 
opposite.  I  never  hear  from  them  any 
argument  in  favonr  of  narrow,  irrespon- 
sible, secret  tribunals  dealing  with  the 
liherticj?  of  the  people.  And  therefore, 
my  Lords,  I  say,  following  the  advice  of 
th*e  noble  Lord  opposite  iu  his  famous 
si>eech  at  Paisley — out  of  which  he  has 
tried  to  wriggle  on  many  occasions,  but 
most  ineflTectuaUy — I  dissent  and  depart 
from  men  who  have  debased  the  position 
of  Euglish  Ministers — Llebased  is  perhaps 
too  strong  a  word  for  the  noble  Lord  ; 
I  will  say  lowered — who  have  lowered 
the  position  of  Englij?li  Ministers  by  a 
servile  compliance  with  an  Irish  faction, 
by  the  sucntiee,  as  1  have  shown  your 
Lordships  to-day,  in  this  Bill  of  every 
principle  which  ha»  hitliorto governed  the 
Liberal  Party.  There  is  another  thing 
with  regard  to  which  I  have  hope  from 
this  Bill.  The  Bill  will  not  pass  this 
House,  and  its  rejection  will  strengthen 
our  position  in  the  country  ;  for  the 
country  has  no  ioterei*t  in  this  measure, 
\i\  so  far  as  it  understands  the  Bill  at  all, 
it  sees  that  it  is  a  monstrous  violation  of 
eyi^Tj  principle.  It  is  against  the  will  of 
the  preilominant  partner,  as  the  noble 
Lord  called  England  ;  it  is  against  the 
will  of  Englnnd  )>Y  a  large  majority,  »nd 
there  are  indications  that  it  i^  against  the 
will  of  Scotland  too.  The  noble  Earl 
lifts  his  eyebrows  in  surprise.  But  I 
have  just  returned  from  Scotland  ;  I  have 
belli    couversalions    with   men    who   are 
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advanced  Liberals,  and  I  heard  one  of 
them  say, ''  I  am  a  bit  of  a  Radical,  but 
this  Irish  Bill  I  cannot  stomach.**  This 
Bill  will,  I  hope,  do  jon  harm  in  the 
country,  because  it'  is  such  a  barefaced 
exposure  of  the  arts  of  arbitrary  go\eru- 
ment.  Well,  my  Lords,  I  rejoice  that 
twice  within  12  months  this  House 
has  had  a  great  duty  to  perform — we 
have  delivered  Ireland  from  a  great 
peril,  and  we  have  redeemed  England 
from  a  great  disgrace. 

•Loud  MONKSWELL  said,  that,  in 
any  circumstances  it  would  bo  with  the 
greatest  diffidence  that  he  would  address 
the  House  in  a  Debate  of  this  descrip- 
tion ;  but  as  the  Bill  came  from  that  De- 
partment of  the  Government  which  he 
represented  in  the  House,  he  desired  to 
say  a  few  words  in  support  of  it.  He 
was  sorry  the  noble  Lord  who  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  had  not  attuned 
his  speech  to  the  tone  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  introiluced  it.  He  was  sorry  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  made  what  he 
thought  was  an  exasperating  speech. 
The  noble  Lord  certainly  used  language 
of  the  strongest  p(»8sible  description  in 
denunciation  of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
said  the  Bill  was  an  ^^  infamy  too  great 
for  words."  And  why  did  he  give  it  that 
description  ?  Because,  he  said,  it 
rendered  the  condition  of  the  planters 
worse  than  before.  Put  the  Bill  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  On  the  contrary, 
it  made  the  position  of  the  planters  better 
than  before.  By  compelling  unreasonable 
landlords  to  come  to  terms  with  their 
tenants  it  tended  to  do  away  with  the 
animosity  with  which  planters  were  re- 
garded ;  and  therefore,  so  far  as  the  Bill 
operated  at  all  on  the  planters,  its  opera- 
tion was  distinctly  favourable  to  them. 
Indeed,  if  he  thought  it  well  to  retort  on 
the  noble  Lord  the  language  he  had  used 
in  regard  to  the  Bill,  he  would  say — and 
he  thought  he  could  say  so  with  a  great 
deal  more  reason — that  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  wouhl  be,  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  planters,  **an  infamy  too  great  for 
words."  The  noble  Lord  also  complained 
that  the  Bill  made  no  distinction  with 
regard  to  the  tenants  it  proposed  to  rein- 
state. The  Bill  appointed  Arbitrators  ; 
the  Government  thought  their  hands  ought 
to  be  as  little  fettered  as  possible,  and  if 
the  Arbitrators  were  to  be  trusted  at  all 
they  could  be  trusted  to  deal  with  those 
questions  and  difficulties  which  the  noble 
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Lord  had  pat  forward.  The  noble  Lord 
contended  that  there  ought  to  be  in  the 
Bill  Rules  to  regulate  the  procednre  of 
the  tribunal.  But  if  that  were  done  it 
would  be  only  making  more  difficnlt  the 
position  of  the  Arbitrators,  for  thej 
would  have  to  interpret  rales  of  pro- 
cedure, which  after  they  had  passed 
through  the  ordeal  of  the  House  of 
Commons  might  be  framed  in  such  a 
way  that  it  would  not  be  easy  to  inters 
pret  them.  The  position  occupied  by  the 
Government  in  regard  to  the  Arbitrators 
was,  as  he  had  said,  that  they  ought  to 
have  as  free  a  hand  as  possible.  The 
noble  Duke  who  followed  the  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  Bill  had  no  merits  and  less 
than  no  authority.  It  appeared  it  had 
less  than  no  authority  because  what  the 
noble  Duke  called  *'  the  gag  "  was  applied 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  If  the  noble 
Duke  held  the  view  that  a  Bill  which 
passed  the  House  of  Commons  under 
"  the  gag  "—or  rather  under  the  threat 
of  "  the  gag,"  for  "  the  gag "  in  this 
instance  was  not  used  at  all — had  no 
authority,  he  did  not  quite  understand 
how  the  noble  Duk(  supported  the 
actions  of  the  late  Conservative  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  under  their  Perpetaal 
Coercion  Act,  which  was  passed  bj 
means  of  'Uhe  gag"  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  If  the  noble  Duke  was  con- 
sistent— and  he  seemed  to  think  that 
consistency  was  a  very  great  virtae 
indeed — he  would  have  condemned  the 
Perpetual  Coercion  Act  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  as  an  Act  of  no 
authority.  The  noble  Duke  compli- 
mented the  noble  Earl  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  on  his  high  character  ; 
but,  all  the  same,  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
accuse  the  noble  Earl  of  a  disingenuous 
attack  on  the  Irish  landlords.  It  might 
have  been  an  attack  which  gave 
the  noble  Earl  great  pain  to  make  ;  it 
was  an  attack  that  was  made  in 
the  hearing  of  a  great  many  Irish  land- 
lords who  were  perfectly  capable  of 
answering  the  noble  Earl  ;  but  why  the 
noble  Duke  should  call  the  attack  disin- 
genuous it  was  difficult  to  understand* 
He  would  not  follow  the  noble  Duke  in 
his  disquisitions  on  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  except  to  say  that  though  the 
noble  Duke  complained  of  it — it  was 
very  natural  that  that  Act  should  be 
followed  by  other  Acts.  It  did  not 
follow  from  that  circumstance  that  the 
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id  of  1881  wa«  a  failure.     The  Act  of 
1H81    was  the  best  meaeure  that   ooiiUl 
have  l^een  put  forward  at  the  time,  be* 
caose  Parliament  wa8   then  only  i«  the 
iuitial  stages  of  iinderstandiDg  the  Irish 
Land  Question  ;  and    when  they  got  to 
inderetand  that    question    more,    other 
\cts  were  passed  to  do  away   with  the 
luoraalies  and  injustices  which  the  Act 
of    1881   had    left  iin touched.     The  ob- 
jection  which  was  taken  to  the  Bill  on 
principle    would,    no   doubt,    be  of  great 
"wee  if   it  could   be   subs  tan  date  J.     It 
raa  said    that    the  Bill   put  a  premium 
ipoti  fraud  and  lawlessness,     lie  did  not 
leuj    that    the  Plan   of  Campaigu   had 
een  calledan  illegal  conspiracy  by  a  high 
ttdieial  authority,  but  there  was  another 
egal  pronouncemeut  which  put  the  Plan 
!»f  Campaign   in  a  tlifferont  light.     The 
lathew    Commission,  in  Section  *ll   of 
beir  Ileeommendations,  said — 
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**  Wliftt^ver  may  be  said  aa  to  the  character 
t  the  GombiDAtJon  into  whicii  the  tjetiunbi 
atcred,  we  do  not  think  that,  nask  body,  they 
eserre  to  be  stigmatised  m  framhilenl  and 
ffshoncst." 

Those  two  pronouncements  were  not  so 

iflicidt   to    reconcile  as    perhaps    they 

light  appear  at  lirst  sight.     He  looked 

ipon  tlie  matter  in  this  way — that  they 

lust  discriminate  between  the    tenants 

rho  joined   the  Plan  of  Campaign  and 

be  leaders  who  organ ij^ed    tlie   Plan    of 

Jampaigu,     The  leaders,  no  doubt,  io- 

^  jrred    great    respousibility,    but    their 

"conduct    was   not   at    issue    before    tbe 

House,     What  was  at  issaue  was  the  con- 

iuct  of  the  tenaots  who  bad  joined  the 

rlftu    of   Campiiign  —  the   tenants    who 

re  re  called  by  the  noble  Lord  who  moved 

Qe  rejection  of  the  Bill   "  the  dupes  of 

the   Plan   of    Campaign."      The    noble 

')ake    had    acknowledged,    very    fairly, 

tiat  the  Plan  of  Campaigu  was  a  great 

Dcial  war^  aud   had  said  that  he  would 

>t  object  to  any  fair  Bill   for  the  rein- 

Uemeut  of    those  tenants,  simply   Ih?- 

B^use  they  had  joined  the  Plan  of  Cam- 

wgii  ;  and  iu  tliat  the  argument  of  the 

^ble  Duke  was  to  be  preferred  to  the 

rgumeut  of    the  noble  Lord.     But  let 

]iem  for  a  moment  consider  the  question 

"  the  morality  of  the  tenants  who  had 

»iued   the  Plan   of   Campaigu.      There 

pus  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  those 

loantj)  were — whether  rightly  or  wrongly 

smartuig  severely  under  a  seuse  of  iu- 

sticei  aud  tlmt  they  followed  the  advice 


of  their  most  trusted  nnd  revered  leaders. 
The  morality  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
depended,  to  a  great  extent,  ou  tbe  hona 
fides  of  that  sense  of  injustice  ;  and  that 
the  tenants  had  that  bona  fide  sense — 
whatever  might  have  been  the  merits  of 
the  case — could  hardly  be  denied.  Under 
those  circumstances,  surely  it  was  natural 
for  the  tenants  to  follow  the  advice  of 
their  leaders  ?  He  asked  the  House  to 
put  a  charitable  construction  ou  the  acta 
of  those  tenants.  A  well-known  exem- 
plary Prelate  used  to  say,  whenever 
he  saw  a  man  who  had  succumbed  to 
lemptation — **  But  for  the  grace  of 
liod  1  might  be  in  that  mau*a 
place.'*  He  wanted  that  to  be  the  spirit , 
in  which  their  Lordships  approached  the 
question  of  tbe  morality  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign*  The  noble  Lord  who  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  very  fairly  ac- 
kuowledged  that,  from  a  certain  point  of 
view,  the  conduct  of  the  ^Jationalist 
leaders  with  regard  to  the  reinstatement 
of  the  evicted  tenants  might  \ye  con- 
sidered to  be  chivalroui?.  He,  therefore, 
put  it  to  noble  Lords  opposite  whether, 
after  all,  the  action  of  the  tenants  join* 
ing  tbe  Plan  of  Campiiign  might  not 
have  been  dictated,  however  mistakenly, 
by  generous  motives  ?  Suppose  the  Irish 
landlords  were  placed  lu  thu  |>osition  ol 
those  tenants,  was  it  perfectly  certain 
that  they  would  not  have  succumbed  to 
the  temptation  to  which  the  tenants  had 
succumbed  ?  It  appeared  to  him  that 
those  characteristics  which  led  lamllords 
to  take  an  extreme  view  with  regard  to 
the  rights  nf  landlords  led  tenants  to 
take  an  extreme  view  with  regard  to  the 
rights  of  tenants,  Surely  it  was  too 
much  to  talk  about  the  immorality  of 
the  tenants  in  following  the  advice  of 
their  leaders  in  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
Surely  it  was  not  an  una  mi  able  or  a 
vicious  disposition  to  take  upon  trust,  or 
with  too  great  confidence,  the  advice  of 
those  with  whom  one  wa^  associated  ? 
Surely,  too,  it  was  only  fair  that  they 
should  recognise  that  a  person  might  take 
a  very  strong  view,  even  a  violent  view, 
of  oue  side  or  the  other  of  this  question 
of  tiie  laud  in  Ireland  and  yet  be  per* 
fectly  honest  iu  his  couvictious.  One 
wonl  about  Section  Ki  of  tlie  Act  of 
1891.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Con* 
servative  Government  themselves,  when 
they  introducetl  that  section,  must  have 
taken  the  same  view  with  regard  to  the 
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condnct  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants  that  he  was  endeavouring  to 
impress  upon  their  Lordships*  House. 
The  nohle  Lonl  who  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  complained  that  it  proposed 
to  give  privileges  to  those  who  had  in- 
dulged in  lawlessness  and  disorder  in 
Ireland.  Why  that  was  precisely  what 
the  Conservative  Government  did  by 
Section  13  of  the  Act  of  1891,  because 
by  that  section  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment gave  to  the  tenants  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  special  facilities  for  obtaining 
public  money,  and  some  was  obtained 
even  by  tenants  who  had  forcibly  re- 
sisted eviction.  Surely  it  was  too  much 
to  expect  that  the  Government  should 
place  an  insuperable  barrier  to  the  re- 
storation of  those  tenants  to  their  hold- 
ing simply  because  they  had  yielded  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign !  Then  with 
regard  to  compulsion,  the  Government 
thought  that  the  experience  of  the  past 
taught  them  that  compulsion  was  neces- 
sary. They  contended  that  compulsion 
was  necessary  because  very  few  tenants 
had  availed  themselves  of  Section  13  of 
the  A(jt  of  1891.  He  would  not  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  any  further  obser- 
vations, except  to  say  that  the  situation 
was  undoubtedly  extremely  critical,  and 
he  hoped  and  truste<l  that  the  House 
would  (r(>-oj)erate  with  the  Government 
in  endeavouring  to  remedy  a  state  of 
things  that  constituted  a  constant  menace 
to  the  tranquillity  and  well-being  of 
Ireland. 

Viscoi:nt  MIDLETON  said,  that  no 
one  would  really  complain  of  the  tone 
and  temper  of  the  speech  to  which  they 
had  just  listened,  but  he  ventured  to 
think  that  some  of  them  would  like  to 
have  had  it  infused  by  a  little  more 
practical  acciuaintauce  with  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Debate,  though  he 
admitted  that  to  deal  with  a  subject- 
matter  so  intricate  and  difficult  would 
tax  the  powers  of  any  speaker.  lie  had 
for  the  last  24  years  haii  the  honour  of  a 
seat  in  that  House,  and  he  believed  since 
he  first  entered  it  there  had  not  been  a 
single  Session  in  which  there  had  not 
been  some  legislation  attempted,  more  or 
less,  with  respect  to  Ireland.  They  had 
got  during  that  j>eriod  four  Land  Bills, 
and  he  was  afraid  to  say  how  many  other 
measures  affecting  the  land  of  Ireland. 

j^ord  Monkswell 


He  confessed  that  he  had  come  to  the 
conolusion  that  any  legislation,  by  whom- 
soever proposed,  to  be  really  beneficial 
must  comply  with  four  oonditioDS  :  It 
must  be  founded  upon  precedent  and  ex- 
perience ;  it  must  be  founded  on  sound 
principle  ;  it  must  have  some  promise  of 
finality  in  it,  and  the  machineryby  which 
it  was  proposed  to  work  its  provisions 
must  be  adequate  to  the  ends  in  view. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  fulfilled  no  one  of  these 
conditions  in  any  respect.  Take  the 
first — the  question  of  precedent.  He 
knew  it  was  asserted  that  the  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  Act  of  1880,  the 
Land  Act  of  1881,  the  A^rrears  Act  of 
1882,  were  precedents  in  point.  But  he 
would  point  out  that  every  one  of  those 
measures  was  limited  to  holdings,  the 
Poor  Law  valuation  of  which  did  not  exceed 
£30,  whilst  the  scope  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House  had  been  enlarged,  so  as  to  in- 
chnleall  holdings  of  every  character  which 
had  been  rendered  vacant  by  any  means 
whatever  since  1879.  He  should  be 
curious  to  know  whether  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack,  when  he  took  part  in 
this  Debate,  could  quote  any  precedent 
for  a  grant  of  public  money,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  a  body  of  men  who  had 
l>een  declaretl  by  the  highest  judicial  au- 
thorities to  have  taken  part  in  an  illegal 
consj)iracy  ?  He  agreed  that  Clause  13 
of  the  Act  of  1891  did  go  further  than 
the  Acts  to  which  he  had  referred,  but 
that  Act  was  optional  and  not  compul- 
sory in  its  character,  and  the  option 
which  was  given  under  it  was  to  be 
exercised  within  six  months.  It  was 
said  that  that  Act  had  failed.  To  a 
certain  extent  it  had  failed  ;  but  why  ? 
Because  the  popular  leaders  in  Ireland 
had  done  their  very  utmost  to  prevent 
those  whom  it  was  inten<1ed  to  benefit 
from  taking  advantage  of  its  provisions. 
Some  of  the  tenants  did  take  advantage 
of  its  provisions,  but  the  great  mass  of 
them  followed  the  bad  advice  which  was 
given  to  them  by  those  who  had  given 
them  bad  advice  before,  and  they  declined 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  ;  therefore,  there  was  really  no 
precedent  in  point  in  that  Act  for  legis- 
lation so  drastic  and  so  exceptional  in  its 
character  as  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
He  now  came  to  a  question  of  principle. 
Could  it  be  said  that  any  sound  principle 
was  established  by  a  Bill  which  passed  over 
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the  greivkt  majority  of  teiiauts  who,  under 
circuifintatices  ol  e:]teeprioniLl  temptatioti, 
%ni\  sometimej*  of  exr-eptioual  peril,  ful- 
filled     tbeir     obligatiotis^     aoii      which 
promised  a  boon  to  those  who  bad  done 
Eioue  of  these  good  thiogs,  bat  who  were 
led  away  by  bud  advice,  and   who   had 
repiidfuted    obligations  which    they   had 
«nt*^red  into  voluntarily,  and  had  thereby 
got  evicted  from  their  holdings  ?     And 
~  jret  to  the8e  latter  parties  it  was  proposed 
by   thia   Bill    to  apply  not  only   publie 
noueye — to  which  their  Lordships  were, 
^perhaps,  not   entitled    to   object    if    the 
people'iS    Represeutativea    in    the    other 
House    choee    to    vote    away    English 
money  for  such  a  purpose— but  the  Bill 
I^Imo    proposcsd    tlmt  the  remains  of    the 
funds    of    the    Irish   Church,     that    was 
[Originally    devoted     to     .npiritual     uses, 
IflhoulJ  he  diverted  from  tho«e  objects  by 
iAct  of  Parliament,  and  should  now  l>e 
Idissipated   by  this  Bill   upou  people  who 
ilia^l  entered  into  a  coiis^piranv  declared  to 
^be  illegal  by  the  highest  authorities,  and 
stigmatised  as  unjust  by  the  head  of  the 
Church  to  which  these  tenants  l>elonged. 
3u rely  there   never  was   such  a  travesty 
justice  as  this.     He  was   old  enough 
to  remember  when   Mr.  Gladstone,  who 
rwns    then   Prime  Minister,  denounced  a 
ery  moderate  proposal  for  the  allocation 
of  a  portion  of  this  Church  surplus  for  a 
|very  iiifterent   ^Hirpose  as   a  fraud    upon 
the     important     interests     which     were 
createtl  under  the  Disestablishment  Act. 
HeobwerveJ  that  the  same  opinion  seemed 
to   be    held    by  the  present   Government 
in    the    ftaso,   at    least,   of    the    Welsh 
Ihurcli,  because*  when  htj  turned    to  the 
Telsh  Disestablishment  Bill — one  of  the 
ibortive  measures  of  the  Government — 
be    found    the    express    statement    that 
luder  no  circumstances  was  any   portion 
»f    the  Church   funds  derived   from   the 
iisestablishnient  of    the    Welsh    Church 
be  applied  to  any  purposes  in    the  re- 
fduction    of    rates,    so    carefully   guarded 
rm^  those  funds.     And  yet  it  was   pro- 
^  used  by  thin  Bill  to  dissipate  the  funds 
^©f  the  Irish  Church    for   very  unworthy 
objects.     With  regard  to  the  question  of 
finality,  he  did   not  for  a  moment  deny 
that  it  was  impoaaible  to  achieve  finality  in 
politics.     They  could  not  bind   the  next 
generation  ;  but  what  they  could  say  wa« 
that,  during  the  continuance  of  the  pre- 
sent generation,    no    attempt    should    be 
made  to  tamper  with  the  provisions  of  an 
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Act  pasfled  in  that  generation.  But  tao 
assurance  of  that  kind  was  givon  in  the 
present  Bill.  The  Representatives  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  been  challenged 
over  and  over  again  to  say  whether,  if 
any  compromise  could  be  arrived  at  under 
the  Bill,  they  would  be  content  to  hold 
out  the  olive  branch  and  stop  the  land 
^var  in  Ireland*  What  was  the  auswer  ? 
l*he  answer  was  either  silence  or  a  dis- 
tinct refusal  to  give  any  pledge  of  that 
kind  or  character.  He  saw  also  that  the 
Bill  found  no  favour  even  with  those 
whom  it  was  intended  to  benefit.  It 
was  only  that  morning  he  was  rejuling 
an  account  of  a  meeting  of  evicted 
tenantjs  held  in  Cork  at  the  close  of  last 
week.  What  happeue<l  at  that  meeting  ? 
Th«  President  denounced  as  traitors  lo 
thair  country  the  Nationalist  Members, 
who  had  permitted  dust  to  be  thrown  in 
their  faces  by  the  Government  ;  he  said 
he  was  convince<l  that  such  a  Bill  would 
not  pass  ;  but  if  it  did,  it  fell  far  short  of 
Ibn  demands  of  the  evicted  teuanta 
wliich  were  embodied  in  the  Bill  iutro- 
duceil  by  Mr.  O'Kolly  last  Session. 
That  waai  not  encouraging ;  but  this 
gentleman  went  even  further,  for  he  satd 
that  the  time  had  come  when  it  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  tenants  to  take  action  for 
themselves,  when  the  gmbber  sbould  1)6 
made  to  feel  the  power  of  public  opinion, 
and  when  ho  should  be  let  severely  alone 
by  the  whole  population.  Everyone  ac- 
quainted with  Ireland  knew  what  was 
meant  by  such  expressions  as  "  organised 
public  opinion,"  and  "letting  them 
severely  alone."  They  meant  boycotting, 
and  thefr  Lonlships  well  knew  w^bat 
stood  behind  boycotting.  But  there  was 
another  party  in  the  question  who  ought 
to  receive  some  consideration  from  their 
Lortlsfiips*  House-  Those  v/ere  that 
numerous  body  of  respectable  men  who 
Imd  taken  evicted  farms  as  a  matter  of 
business.  There  was  a  meeting  of  tho»e 
who  had  taken  such  fanns,  also  in  the 
City  of  Cork  within  the  last  10  (lays, 
and  with  one  voice  they  declared  that  no 
greater  injustice  could  be  infiicted 
upon  them  than  that  which  was  inflicted 
upon  them  indirectly  by  this  Bill.  He 
asked,  therefore,  if  the  Representatives  of 
popular  opinion  in  Ireland  in  another 
place,  if  the  evictetl  tenants  themselves, 
and  if  the  new  tenants  all  with  one  voice 
rejected  these  proposals  wdiat  chance 
WHS   there   of  there    being   any   finality 


703 


TefHtfUs  Arbitration 


{LORDS} 


(Ireland)  BUh 


7M. 


¥ 


whatsoever  under  the  Bill  ?  Hitherto 
every  eoucessioo  Uiat  had  been  made  by 
Pari  lame  ut  had  been  used  as  a  step  pi  tig- 
stone  to  somethiug  else.  There  had 
been  two  remarkable  inst«ncen  of  this, 
both  of  which  were  iniliated  by  Bills  in 
their  Lordships'  House.  One  waa  the 
admiseiou  of  leaseholders  to  the  benefits 
of  the  Act  of  18Hly  from  which  they  had 
been  deliberately  excluded  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  under  the  original  Act,  aud 
the  other  waa  Cluuee  13  of  the  Act  of 
1^91,  Both  of  these  were  voluntary 
ooDcession^  made  by  a  Government  who 
commanded  not  only  a  majority  in  thi^ 
House,  but  also  a  majority  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  and  not  the 
smttlle«t  thanks  had  been  given  for  these 
concessions  by  those  who  had  benefited. 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  now  asked  tluit 
tin  advance  should  be  made  on  the  ntep 
taken  in  the  Act  of  1891,  without  any  of 
the  safeguards  which  were  in  that  Act. 
With  regard  to  the  machinery  by  which 
it  was  proposed  to  work  this  Bill,  that 
machinery  seemed  to  be  founded  upon  the 
same  principle  which  Sidney  Smith  onee 
described  as  government  by  commission 
composed  of  three  barristers  of  seven 
years*  standing,  whom  he  termeil  the 
favourite  animnls  of  the  Whigs.  They 
had  in  the  tribunal  under  the  Bill  three 
Commissioners.  Of  the  principal  mem- 
Vjer  of  the  tribunal,  Mr.  Fiera  White,  he 
could  uot  but  speak  with  respect.  Ho 
waa  the  leading  member  of  the  Equity 
Bar,  and  waa  a  man  of  impartiality,  but 
one  who,  up  to  the  present,  had  had  very 
little  experience  of  the  Laud  Question. 
Mr.  Fottrell,  the  second  Commissioner, 
was  undoubtedly  a  man  of  ability  aud  of 
intimate  acquaintance  with  all  the  bear- 
ings of  tUe  Land  Question,  but  he  hud 
not  been  hitherto  known  as  a  special 
eympathiser  Avith  the  landlords.  As 
regarded  the  third  Commissioner,  he 
thought  the  less  said  of  him  tbe  better. 
The  warmest  admirers  of  Mr.  Greer 
must  admit  that  a  more  thorough-going 
partiuan  could  not  have  been  seleeted.  And 
those  gentlemen  wereentrusted  with  what? 
In  the  tirst  place,  they  were  to  be  en- 
trusteil  with  the  reinstatement  of  all 
tenants  where  the  Land  Courts  were  in 
the  possession  of  holdings  or  where  the 
hoUUugs  were  derelict.  L)  the  second 
place,  they  were  to  be  entrusted  with  the 
compensation  of  those  tenants  whom  they 
could  not  rein^itate  becauBe  their  farms 
Vi$count  Midieton 


were  full  and  the  new  tenants  objfN!iedl_ 
and,  in  the  third  place,  they  were  lo  be 
entrusted  with  the  compensation  of  those 
tenanta,  not  only  with  a  money  value, 
but,  by  the  assistance  of  the  Land  Com* 
missioners,  with  other  farms  pnrchaae" 
for  them  in  t*ome  other  district  of  Ireland 
The  whole  management  of  a  very  lar 
fxtrtiou  of  Ireland  would  pass  under  tbetl 
hands^and^in  addition  to  all  these  thiu^ 
by  another  clause,  if  the  landlord  calk 
on  the  tenant  to  purchase  after  reinMate- 
ment>,  and  the  tenant  agreed  to  do  so, 
they  were  to  be  empowered  to  band  in 
the  ca**e  to  the  Land  Commifsion,  who 
would  be  bound  to  effect  a  purchase* 
WelU  what  would  ha  the  result  of  this  if 
tbe  Act  was  largely  availed  of  ?  If  the 
Commission ei*8  took  a  lenient  view,  or 
what  would  be  called,  perhaps,  by  some 
a  **  wide  *'  view  of  the  subject,  he 
veutured  to  think  that  the  money  whiob 
was  available  for  purchase  under  the 
last  Act  of  Parliament  pasaed  for  that 
purpose  would  prove  insufficient  for 
tbe  end  in  view,  and  Parliameal 
would  be  further  asked  to  supplemc 
that  by  a  further  grant  of  public 
money.  But  supposing  that  were  not 
tbe  case,  were  ever  powers  so  large  and 
iegiflhition  so  drastic  entrusted  to  a  Board 
of  three  gentlemen,  none  of  whom  had 
yet  taken  the  lirst  i*ank  in  public  life, 
and  none  of  whom  had  risen  to  the 
Bench  ?  He  could  hardly  conceive  any- 
thing more  serious  than  the  vista  which 
was  thus  opened  up  ^loth  to  landlord  antf 
tenant,  lieeautie  mistakes  once  made  conM 
not  be  redressed,  and  injustice  if  it  hn 
once  been  done  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other  would  remain,  aud  could  not  be 
remedied.  Some  alhiaion  had  been  ma4le 
by  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  8At 
down  to  objections  to  tbe  title  of  the 
Bilb  That  seemed  to  him  (Viscount 
Midieton)  to  have  been  a  drafting 
blunder.  The  alteration  in  the  title  wae 
not  what  was  objected  tOt  but  the  altera- 
tion in  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  In  his 
firet  statement  Mr.  M  or  ley  had  cstimat-ed 
that  tbe  numl>er  of  tenants  affected  by 
the  Bill  was  4,0()0,  of  whose  farms  from 
1,400  to  1,500  were  in  the  hands  of  neW 
tenants.  It  now  appeared  that  the 
figure  had  l^een  uiider*estiraated.  They 
had  to  go  bafk  to  1879*  aud  it  turned 
out  that  tin*  huniVier  of  casoa  in  which 
tenants  had  left  their  holdings  had  not 
been    4,000,  but     nearer   20,000  :     th& 
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exft€t  mimber  was  «tiU  to  be  defined, 
aud  these  oases  were  not  oulj  of  t^uauts 
who  were  atill  in  Ireland,  aud  even  of 
those  who  had  goue  to  Atneriea  aud 
other  countries  and  were  lo  be  permitted 
to  rt!turn,  bnt  of  tennuts  who  had  volan- 
tarily  aoid  their  occupatioDs  to  their 
landlonis.  These  might  now  claim  to 
be  otf  their  bargain  ami  to  be  reinstated. 
The  sole  safeguard  agaiuj*t  monstrous 
injustice  wa**  the  chance  that  two  of  the 
three  Arbitrators  would  refuse  to  listen  to 
UDreasonable  applications.  This  power 
^iwas  altogether  too  great  to  place  in  the 
^^Biaode  of  any  three  men  or  of  a  tribunal 
^Hlot  only  in  Ireland,  but  the  highest  in 
^Hbbe  laud — ^namely,  their  Lordships^ 
^'Bowse.  Yet  this  was  the  Bill  which 
Parliament  was  as^koil  to  pa.^s  at  the  fag- 
end  of  a  Session — ^brought  in  when 
Members  of  the  other  Flouse  were  weary 
— never  having  been  introduced  in  a 
practical  form  till  July,  having  been  laid 
oo  the  shelf  since  it  was  reail  a  first 
time,  and  those  who  wished  to  discuss 
it  in  the  other  House  were  subjected  to 
the  gag  and  the  guillotine.  Anything 
like  fair  discussion  was  absolutely  refused. 

I  be  other   House  was  told  that  if  by  a 
irticularday  the  whole  matter   was  not 
included    the    Bill   would    be    passed 
rough  all  its  stages  by  the   power  of 
e  majority.       The  Chief  Secretary  for 
eland  hit<l    animadverted  ye^ry  strongly 
on   the    impropriety   of  tlioir  Lordships' 
House'^s  cognizance  of   the  way  in  which 
business  was  conducted  in  anotiier  place, 
Aod    he    (Viscount   Midieton)     entirely 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.   Gentleman, 
He  thought  it  entirely  beyond  the  province 
of  their  Lordships^  House*       But  this,  at 
fftflt,  he  might  say  ;  that  if  any  compro- 
ise  had  been  rejected  and  any  A  mend - 
leut  had  been  refused,  and  the  greater  pro- 
rtion  of  the  Amendments  had  not  been 
scussed  at  all,  the  Bill  came  up  to  their 
'  hips  under  very    different  circum- 
.uces  from   what  it  would   have  come 
under  after  a  free  and  fair  discussion 
been  given  to  it  in  another  place.    It 
1  to  reason  that  a  Bill  dealing  with 
ch  importJint  inierests  needed  very  care- 
attention    and    discussion.        Some 
embers  of  the  Government  only  began 
understand  the  Bill  after  it  had  been 
iti  the  House  for    a    considerable   time, 
and    after  what  he  had  heard  that  night 
he  Avas  inclined  to  doubt  whether  some 
of     them     understood     it     yet.         All 


he  could  say  was  that  a  more 
complicated  piece  of  legislation,  one 
atfectiug  wider  interests  aud  going  down 
to  deeper  principles,  it  hail  never  been 
his  misfortune  to  encounter,  A  great 
deal  had  l>een  heard  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  of  the  **  irreconciiables "  iu 
Ireland,  The  only  irrecoucilables  whom 
he  hail  ever  come  in  contact  with  were 
those  wlio  were  determined  lluit  there 
should  be  no  landowners  at  all  in  Ire- 
land. Speaking  of  the  Irish  landlords 
as  a  class,  he  was  pursuaded  that  they 
were  not  irrecoucilables  of  any  sort  or 
class.  Ninety-nine  hundredths  of  the 
landowners  were  only  too  anxious  to  bury 
the  hatchet,  and  to  put  an  end  to  an  un- 
happy dissension  which  they  had  neither 
initiated  nor  fomented,  but  for  which 
those  who  declared  themselves  their 
worst  enemies  were  responsible.  Not 
only  were  the  dissensions  not  begun  by 
the  landlords,  nor  continued  by  them,  but 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  they 
would  be  happy  to  put  an  end  to  them. 
They  bad  a  real  and  heartfelt  sympathy 
for  many  of  the  deluded  men  who  had 
been  misled  and  had  adopted  the  courses 
they  had  pursued  through  I  he  advice  of 
men  whom  they  had  tniste<l.  He  be- 
lieved that  any  measure  drawn  iu  a  fair 
and  equitable  form  which  proposed  to 
deal  with  such  a  question  would  receive 
not  only  the  hearty,  Vnit  the  active 
support  of  the  great  mass  of  the  Irish 
landowners.  Individuals  these  might  be 
— though  be  hwi  not  come  across  them-^ 
who  might  object,  but  there  were  indi- 
viduals who  were  not  to  be  taken  as 
samples  of  the  class  to  whom  they 
belonged.  But  had  any  such  offer  been 
made  ?  Finality  in  this  matter  had  been 
repudiated  by  those  who  considered 
themselves  qualified  to  speak  for  the 
Irish  tenants.  It  Jmd  been  notorious 
that  if  the  Bill  contained  compulsory 
powers  it  would  not  be  accepted  by  those 
who  sat  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House.  If,  even  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
there  was  the  slightest  chance  of 
the  withdrawal  of  the  compul- 
sory clause,  if  there  had  been  a 
semblance  of  promise  on  the  part  of  Her 
Maje6ty*8  Government  that  they  would 
eudeavoor  to  secure  a  full  discussion  in 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature  for  the 
cUiuses  and  Amendments  which  had  not 
yet  been  discussed  at  all,  he  btjlieved  that 
the  matter  might  still   be  settled.     But 
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BO  sach  hope  had  been  held  out,  and 
BO  Buoh  hope  would  be  held  out, 
because  Her  Majesty's  Government 
dared  not  risk  it.  The  Government 
4ared  not  offend  the  men  who  kept  them 
in  power ;  and  so  long  as  that  view  pre- 
vailed good  and  useful  legislation  for 
Ireland  was  impossible.  Some  day  a 
statesman  might  arise  who  would  be 
superior  to  the  claims  of  Party,  and  who 
would  endeavour,  looking  at  it  from  a 
broad  and  statesmanlike  point  of  view, 
to  settle  this  difficult  question.  If  80,  he 
(Viscount  Midletou)  was  sure  he  might 
be  promised  the  active  and  hearty  support 
of  all  who  were  interested  in  the  welfare 
of  Ireland.  There  was  one  sentence  to 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  had  given 
utterance  which  would  find  a  response  in 
the  breast  of  everybody  who  had  the  in- 
terests of  Ireland  at  heart — 

*'  Do  not  let  these  unfortunate  men  be  made 
the  pawns  in  the  political  game/* 
That  is  exactly  what  they  had  been 
made  for  the  last  1 5  years.  But  they  had 
not  been  made  the  pawns  in  the  political 
game  by  the  Conservative  Party,  They 
had  been  made  the  pawns  by  professional 
politicians  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel,  who  thought  they  could  use 
them  with  advantage — who  no  doubt,  in 
some  instances,  believed  they  were 
serving  their  <",onnt.ry  by  inducing  these 
unfortunate  men  to  join  in  an  agitation 
which  could  have  but  one  result,  and 
which  had  had  t'ue  result  which  might 
have  been  anticipated — namely,  their 
ruin,  more  or  less  complete.  He  believed 
that  in  those  who  owned  the  land  in  Ire- 
land there  was  no  bitter  feeling — nothing 
but  a  desire  to  bury  the  memories  of  the 
past,  and  to  restore  those  amicable  rela- 
tions which  used  to  exist  all  over  Ireland 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  which 
he  was  thankful  to  say  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  still  subsisted.  But  if  that  were 
to  come  about,  remedial  legislation  must 
not  be  accompanied  with  injustice,  and 
must  not  be  launched  at  the  head  of  Par- 
liament at  a  time  when  it  could  not  be 
properly  considered.  If  he  saw  the 
slightest  prospect  that  this  Bill  would 
really  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  country 
his  voice  would  be  raised  in  it^.favour 
even  now.  But  he  could  not  see  i^at  it 
would  be.  The  Bill  was  founded  oH  no 
precedent.  It  was  contrary  to  the  lessors 
of  experience,  and  there  was  no  princip 
underlying  it.  There  was  no  finality  in 
Viscount  Midleton 


it,  and  he  was  convinced  that,  if  pauod, 
it  would  be  simply  used  as  lerenge  bj 
which  further  and-stili  more  objectionaUe 
measures  would  be  demanded  as  a  matter 
of  right.  Nor  was^the  mmohinerj  proposed 
sufficiently  strong  or  impartial  for  the 
task  assigned  to  it.  He  regretted  that 
one  more  opportunity  of  healing  divisions 
in  Ireland  had  not  been  availed  of.  One 
more  chance  had  gone  which,  if  it  had 
been  differently  utilised  by  noble  Lords 
opposite  and  their  supporters,  might  have 
been  successful ;  therefore,  •  he  should 
feel  compelled,  when  the  Division  was 
called,  to  vote  with  his  noble  Friend 
below  him. 

Lord  MUSKERRY  said,  the  measure 
which  was  now  before  their  Lordships 
was  one  calculated  to  do  immense  harm 
to  Ireland.  In  the  past  years  English 
statesmen  by  their  legislation  encouraged 
disloyalty,  dishonesty,  and  crime  in  Ire- 
land. This  Bill  was  simply  a  continua- 
tion of  the  same  disastrous  policy.  Was 
there  in  either  House  a  man  having  any 
stake  in  Ireland,  or  any  regard  for  her 
welfare,  who  supported  the  Bill  ?  Who 
were  the  Irish  Members  who  voted  for  it 
in  the  other  House?  What  stake  had  thej 
in  the  country  ?  Had  they  an  interest 
in  seeing  Ireland  prosperous  and  con- 
tented ?  When  addressing  their  Lord- 
ships last  year  he  quoted  from  speeches 
made  by  Irish  Members  who  had  sup- 
ported the  Government,  showing  clearly 
what  the  real  meaning  and  object  of 
the  land  agitation  was — namely,  the 
destruction  of  English  power  in  Ire- 
land. The  speeches  of  the  Nation- 
alist Members  were  very  mild  when 
made  in  England  compared  with 
their  words  in  Ireland  and  America. 
It  seemed  incredible  that  statesmen 
could  bring  forward  such  a  measure  as 
this  to  restore  men  to  farms  from  which 
they  were  evicted  for  non-fulfilment  of 
their  just  and  lawful  obligations  ;  and 
remember  that  many  of  these  men 
refused  to  pay  their  rents  and  let  them- 
selves be  evicted  not  because  they  were 
unable  to  pay,  but  under  the  advice 
and  at  the  instigation  of  those  who 
were  supporting  the  Grovernment  in  the 
other  House.  The  Government  wished 
to  restore  those  who  acted  dishonestly, 
and  to  do  this  in  many  cases  they  must 
turn  out  honest  and  industrious  men  from 
their  homes.  They  were  teaching  and 
taught  a  fine  lesson  to  the  people  of 
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Ireland.  "Agitate ;  make 
>i)oe ;  break  laws  both  human  and 
ivine,  and  the  Government  will  give 
you  what  you  ask.  But  be  honest  and  law- 
abiding,  and  the  exigencies  of  public 
licy  prevents  the  Government  from 
rot^cting  you  or  guarding  you  from 
bbery  ;  jou  are  no  use  to  the  Govern- 
it.  You  are  uot  represented  by  their 
ids  and  supporters."  This  might  he 
tatemunship,  but  it  was  not  statesman- 
hip  that  would  do  good  to  Ireland.  The 
^upes  of  the  Irish  Nationalists  were  to 
be  restored  at  the  expense  of  the  houest 
len.  This  wa8  neither  honourable  or 
ust.  How  many  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
ere  supporting  this  Bill  really  knew 
i^ny  thing  of  Ireland  \  how  many  of  those 
who  votad  for  it  in  the  other  House 
knew  anything  of  the  country  ?  He 
did  not  know  if  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
;hea<l  of  the  Governmeut  had  ever  been 
to  Ireland.  The  noble  Earl  had  a<l- 
mitted  that  he  was  not  certain  of  any* 
thing  with  regard  to  Ireland,  and  he 
(Lord  Muskerry)  was  not  aware  if  he 
"  new  Ireland  or  Ireland  knew  him 
fxcept  til  rough  the  Press — -unless  indeed 
•lie  ha*l  been  at  Punchestown.  The 
noble  Earl,  in  his  speech  on  the  Home 
Rule  Bill,  honoured  him  by  meotiouing 
his  name.  His  noble  Friend  the  Mar- 
•quess  of  Waterford,  speaking  afterwards, 
Informed  the  noble  Earl  that  he  was 
one  of  those  who  represented  the  loyal 
minority  of  the  South  and  West  of  Ire* 
land*  Now,  that  was  not  a  small  minority. 
bat  it  was  so  scattered  as  to  be  out- 
numbered in  individual  constituencies. 
Surely  no  Englishmen  of  any  clasf!,  and 
much  lesB  their  Lordships,  would  deny 
wba£  he  always  understood  was  so  dear 
to  the  English  heart,  and  that  was  fair 
play  and  a  fair  hearing.  Their  legisla- 
tion had  practically  left  that  minority  no 
repre&entation  in  the  other  House,  and 
it  was  to  their  Lordships*  House  they 
ittst  look  to  have  the  grievous  wrongs 
ey  had  already  suffered  brought  before 
Parliament,  and  to  protest  against  any 
further  injustice.  The  English  Govern- 
ment had  shown  no  gratitude  to  the 
Loyal  is  ta  of  Ireland.  The  honour  of 
England  was  often  S|K)ken  of  and  often 
r&ised,  but  that  honour  ha<l  been  sadly 
stituted  by  statesmen  tu  their  dealings 
ith  the  Irilsh  landowners.  Last  year 
e  Government  were  willing  to  com- 
nce  the  process  of  dismembering  tho 
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disturb- ]  Empire  to  satisfy  their  Irish  friends  m 
the  House  of  Commons,  He  wouM 
never  believe  that  the  great  mass  of  the 
English  people  sanctioned  that  Bill,  and 
unless  the  English  charueter  was  greatly 
changed  this  Bill,  to  turn  honest  and 
industrious  men  out  of  their  homes  in 
order  to  reinstate  defaulters,  would  not 
be  to  their  liking  either*  How  many  of 
their  Lordships,  or  how  many  of  thosQ 
who  votetl  for  this  Bill  in  the  Commons 
eared  what  happened  fu  Ireland  so  long  as 
they  were  not  personally  concerned  ?  But 
they  who  lived  there,  they  who  had  seen 
measure  after  measure  passed  (some  passed, 
others  proposed)  fatal  to  the  true  interests 
of  Ireland,  they  who  had  seen  their  pro- 
perty confiscated  without  compensation 
and  for  mere  Party  purposes,  they  took 
8ome  interest  both  in  the  measures  when 
they  came  before  Parliament  and  in  their 
working  afferwards.  He  could  well 
believe  that  in  both  Houses  they  were 
weary  of  Irish  affairs  ;  but  whose  fault 
was  it  that  they  were  so  persistently 
before  the  Government  ?  It  was  their 
own*  Give  Ireland  fair,  just,  and  firm 
legislation,  and  they  would  no  longer 
have  such  cause  to  complain.  He  might 
be  speaking  somewhat  strongly,  but  it 
was  the  truth,  and  what  one  of  the  Go- 
vernment— if  he  were  in  his  place,  if  he 
were  one  of  those  who  had  been  so  un- 
justly trejited-^what  one  of  them  would 
not  use  the  same,  or  stronger,  language  ? 
What  language  did  their  Irish  friends  use 
in  speaking  of  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  Take,  for  instance,  a  compara- 
tively mild  extract  from  United  Ireland 
about  Lord  Spencer  when  he  was 
Viceroy — 

'*He'*  (Lorri  Spencer)  ''stack  at  nothing — 
not  at  secret  tortnre  ;  not  nt  FulwirlieiDg  rcd- 
bandal  mtirdercrfi ;  not  at  knighting  j^iry. 
packers ;  not  at  ebeUenog  btaiek  official 
villainy  with  a  coat  of  ilarkne$«i/^ 

Why  was  this  eaid  of  the  noble  Karl  ? 
He  would  tell  them*  Because  the  noble 
Earl  did  his  duty  fearlcpsly  and  like  a 
true  man — because,  a?  a  result  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  such  a  state  of 
things  had  arisen  a?  called  for  the  most 
severe  and  draetic  measures.  Lord 
Spencer  had  to  carry  these  measures  out, 
and  he  did  so  in  a  way  that  gained  him  the 
admiration  and  respect  of  every  loyal  and 
honest  man  in  the  country,  and  that  Was 
more  than  some  other  Members  of  that 
Government  could  SBy;  When  Sir  George 
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Trevelj&u  iii  one  of  Im  speeobes  used 

these  words — 

•*W|iy  aid  Lottl  Bpenoer  leare  tuch  »  very 
Rteful  memory  /    I  i^houlil  imagine  the  reason 
( that  he  viuilicatcd  biw  and  oix:Ier*' 

— he  should  have  snid  who  had  the  very 
hateful  memory  of  Lord  Speacerp  They 
were  the  Goverumeot't*  owu  friends  ;  the 
men  at  whose  instauco  tbm  BUI  was 
before  their  Lordships,  and  the  reason 
for  their  hatred  was  that  the  uoble  Earl 
yindicated  law  and  order.  Though  uoble 
Lords  opposite  might  support  this  Bill 
they  knew  well  that  it  wasi  not  an  honest 
Bill,  that  it  wa^  uot  just.  It  wa^  only  a 
politieal  weapon,  and  a  very  dirty  one,  too* 
Their  Lordships  had  doubtless  heard  of 
the  many  agrarian  mordera  which  had 
stained  Ireland.  They  bad  beard  a  little 
of  the  dastardly  crime  of  maiming  cattle, 
but  they  had  not  hoard  of  the  100th  part 
of  the  Serious  assaults,  of  the  terror  in 
which  whole  districts  were  kept  by 
scoundrels  who  were  too  lasy  to  do 
houe»t  work,  and  who  expected  that  if 
they  could  only  create  dijsturbance  euougb 
they  would  get  what  they  asked  from  the 
Government.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
hear  of  tbe^e  things,  but  he  fancied  that 
if  some  of  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
tnent  lived  in  Ireland  and  witnessed  the 
crioies  done  there — crimes  which,  in 
times  gone  by,  their  friends  instigated 
and  encouraged  by  their  speeches — they 
would  take  a  very  different  view  of  the 
situation.  Did  they  see  some  of  the  re- 
sults of  their  policy,  they  might  consider 
if,  for  once,  it  were  not  well  to  sacrifice 
policy  in  the  interests  of  justice,  Tho 
Government  practically  evicted  the  Irinb 
Church  from  her  position  as  an  Es- 
tablished und  Eudowed  Church.  If  this 
Bill  became  law,  was  she  to  take  ad* 
vantage  of  it  ?  There  was  one  thing  he 
would  recommend  to  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  and  that 
was  if  they  intended  legislating  for  Ire- 
land on  the  same  lines  that  they  had  done 
hitherto,  and  were  doing,  they  should 
provide  some  fund  to  keep  the  victims  of 
their  policy  from  starvation*  They  bad 
"  oon  very  generous  with  other  people's 
jiroperty ;  but  when  it  came  to  their 
'receiving  money,  ah  1  then  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  its  pound  of  flesh. 
Ihould  their  unfortunate  debtor,  through 
DO  fault  of  his,  but  as  an  outcome  of  the 
jfoveru  mentis  policy,  be  uuablo  to  pay 
|nit  rent,   tithe  rents,  or  other  charge, 

Lord  Muskerrjf 


what  mercy  did  they  show  ?  Tb©  inercy 
that  droppeth  as  the  gentle  raiti  fro«n 
Heaven  ?  No ;  in  thii  ca^se  It  was 
frozen  rain,  and  neither  blessed  they 
that  gave  nor  they  that  received.  He 
could  quot«  to  tbeir  Lordships  pages  of 
extracts  from  speeches  made  on  the  Irii*h 
Land  Laws  by  men  who  afterwards 
brought  in  and  supported  measures  so 
diflierent  to  the  sentiments  they  expressed 
before,  that  It  was  difficult  to  believe  they 
were  Uie  same  men*  Who  was  jBoraUy 
responsible  for  the  agrarian  crimes  in 
Ireland  ?  Those  who  by  their  legisla- 
tion encouraged  agitators  to  spread  ruin 
through  the  country,  It  was  said  thai  it 
was  never  too  late  to  maud,  and  he  trusted 
that,  as  a  sign  that  they  in  England 
might  expect  some  fairness  in  the  future, 
some  consideration,  some  scant  measure 
of  justice  as  a  sign  that  they  might  hope 
they  would  throw  out  this  measure  in  its 
entirety. 

Lord  VENTRY  said,  that  after  the 
able  manuer  In  which  the  shortcomings 
and  danger  and  injustice  of  this  measure 
had  been  exposed,  he  should  have  been 
well  content  to  have  given  u  silent  vote 
against  it  :  but  residing  as  be  did  for  a 
great  part  of  the  year  in  Ireland,  and 
especially  residing  in  one  of  those  couo* 
ties  which  were  mentioned  by  oame  by 
the  noble  Earl  who  introduceil  the  mea- 
sure, be  thought  it  his  duty  to  say  a  few 
words  and  give  a  few  reasons  why  he 
could  not  support  it.  He,  for  one,  could 
not  see  the  necessity  of  such  a  measure 
as  this.  He  could  understand  that  there 
were  Party  reasons  why  the  Bill  should  be 
iutroduced.  But  that  there  were  political 
reasons  for  its  introduction  of  any  great 
force  he  was  prepared  to  deny.  This 
question  was  always  approached  as  if 
these  evicted  tenants,  whatever  their 
present  position,  were  at  the  time  of 
their  conviction  in  a  helpless  and  hope- 
less condition.  Anybody  who  knew  the 
practical  working  of  the  Land  Laws  iu 
Ireland  knew  that  it  had  been  the  con- 
stant habit  of  tenants  who  found  them- 
selves in  difficulties  to  dispose  of  their 
interest  in  their  holdings,  That  he  eoutd 
answer  for  ;  it  was  the  common  practice 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
Then,  out  of  the  North  of  Ireland— out 
of  Ulster — it  was  accomplished  with  the 
consent  of    the   owner,     Iu    Ulster   the 
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tenant  -  rij;ht  custom  existed  which 
enabled  tenauts  to  do  do  without 
that  permission .  But  siuce  the  passing' 
of  the  Act  of  1881,  the  custom  which 
previously  was  permissive  became  a 
Statutory  right  ou  the  part  of  the  tenant^ 
and  that  right  often  was  exerciwed  by 
him*  But  for  one  case  in  which  it  had 
been  exercised  recently  it  wa«  availed 
of  20  times  before  that  Act  passed. 
And  why  ?  Because  every  obstacle  was 
thrown  by  the  political  advisers  of  the 
people  in  the  way  of  their  adopting  that 
remedy^  and  also  for  another  reason — 
namely,  because  the  tenant**,  from  the 
character  of  recent  legislation,  and  from 
the  constant  hopes  that  were  held  out  to 
them  of  further  tegtslation,  had  been  led 
to  believe  that  some  boon^  whether  it 
might  be  the  reduction  of  rent,  or  tbe 
abolition  of  rent,  or  whether  it  might  })e 
some  specially-favoured  system  of  pur- 
chase— whatever  it  might  be,  they  had 
been  living  in  hopes  of  some  change 
being  brought  about  by  legislation* 
Therefore,  naturally,  wheu  they  got  into 
difficulties  tiiey  held  on,  as  was  said,  like 
grim  death  to  their  holdings,  and  refused 
to  accept  even  an  exorbitant  price  for 
their  holdings  wheu  they  could  get  it. 
There  was  nothing  that  an  Irish  tenant 
was  more  jealous  of  than  that  his  neigh- 
bour should  get  the  better  of  him.  And 
they  had  a  natural  feeling  that  if  they 
parted  with  their  little  hoiding  to-day 
somebody  else  would  hold  itfor  nothing  to- 
morrow. They  therefore  refused  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  remedy  which  the  law 
put  into  their  hands  to  enable  them  to  get 
out  of  their  difficulties.  He  would  like 
to  give  one  recent  instance  to  show  the 
amount  of  money  that  a  tenant  might 
put  into  his  pocket  in  this  way.  He  had 
heard  of  a  case  quite  recently  in  which  a 
tenant  paying  £30  a  year  rent  —  the 
Poor  Law  valuation  I>eing  £30,  so 
that  he  was  not  rack-rented  — 
was  evicted  owing  several  years' 
rent.  He  was  induced  to  sell  his 
interest,  and  he  obtained  for  that 
£475.  Out  of  that  £47*5  a  sum  of  £85 
only  was  claimed  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord.  The  man,  therefore^  who  had 
held  a  holding  at  £30  a  year  went  away 
With  £390  in  his  pocket  Well,  he  (Lord 
Ventry)  did  not  think  tbe  tenant  under 
these  circumstances  had  very  much  to 
4?f>mptain  of.  There  was  no  question 
that  in  99  catet  of  100,  where  tbe  tenant 


was  evicted,  if  he  sold  the  holding — not 
always  to  the  highest  bidder,  but  to  a 
tenant  approved  by  the  landlord — he 
wfHild  go  away  with  a  substantial  sum, 
generally  far  more  than  the  commercial 
value  of  his  intereMt  in  the  holding.  So 
much  for  that.  But  he  certainly  had 
asked  himself,  whilst  listening  to  the 
speech  with  which  the  noble  Earl  intro- 
duced the  Bill,  whether  the  Government 
ever  really  intended  that  the  Bill  should 
pass.  His  firm  belief  was  that  if  they 
intended  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to  pass  they 
never  would  have  introduced  it  into  the 
House  in  the  shape  it  had  assumed.  He 
could  not  conceive  that  they  would 
willingly  undertake  the  responsibdity  of 
managing  the  country  after  the  passage 
of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  would  unsettle 
everything  and  settle  nothing*  The 
noble  Earl  had  talked  of  tbe  risks  their 
Lonlships  ran  in  throwing  out  the  Bill, 
and  the  consequences  which  would  follow 
to  Ireland.  Well,  whatever  those  conse- 
quences might  be,  he  did  not  think  that 
it  would  l)e  the  throwing  out  of  the  Bill 
that  would  be  responsible  for  them.  It 
would  not  be  the  Nationalist  Party  in 
Ireland,  because  in  taking  the  course 
they  had  done  they  had  only  played 
a  move  in  their  game  —  a  move 
which  might  or  might  not  be 
a  wise  one  ou  their  part.  It  was  an 
action  which  might  fairly  have  been  ex* 
pec  ted  of  them  ;  but  he  could  not  under- 
stand that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  willingly  undertake,  as  he  had 
said  before,  the  responsibility  which 
would  devolve  upon  them  if  the  Bill 
passed  for  what  would  then  be  the 
position  of  tenants  who  had  taken 
farms.  Did  the  Government  for  a 
moment  imagine  that  the  evicted  tenants 
in  that  case  would  sit  still  and  rest 
content  and  allow  matters  to  take  their 
course  ?  Would  they  not  consider  their 
grievance  tenfold  greater  because  it 
would  have  been  indirectly  admitted  by 
Parliament  that  they  had  a  grievance. 
And  were  not  their  Lordships  well  aware 
of  the  methods  to  which  they  would  be 
likely  to  resort  in  that  case  to  enforce 
what  they  more  than  ever  would  consider 
to  be  their  rights  ?  There  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Majesty's  Government  who 
would  naturally  support  the  measure  on 
whose  estate  an  outrage  was  recently 
committed.  That,  he  thought,  showed 
that   the  Irish   pessantry    had   not   for- 
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tttteo  those  methoda,  Thiei  outrage  w»h 
ft  very  systemntic  oue,  iiud  not  ati  affuir 
of  the  moment.  It  was  uot  a  sudden  out- 
1>urt^t*  He  bad  reason  to  know  tiiut  tlie 
IDHU  who  was  at  preseat  in  (custody,  uml 
who  would  be  trie*!  for  committing  that 
offence,  did  not  reside  within  many  mile:? 
of  the  place  where  the  outrage  was 
attempted.  He  believed  it  was  eommitted 
in  the  County  of  Cork,  and  that  the 
man  was  re^ideut  iu  the  centre  of 
Kerry*  Well,  if  uuder  present  cir- 
cumstauces,  with  the  re»traiot  which  hud, 
by  some  meaoi*  or  another,  been  put 
on  theae  hill-side  men  such  an  outrage 
occurred  when  that  restraint  was  with- 
drawn, would  this  be  an  isolated  catse  ? 
Did  they  not  think  that  that  example 
was  likely  to  be  followed,  and  that  geutie 
hints  would  be  given  to  thette  so-called 
land-grabbers  to  quit  their  hoMiiigs  ? 
Was  not  a  temptation  almost  held  out^ — 
because  there  was  a  provision  in  the  Bill 
by  which  the  evicted  tenants  were  en- 
couraged to  bring  forward  their  cases 
lod  to  take  steps  to  bring  about  amicable 

ettlements.  Well,  if  it  appeared  that  a 
prima  fade  case  was  made  out  against 
these  uufortuuute  land-grabbers  wonUl 
not  there  lie  a  double  ju^titicatiou  iu  the 
minds  of  these  men  for  taking  strong 
action  to  euforce  their  behests  ?  But  he 
had  also  to  say  that^  while  there  were  a 
iarge  number  no  doubt  of  these  evicted 
teuants  who  were  iuterested  personally  iu 
the  passage  of  such  a  measure  as  this, 
there  were  a  very  large  u umber  who 
were  not  so  interested.  He  believed 
that  iu  many  cases  the  last  thitig  that  the 
neighbouring  tenauts  would  like  to  see 
would  be  the  return  of  many  of  these 
persons  to  their  holdings.  lie  believed 
also  that,  in  addition  to  the  people  who 
had  taken  the  evicted  farms,  there  w^ere 
their  friends  and  relations  to  be  con- 
sidered. Everyone  who  understood  the 
state  of  agricultural  society  in  Ireland 
knew^  the  wheels  within  wheeU  wbioh 
existed,  and  how  marriages,  family  ar- 
rangemeots,  and  other  influences  were 
brought  to  l>ear  on  these  transact 
tioue.  They  knew  how  it  would  uot 
only  be  the  land-grabber  who  would 
have  to  quit  his  haldiug,  and  how  it 
would  perhftj>s  be  a  ilaughter,  or  sister  or 
some  other  near  relative  of  some  honest 
rent-paying  neighbour  who  would  also 
feel  aggrieved  by  a  relative  being  turned 
out  ou  the  world.     Of  course,  there  were 
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some  means  con  tern plateil  of  compcujsa- 

ting  the  outgoing  tenant,  but  every  one 
who  knew  tbe  feeling  which  attached  to 
occupancy  auiongst  Irish  tenants  mut^t 
know  that  that  would  be  a  very  small 
consolation.  Then,  there  w^as  also  th€ 
question  of  law-abiding,  paying,  tenant*, 
and  he  was  happy  to  say  he  k  new  a  large 
uumW  of  them.  What  would  be  lUeir 
feelings  if  they  found  that  the  evicled 
tenants  obtained  these  advantages? 
Won  hi  they  not  in  many  cases  feel  that 
they  were  most  unjustly  treated,  when 
fJiey  saw  that  tliey  who  had  worked 
hard  aud  paid  their  way  and  honestly 
met  their  obligations  w^ere  having  nothing 
done  for  them,  but  that  all  this  special 
legislation  was  for  people  whom  they 
knew  to  be  little  deserving  of  it  ? 
Therefore,  it  would  not  do  to  say  that 
there  were  only  so  many  hundreds  of 
these  so-called  land -grabbers*  The  fall 
effects  of  the  Bill  would  extend  far 
beyoud  them,  and  the  measure  would 
cause  uew^  difficulties  and  new  troubles  in 
addition  to  those  with  which  they  already 
had  to  cope.  Then  as  to  the  method  of 
dealing  with  this  case*  There  was 
elaborate  machinery  iu  the  Bill  by  which 
the  Commissioners  were  to  be  first  ap* 
proaehed  by  the  tenant;  then  the  laudlonl 
was  approached,  aud  he  had  the  allerua* 
tive  of  insisting  on  the  holding  beiog 
bought,  and  so  on.  He  observed  that 
at  the  tail-end  tliere  was  a  provbioci 
by  which  the  Commissiouers,  if  Uiey 
thought  tit,  could  buy  laud  eUe* 
where  for  evicted  tenants*  Well,  would 
it  uot  be  a  much  shorter  way  of  dealing 
with  this  question  at  onoe  to  face  it  by 
o^eriug  to  buy  these  farms  from  tbd 
owners  ?  The  Government  could  tb€ll 
reinstate  the  tenants  on  their  farms,  and 
in  that  way  avoid  all  this  complicated 
ma<Uiinery.  Of  course,  in  saying  that  he 
was  uot  admitting  the  justice  of  the  com* 
pidsory  portion  of  the  BiU,  and  he  still 
thought  that  if  even  such  a  measure  afl 
that  he  indicated  were  adopt-ed  it  would 
be  most  unjust  to  tbe  laud  lord  to  go 
beyond  voluntary  powers.  He  could  not 
see  the  justice  of  taking  from  a  landlord 
against  his  will  land  into  which  he  waa 
put  in  possession  by  due  ])roce8S  of  law. 
Iu  many  cases  the  landlords  holding 
that  land  itxstead  of  being  a  disadvantage 
to  the  public  might  be  quite  tho  re  vera©* 
It  might  be  an  advautage  to  the  re8t*ol 
his  property,  aud  he  could  not  &ee  any 


Il7        TenanU  Arbitration       {13  Acocst  1894}  ( Ireland)  BiH. 


718 


woi 
To 
eve 

,       all 


tol( 

I  nPTA 


itice  in  taking  it  by  force*     As  he  had 
Tted  hy  saying  the  evils  of  the  Bill 
been  so  thoroughly  exposed  by  pre- 
ceding    speakers,     he     hardly    thought 
he  need  say  more.     But  he  could  not  sit 
down  without  saying  that  if  a  reasonable, 
*iUst,  metisure   of   a   voluntary  character 
uld   be  brought  forward  which  would 
teal  fairly  with  this  matter,  he,  for  one, 
would  certainly  be  delighted  to  support  it. 
To  do  a  great  good  he  would  be  willing 
even  to  do  a  little  wrong,   but  to   do  a 
great  wrong  for  the  sake  of  no   good  at 
all  was  quite  another  matter.     He  should 
irtainly  vote  against  the  Bill  as  it  stood, 
ind  in  so  doing  would  feel  that  he  never 
gave  a  vote  with  a  clearer  consciousness 
that  he  was  doing  what  was  right  and  just. 
•Lord  RIBBLESDALE  said,  tliat  up 
tiJl  now  the  speeches  from   the  Opposi- 
tion had  teemed  with   objections  to  the 
Bill.     The  noble  Duke  (Duke  of  Argyll) 
to  hi    them    that    no    one    speech    could 
haust    the    list   of    its   demerits,    but 
rely  what  one  speech  could  not  do  a 
great  many  from  the  other  side  must  have 
achieved*     There  had  been  a  good  many 
objections  made  to  the   Bill,   some  inge- 
^jaioua,    some    fanciful,    and    some    very 
^HM)und,  practical,  and  arguable,  but  after 
^Hll    they   resolved    themselves   into    the 
^H^estion  put  to  noble  Lords  opposite  by 
^^^arl    Sponcer   in    moving    the    Second 
Reading — do  you,  or  do  you  not,   hold 
^^hat  the  presence  of  these  large  bodies  of 
^Hrricted    tenants    in    close    proximity   to 
^Hhelr  former  hold  in  (;s  constitutes  a  social 
^^pnd  administrative  difficulty  ?      If  noble 
■     Xiords  opposite  contended  that  no  cltfR- 
culty    was    thus    created*    or     if    they 
ngreed  with   Mr.  Chamberlain   that  the 
fficulty    was    quite    insignificant,    and 
light  be  dealt  with  by  the  13th  clause 
"  the  Act  of  1891,  then  their  attitude  of 
»gation  with  regard  to,  and  their  rejec- 
>u  of,  the  Bill  would  be  quite  logical  j 
loreover,  they  would  be  accepting  to  the 
n  the  burden  of  responsibility  and  proof. 
at   if   they   agreed   with    Mr.   T.   W. 
aasell  and  Mr.  Courtney  rather  than 
ith  Colonel  Saunderson.  Mr.  Chamber- 
in,  and  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  then  the 
tsue  narrowed   itself  down  to  the  par- 
alar  means  by  which  they  desired  to 
tain  a  common   end.     He  was  afraid 
bat  there  was  no  chance  of  their  reading 
be  Bill  a  second  time,  and  equally  he 
■  there  was  no  chance  of  what  the 
able  Marquess  called  on  a  former  occa- 
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sioB  •*  beneficent  after* thoughts  '*  being 
added  to  it  by  mutual  arrangement  in  its 
later  stages.  Still,  in  the  meantime, 
he  would  like  to  try  and  persuade 
them  if  he  could  that  the  Bill  even  as  It 
stood  was  not  so  full  of  dire  contiugeuciee 
as  some  more  active  and  sanguine 
opponents,  and  especially  so  the  noble 
Duke,  assumed  at  the  time  when  he — 
well,  he  would  not  say  fortified,  but 
rhetorically  embellished,  his  able  speech 
by  taking  up  what  he  calle<i  higher  ground 
— that  is,  the  philosophical  and  historical 
arguments  against  the  Bill.  Personally,  he 
would  try  to  shiiu  extremes,  and  render 
their  Lordships'  reasons  why  the  Bill  as 
drawn  was  worthy  a  Second  Reading,  and 
worth,  indeed,  passing  into  law.  At  any 
rate,  whatever  view  noble  Lords  opposite 
took  of  the  Bill,  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  recognised  that  a  social 
difficulty  did  exist  in  connection  vvith  the 
evicted  tenants,  and  that  the  delay  which 
necessarily  occurred  iu  dealing  with  it 
last  Session  had  in  no  wise  diminished 
it.  They  had  therefore  appointed  and 
equippml  a  tribunal  with  wide  discretion 
and  sterling  credit  to  deal  with  it. 
The  noble  Duke  hatl  called  it  a  revolu- 
tionary tribunal,  but  even  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain had  not  gone  so  far  as  that  in  another 
place.  He,  indeed,  whs  good  enough  to 
admit  that  the  Arbitrators  might  be  im- 
partial, but  only  for  the  purposes  of  a 
**  chopping  at  logic  "  argument  —  to 
the  effect  that  the  more  impartial  they 
were  the  less  there  would  be  for  them 
to  do  —  he  compared  three  impartial 
Irishmen  to  three  black  swans,  and  sug- 
gested that  an  evicted  tenant  with  a  fair 
and  deserving  case  for  reinstatement  was 
an  animal  as  extinct  as  the  Dodo*  But 
the  impartiality  of  the  Arbitrators,  which 
Mr.  Chamberlain  only  conceded  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  was,  in  the  view  of 
the  Government,  a  cardinal  feature  of 
the  measure,  and  a  guarantee  against  in- 
justice. What  were  the  causes  of  com- 
plaint against  the  Bill  ?  He  would  at 
once  dismids  anch  ingenious  and  fanciful 
ones  put  forward  by  the  noble  Duke^  and 
would  come  at  once  to  the  reasonable  and 
practical  arguments.  The  Government 
had  been  told  by  The  Times  and  the 
Unionist  Press  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  their  masters,  and  by  the  noble 
Duke  that  they  were  the  servants  of  an 
Irish  faction,  Surely  that  was  a  ridicuhms 
coatention.  Once  tlie  Bill  was  read  a 
2  I  oN  .  '..^^ 
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first  time  ia  the  House  of  Lords,  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  was,  iu  a  sense,  their 
master  by  means  of  the  majority  behind 
him  ;  he  had  Peers  to  the  right  of  him 
and-  to  the  left  of  him  ;  he  had  Peers 
behind  him,  and  he  was  sorry  to  say  he 
had  Peers  in  front  of  him,  all  preparoil  to 
do  his  bidding,  and  to  speak  in  support 
of  any  line  he  ohose  to  advance  upon. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  said  that  the 
Irish  Members  were  the  masters  of  the 
Government;  in  the  sense  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  consulted  and  cousidored 
the  views  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
Irish  people  in  regard  to  their  legis- 
lation— and  he,  for  one,  did  not 
know  how  far  or  how  little  they 
had  been  consulted — he  could  only  say 
that  ho  hoped  they  had  been  consulted. 
He  could  point  to  measures  the  success 
of  which  had  been  achieved  through 
acting  in  concert  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and,  as  one  instance,  he  might 
mention  the  Ashbourne  Act  of  1885. 
The  noble  Lord  to  whom  the  success  of 
that  Act  was  largely  due  was  a  most  sym- 
pathetic member  of  a  very  sympathetic 
race ;  he  always  approached  Irish 
questions  with  an  enlightened  apprecia- 
tion, but  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  great  success  of  the  Act  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  made  a  matter  of 
friendly  and  proper  negotiation  between 
the  Government  and  the  Irish  Members 
represented  by  Mr.  Parneli.  Again,  there 
was  the  amending  Statute  of  1885  of  the 
Act  of  1883,  which  provided  better  ac- 
commodation for  the  labourers  of  Ire- 
land, and  gave  Local  Authorities  com- 
pulsory powers  to  purchase  laud  for 
cottages  and  gardens.  That,  too,  was  a 
matter  of  friendly  arrangement  and 
agreement.  He  might  take  higher  ground, 
and  say  that  the  present  peaceable  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  which  must  be  a  source 
of  satisfaction  to  noble  Lords  opposite, 
was  attributable  to  the  wish  of  the  Go- 
vernment, as  far  as  its  Irish  policy  was 
concerned,  to  consult  and  consider  the 
views  and  wishes  of  the  Irish  Members 
who  represented  the  Irish  people.  As  to 
the  objection  that  there  was  no  finality 
in  the  Bill,  finality  in  legislation  belonged 
to  the  same  category  as  the  Greek 
Kalends,  and  that  was  especially  so  in 
Ireland,  where  they  had  introduced  a 
system  of  State  intervention  on  behalf 
of  an  industry  which  depended  on  agri- 
cultural ])rices,  and  which,  in  these  days 
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of  agricultrural  machinery,  of  new  inarketfl 
and  trade  routes,  foreign  competition, 
and  even  of  improved  cattle  breeds,  was 
liable  to  be  completely  transformed  almost 
in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye.  Then  they 
were  met  with  the  argument  that  they 
were  setting  anew  precedent,  and  that  that 
precedent  would  prove  -a  dangerous  one. 
That  he  denied.  It  was  also  anggested 
that  they  were  following  no  precedent, 
but  that  reminded  him  of  what  occurred 
upon  the  first  Committee  of  their  Lord- 
ships^ House,  of  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  be  a  Member.  A  leading  counsel  was 
reminded  that  there  was  no  precedent  for 
the  course  he  was  suggesting,  and  he  at 
once  retorted  with  the  statement  that  a 
well-known  Chairman  of  Committees  was 
in  the  habit  of  declaring  that  they  sat 
to  make  and  not  to  follow  precedents. 
What  they  were  doing  in  this  instance 
neither  added  to  nor  took  away  from  the 
many  anomalies  which  had  unfortunately 
distinguished  Irish  legislation  for  the 
last  few  years.  That  legislation  was  a 
history  of  gift,  of  compromise,  and  of 
composition,  and  he  could  remember  a 
Debate  in  that  House,  some  few  years 
previously,  in  the  course  of  which  a 
noble  Lord,  the  late  Lord  Fitzgerald,  in 
giving  his  hearty  support  to  the  Arrears 
Bill,  admitted  that  it  would  not  stand 
economic  tests.  This,  however,  was  the 
outcome  of  80  or  100  years  of  misman- 
agement and  mistakes.  Now,  however, 
he  came  to  a  formidable  and  highly  debate- 
able  objection  taken  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and 
taken  also  by  the  noble  Duke.  It  was,  in 
effect,  that  by  the  Bill  they  were  white- 
washing the  Plan  of  Campaign  ;  that 
they  were  indeed  doing  even  worse,  and 
offering  it  a  premium,  that  they  would 
demoralise  the  whole  country,  and  that 
their  action  would  lead  to  all  sorts  of 
moral  and  social  disorder.  He  did  not 
wish  to  go  back  and  open  up  contro- 
versy and  recrimination,  or  he  might 
suggest  that  Parliament  itself  was  pos* 
sibly  a  little  accountable  for  some  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  cases,  by  delaying  to 
do  until  1887  that  which  it  had  ^en 
urged  strongly  to  do  in  1886.  But  he 
would  prefer  to  look  forward  and  not 
backifard.  In  as  far  as  the  Bill  would 
whitewash  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  it  had 
been  anticipated  by  the  13th  clause  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891,  under 
which,  according  to  the    Report  of  the 
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Mathew  Commission,  74  evicted  tenants,, 
all  stalwart  campaigners  on  the  Ponsonby 
estates,  weite  reinstated  as  owners  in  tbeir 
former  lioldings  by  means  of  purchase 
money  advanced  by  the  State.  He  did 
not  wish  to  go  into  details  as  to  the 
terms,  but  any  one  examining  Mr.  Bal- 
four^s  Bill  would  see  that  a  remarkable 
advantage  was  given  to  tbe  purchasing 
evicted  tenant  as  compared  with  that 
given  to  the  sitting  unevicted  tenant  on 
the  same  sort  of  holding.  Let  him  take 
a  hypothetical  instance — say  a  ease  of  a 
holding  rented  at  £100ayear.  AnEvicted 
Plan  of  Campaign  tenant  on  the  Ponsonby 
estate  would  be  allowed  to  buy,  say,  at  16 
years'  purchase  if  he  did  so.  He  only  had 
to  pay  £64  a  year  interest  and  instalments, 
a  betterment  in  his  favour  of  £36  a  year. 
He  did  not  complain  that  noble  Lords 
opposite  were  not  right  in  passing  such  a 
clause,  but  he  would  ask  why,  if  their 
action  was  right,  the  action  of  the 
present  Government  was  wrong  ?  The 
uoblc  Lord'  who  moved  the  rejection 
of  tlie  Bill  said  it  would  operate  in 
a  direction  contrarv  to  the  maintenance 
of  peace  and  security  ;  but  Mr.  Carson 
bad  told  them  in  another  place  that  the 
existence  of  these  evicted  tenants  consti- 
tuted a  question  having  grave  reference 
to  the  peace  of  Ireland.  Which  view 
were  they  to  take  ?  He  preferred  Mr. 
Carson's.  Now  he  came  to  a  much 
ridden  "  cheval  de  bataille."  The  13th 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1891  re*instated  the 
evicted  tenants  as  purchasers  of  their 
former  holdings,  the  purchase  money  being 
a^lyanced  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
They  were  re-instated  with  the  consent 
of  the  landlord. 

•LordRIBBLESDALE  said,  that  was 
80.  What  was  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  of 
1891  ?  It  was  a  Bill  of  very  large  scope  ; 
33  millions  sterling  was  the  siun  involved, 
and  it  was  apparently  advanced  at  the 
risk  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  with 
the.  British  taxpayer  behind  it.  But, 
as  A  matter  of  fact,  the  British  tax- 
payer, was  secured  by  a  local  guarantee 
in  Ireland.  Was  that  a  voluntary 
guarantee  ?  No  ;  that  guarantee  was  an 
absolutely  eompubory  one,  Uoder  that 
Act  ■  the,  IrisU  ratepayer  became  what 
the;  called  in  Yorkshire  the  bondsman 
of    the    purchasing     tenant,    -but  .  hia 


assent  to  the  transaction  was  not 
asked  ;  he  backed  a  Bill  he  had  never 
seen  the  face  of.  Noble  Lords  would 
remember  that  the  necessary  security 
was  provided  by  a  compulsory  hypothe- 
cation of  local  resources  and  of  Imperial 
contributions  to  Ireland  for  education, 
pauper  lunatics,  and  similar  purposes* 
And  in  addition  to  that  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  was  granted  power  to  levy  rates 
on  a  defaulting  district  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  ratepayers.  Thus  the  principle 
of  compulsion  was  found  underlying  the 
whole  Act  of  1891  as  it  affected  Land 
Purchase.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Balfour)  laid  great  stress  on  the  im- 
portance of  both  parties  to  a  bargain 
being  consulted,  but  in  this  case  the 
Local  Bodies  whose  moneys  were  hypothe- 
cated were  not  consulted  at  all.  He  held 
there  was  very  little  to  choose  in  principle 
between  compulsion  applied  to  laud 
purchase  in  this  way  and  compulsion 
applied  to  the  re-iustatemeut  of  the 
evicted  tenant.  "Compulsion"  was  no 
doubt  as  uncomfortable  a  word  to  the 
politician  as  the  noblo  Marquess  said 
"evolution"  was  comfortable  to  the 
man  of  science.  But  purely  there  was  a. 
little  exaggeration  in  the  view  taken  of 
compulsion  by  the  Opposition.  To  listen 
to  the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
one  would  imagine  that  the  Bill  was 
compulsion  all  round,  that  the  Arbitrators 
must  {arbitrate,  that  the  former  tenant 
must  petition,  that  the  new  tenant  must 
refuse  all  terms  of  adjustment,  and  that 
the  landlord  must  show  himself  obstinate 
and  stiff-necked  to  all  temptations  to 
compromise  of  any  sort.  The  question 
had  indeed  been  argued  as  if  the  word 
"  may  "  in  the  Act  had  in  every  case  been 
transformeil  into  "must"  or  "shall." 
He  might,. however,  point  out  that  this 
was  a  Bill,  as  it  affected  landlords,  which 
was  drafted  not  to  call  the  righteous  but 
sinners  to  repentance.  Under  it  he  did 
not  believe  that  any  landlord  who  had 
behaved  with  considerntion.  or  with 
meroy  tempered  with  justice  in  regard  to 
his  teqants,  as  many  had,  had  anything, 
to  fear,  nor  cQuld  bethink  that  any  thrtft>- 
less  or  insolvent  tenant  had  anything  to 
expect,  or  had  any  claim  to  indulgence 
under  the  Bill,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  w:ho 
spoke  witdbu  great  authority  oa  this  sirihr 
jeot^  had  declared  that  under  a  voluntarji 
measure  80  per  eent«  of  the  cases,  to  deili 
vfiA  .  which  thia  measure  bad  Mm 
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brought  iu,  w6uld  be  settled  out  of  Court 
by  tirratigeinetit.  What  was  to  prevent 
that  DOW  ?  He  tlid  not  think  the  laiid- 
lorJiS  would  be  so  w^rong- headed  and 
foolish,  as  he  understood  Irish  tenantgt 
had  been  in  turning  their  baeks  ou  the 
benefits  of  legislation  because  of  a  point 
of  honour.  On  the  contrary,  he  believed 
that  the  fact  of  the  Bill  being  compulsory 
would  encourage  volutitary  settlements  ; 
people  quickly  developed  an  aptitude 
for  avoiding  litigadou  and  delay,  and 
strenuous  and  sincere  opposition  to 
a  Bill  nsually  meant  self -adaptation 
to  an  Act,  But  admitting  that 
the  view  of  Mr.  Russell  was  correct, 
there  would,  tinder  a  voluntary  measure, 
remain  a  residue  of  cases  for  which  no 
provision  would  be  made*  What  was  to 
become  of  this  unlucky  residue,  and  might 
it  not  consist  of  the  very  people  whose 
cases  ought  to  be  met,  men  not  unwilling 
to  come  to  terms,  but  unable,  and  the 
fault  lying  at  the  landloi-d(»*  door  ?  The 
noble  Marquess  (Lord  Lausdowne),  who 
was  to  follow  him  iu  the  Debate,  always 
spoke  with  great  ability  and  moderation 
iu  that  House,  and  was  admittedly  a  high 
authority  on  Irish  land  questions.  He 
supported  the  compulsory  principle  of  the 
Arrears  Bill  of  1882.  Speaking  on  July 
27  in  that  year  he  pointed  out  that  the 
optional  clauses  as  to  arrears  of  the  Bill 
of  lbt*l  had  failed  because  they  were 
optional,  and  that  iu  the  then  sore  and 
irritated  state  of  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  Ireland  thcty  could  not 
but  fail,  and  then  he  went  ou  to  point 
out  that  the  compulsory  clauses  of  the 
Bill  of  1882  were  valuable  to  the  Irish 
landlord  because  they  w^ould  prevent  his 
attitude  towards  las  tenantry  from  being 
misrepresented  and  traduced.  Lord  Seb 
borne  in  the  same  Debate  held  very  much 
the  same  language*  He  fully  recog- 
nised troubles  aod  perplexities  which  the 
Irish  landlords  had  had  to  face,  and  the 
eatcellent  spirit  with  which,  as  a  btxly, 
they  had  dealt  with  them.  Of  course, 
harsh,  unreasonable,  and  stupid  land- 
lords were  found  in  all  countries.  In 
Ireland,  as  iu  1844  Lord  Normanby 
poinieil  out,  with  a  monopoly  of 
the  means  of  existeuce  the  landlord 
had  a  power  which  did  not  exist  else- 
where— namely,  the  power  of  starvation » 
Declarations  of  that  kind,  however,  were 
no  longer  made,  such  things  6ould  no 
longer  be  asserted  with  any  justih^*  and 
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the  rapacious  landlords  were  in  a  miser- 
able minority.     But  still  there  must  he 

in  Ireland,  as  elsewhere,  a  few  harsh, 
unreasonable,  and  obstinate  landlords. 
He  did  not  think  anybody  would  dispute 
that,  and  Mr.  Chamberlaiu  even 
had  admitted  the  possibility  that  there 
might  be  cases  of  gross  injustice 
and  hardship,  nod  if  there  were  sucb 
among  the  20  per  cent*  of  ca&ee  which 
were  not  likely  to  he  voluntarily  arranged,, 
surely  that  w*as  sufficient  to  justify  tho 
inclusion  of  the  compulsory  principle  iu 
the  Bill.  Indeed,  it  seemed  to  him  tliat  tta 
omission  would  jeopardise  its  object  and 
operation.  He  did  not  wish  to  detain  the 
House  at  greater  length.  He  wouli 
point  out  that  land  was  life  in  Ireland^ 
aud  that  the  possession  of  it  meant  to 
the  peasantry  the  difference  between 
starvation  and  existence.  Landlords  had 
a  monopoly  of  the  only  article  of  con- 
sumptiou  which  the  Irish  peasant  de* 
peuded  upon  for  his  every-day  life. 
Their  Lordships  could  not  speak  about  a 
free  contnict  between  the  owner  of  land 
aud  the  man  who  wanted  land  in  Irelanil 
any  more  than  he  could  speak  about  free 
contract  between,  say,  the  Great  Western 
Railway  Company  and  a  passenger  when 
he  wished  to  travel.  But,  in  the  case  of 
the  railway,  Parliament  protected  the 
traveller  in  the  same  way  as  in  the  case 
of  gas  and  water  it  protected  the  coo- 
sumer,  and  thi:$  consideration  might  be 
advanced  as  a  plea  for  the  legislation  which 
Parlinment  recommended  to  be  adopte 
iu  Ireland  in  1881.  Whatever  cou 
their  Lordships  took,  the  attachment  of 
the  Iri^h  tenant  to  the  soil  would  remain 
undiminished  ;  they  could  not  evict  tk 
feeling,  aud  be  did  not  think  tbatiu  their 
consideration  of  queetions  affecting  the 
agrarian  future  of  Ireland  their  Lord* 
shipB  could  leave  those  gentimeutal  con- 
fiidei-ationg  entirely  aside.  The  Bill  hiMiIj 
Ikjcu  attacked  on  the  ground  that  it 
a  political  proposal.  He  was  aware  thai 
this  phrase  was  supposed  to  carry  a  shar 
sting  iu  its  tail  r  but  if  a  political  pro^" 
posal  meant  that  it  was  an  honest  attempt 
to  do  something  for  the  welfare  of  society, 
whether  in  Ireland  or  anywhere  else,  theu 
he  said  that  he  welcomed  a  political  pro- 
posal, and  as  such  he  supported  the 
Second  Heading  of  the  Bill  wtthooi 
hositatiou,  and  he  wished  that  he  oouhl 
persuade  their  Lordships  to  do  the 
same* 
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♦ThB  MARQLTESa  OF  LANS* 
DOWNE:  ThU  Bill  has  beeu  recom- 
qmeailed  to  the  House  bj  the  oobte  Lonla 
vrho  hftve  anpported  it  a^  a  measure  of 
healing,  as  the  reparation  of  a  great 
wrong,  and  as  likely  to  briug  back  peace 
•where  discord  at  present  prevails.  If  I 
Turere  inclined  to  use  a  captions  arguraent,  I 
would  say  that  we  have  heard  that  sort  of 
thing  before.  It  reraimls  me  of  the 
words  of  a  weH*known  character  in  one 
of  Sir  Walter  Scott*8  uorels — 

-**  These  truces  with  the  infidels  make  an  old 
man  of  me,  I  remember  three,  and  each  of 
them  was  to  last  for  50  years," 

We  can  remember  more  than  three  truces 
with  the  clients  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
«it  behind  me,  and  they  Avere  to  last,  not 
lor  50  years^,  liut  were  represented  as  a 
final  settlement,  I  do  not,  however, 
wish  to  press  that  argument.  I  rather 
agree  with  the  last  speaker  in  believiDg 
that  finality  in  the^e  matters  is  somewhat 
difEcult  of  attainment^  and  I  will  take  it 
«pon  myself  as  an  Irish  landlord  to  say 
that,  if  we  could  really  see  our  way  to 
facilitjite  a  reasonable  settlement  of  tins 
long-standing  difficulty,  I  and  others 
would  be  ready  to  assist  to  the  best  of 
our  ability  \  and,  in  making  that  attempt, 
we  would  certainly  not  be  too  pedantic  in 
regard  to  the  priuciples  on  which  we 
might  insist,  or  be  too  much  inclined  to 
scrutinize  jealously  the  terms  which 
tnight  be  embodied  in  any  ju'oposal  l)cfore 
the  House.  But  what  we  complain  of  is 
that  we  are  placed  in  the  position  of 
having  to  choose  l)et ween  the  rejection  of 
a  measure  which  is  proffered  to  ns  in  the 
•tnterests  of  humanity  and  the  acceptance 
of  proposals  which  we  sincerely  believe  to 
be,  both  in  principle  and  procedure,  some 
of  the  most  dangerous  which  has  ever  been 
6uhmitted  to  Parliament.  1  say  that, 
ftssuming  that  I  am  right  in  believing 
that  the  Bill  before  the  House  is  in  its 
oesence  a  compulsory  measure.  It  is 
to  that  principle  of   compulsion  our  main 

'••objection  applies.  I  make  no  doubt  your 
Lordships  did  not  fail  to  notice  the  fly 
thrown  over  to  us  by  the  noble  Earl  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  I 
understood  him,  in  the  course  of  Ids 
opening  speech,  to  say  that  although  he 
himself  believed  a  compulsory  Bill  was 

oeeeutial,  he  thought  much  good  might 
be  done  by  a  voluntary  measure ;  and 
then  he  added  that  it  was  open  to  the 
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although,  I  think,  the  noble  Earl  said  he 
deprecated  such  a  course. 

Earl    SPENCER:    I    said    that   a 
voluntary    settlement  might  do  a  great 
deal  towards  settling  this  question  on  one 
condition — namely,  were  we  assured  that 
both  parties  to    the   contest    would    try 
lovallv  to  carry  it  out. 
•The  Mari^uess  of  LANSDOVVNE  : 
If  that  otFer  was   intended   by  the  noble 
Earl  as  a  holding  out  of  the  olive  branch 
I  must   say  that   1  never  saw   an   olive 
branch  held  out  in  such  a  timid  or  half- 
hearted  manner.     I    do    not  profess  to 
have  a  knowledge  of  draftsmanship,  but 
it  seems  to  me,  after  reading  the  Bill,  that 
it  won  hi  lie  altogether  l>eyond  the  power 
of  your    Lordships  to  convert  it,  at  this 
stage,  from  a  compulsory  into  a  volun- 
tary measure.     The   Bill  is    structurally 
a  compulsory  Bill  from  beginning  to  end* 
There  was,  1  remember,  a  popular  caric 
turc  in  which  three  British  tourists  wen 
depictoil   inspecting  Wallenstein's    horse, 
which  had  t^een  stutfed  for  exhibition  to 
the  public.     The   show-woman  says  to 
theiti,  **  The    head    and    neck   and   legs 
and    part   of    the  body   have    been    re- 
stored, but  all  tlio  rest  is  the  real  horse." 
That  is  the  kind  of  remodelling  this  Bill 
wM3uld  have  to  undergo  if  we  are  to  rise 
to  the  noble  EarFs  tiy,  and  to  endeavour 
to  transmogrify  it  in  Committee.  Speak- 
ing entirely  for  myself,  I  say  that  I   am 
ready  to  accept  the    noble   EarPa  chal- 
lenge, and  I    will  suggest  to  the  noble 
Earl  that,  if  he  is  really  in  earnest  in  his 
proposal,  let  him  bring  forward  in  black 
and  white  the  Amendments  which   he  is 
ready    to    propose    or    to    accept    from 
others.      We     shall    then    see    if    any- 
thing   can    be     made    of    them.       But 
for     your     Lordships      to      take     upon 
yourselves  the  task  of  remodelling  this 
Hi  11   seems  to    me  to   be   an    altogether 
dangerous  and   improper    proceeding  on 
your  part.     In  making  that   proposal  it 
seems  to  me  that   the  noble  Eiirl  was  en- 
deavouring to   lure  your  Lordships  iiway 
from  the  sound  ground  on  which  you  are 
now  standing  to  much  more  treacherous 
ground  on  which  the  real   issues  of  the 
conflict  would  probably  he  entirely  lost 
sight  of.     Before  leaving  the  question  of 
compulsion  I  must  notice  what  has  been 
said  by  the  last  speaker  with  reference  to 
the  discussion  on  the  Arrears  Act.     The 
noble    Lord    reminded  me  that   in    that 
Debate  I  not  only  accepted  the  principle 
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of  compulsion,  but  expreBsed  mjaelf 
favourable  towards  it.  I  ask  tlie  noble 
Lord  not  to  imagine  that  I  am  opposed 
to  compulsion  in  everj  case.  There  are 
certain  cases  in  which  compulsion  may 
clearly  be  indispensable.  In  the  case 
of  the  Arrears  Act  we  had  to 
deal  with  a  large  number  of  poor 
tenants  in  Ireland  in  extremely  embar- 
rassed circumstances,  to  whom  it  was 
necessary  that  some  relief  should  be  given 
if  they  were  not  to  lose  their  holdings. 
Does  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  contend  for 
one  moment  that  to  offer  relief  to  those 
tenants  to  save  them  from  eviction  was 
the  same  thing  as  to  use  compulsion  for 
the  purpose  of  imposing  on  u  landlord, 
and  of  compelling  him  to  take  back  on 
his  land  a  body  of  tenants  who  have 
joined  in  a  conspiracy  which  has  been 
denounced  as  immoral  by  the  Church 
and  stigmatised  as  illegal  by  the  highest 
legal  authority  ?  The  case  is  entirely 
different.  The  House  has,  it  seems  to 
me,  to  consider,  first,  what  are  the 
dimensions  of  the  emergency  with  which 
we  have  to  deal ;  and,  secondly,  whe- 
ther the  proposals  of  the  Government 
are  really  effectual  to  deal  successfully 
with  that  emergency.  Attention  has 
already  been  called  by  more  than  one 
speaker  to  the  apparent  discrepancies 
between  the  number  of  tenants  to 
whom  it  is  expected  that  this  Bill 
will  give  relief.  The  total  number  of 
tenants  to  whom  the  Bill  applies  is  un- 
questionably very  large  indeed.  There 
is  no  doubt  about  that«  because  the  Go- 
vernment have  found  themselves  com- 
pelled to  re-christen  their  Bill,  and  its 
present  scope  is  much  wider  tliun  anyone 
originally  supposed.  I  will,  however, 
take  the  number  of  tenants  at  4,00C,  the 
number  given  by  the  Representatives  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  that  number 
represents  only  1  per  cent,  of  the  400,000 
who  are  to  be  found  in  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  It  represents,  too,  the  evictions 
of  15  years,  during  which  agriculture  in 
Ireland  has  undergone  the  severest  trials 
to  which  probably  it  has  ever  been  sub- 
jected. Some  of  the  evicted  men  are 
no  doubt  worthy  of  compassion,  but  I  ven- 
ture to  assert  that  the  dimensions  of  the 
emergency  have  been  tremendously  ex- 
aggerated. The  Bill  is  really  designed, 
not  for  the  relief  of  the  larger  body  of 
evicted  tenants,  but  for  the  relief  of  the 
smaller  number  who  are  connected  with 
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the  Plan  of  Campaign  eiCatea.^  iThe 
number  of  theadWas  Btatfld  by  •k^ 
Mathew  Commissioo  to  be  between  800 
and  900.  The  noble  Lord  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill  repudiated  the  idea 
that  the  measure  was  intended  for  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  tenants.  Butoanhetay 
that  but  for  those  tenants  this  BiU  wottld 
ever  have  seen  the  light  ?  Many  de- 
ductions must,  however,  be  made  from  the 
tofcil  in  order  to  find  the  actual  number 
of  tenants  who  would  be  relieved  hj  the 
Bill,  and  who  could  not  be  relieved  by 
other  means.  There  are,  in  the  first 
place,  those  whom  the  tribunal  wonld 
set  aside  as  ineligible ;  men  whoee 
conduct  and  anteceilents  would  not 
entitle  them  to  relief.  Then  ^  we 
must  deduct  those  whose  holdings 
have  passed  into  the  hands  of  bontiftde 
new  tenants,  whom  the  Bill  gives  no 
power  to  dispossess  ;  and,  finally,  there 
are  those  who  would  obtain  relief  by  pri- 
vate settlement.  That  last  class  has  alone 
been  estimated  at  80  per  cent,  of  the 
whole  ;  and  therefore,  after  these  dednc- 
tions  have  been  made,  the  total  is  made 
so  infinitesimally  small  as  to  be  altogether 
out  of  proportion  to  the  magnitude  and 
gravity  of  the  proposals  in  the  Bill.  The 
difficulty  is,  in  fact,  political  rather 
than  administrative.  It  is  felt,  not  on 
the  Irish  laud,  but  in  the  Lobbies  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  this  Bill  has 
been  produceil,  and  is  the  price  we  are 
asked  to  pay  in  order  to  extricate  the 
Government  from  its  difficulty.  It 
seems  to  me  that  of  all  the  objection- 
able features  of  the  Bill  none  is  more 
objectionable  than  the  proposal  that 
Parliament  shall  shirk  and  transfer 
to  an  irresponsible  tribunal  a  duty 
which  properly  belongs  to  itself.  I  am 
all  for  lightening  the  work  of  Parlia- 
ment where  it  can  be  done  by  means 
of  Commissions  and  Committees,  but  it 
is  a  very  serious  thing  indeed  to  hand 
over  to  a  tribunal  of  this  kind  the  deci- 
sion of  great  issues,  affecting  the  public 
morality  and  the  safety  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  without  a  single  word  of 
guidance  as  to  how  the  powers  conferred 
are  to  be  exercised.  Look  at  the  ex- 
traordinary vagueness  of  the  language 
by  which  the  Arbitrators  ai-e  directed  lo 
act,  in  deciding  whether  there  is  a  primSt 
facie  case  for  reinstatement.  They  are 
to  consider  the  circumstance  of  the  dis- 
trict, and  the  circumstances  under  whidh 
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the  determiDation  of  the  teuancj  took 
place.  There  is  not  a  word  to  show 
whether  those  circumstances  are  to  be 
agricultural,  climatic,  or  political.  And, 
as  if  that  wei*e  not  sufficiently  vague, 
the  Court  is  to  consider — 

•*  If  there  is  not  some  other  cause  appearing 
to  them  sufficient  to  justify  the  reinstatement 
of  the  tenant." 

I  honestly  believe  that  there  never  has 
been  a  case  of  reference  to  a  tribunal  in 
language  so  dangerously  vague.     Again, 
supposing  the  Arbitrators   came  to  the 
conclusion  that  a  prima  facie  case  had 
been  made  out,  the  parties  are  to  beallowed 
to  appear  and  to  sbow  that  there  has  been 
unreasonableness  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
What  does  the  inquiry  into  the  "reason- 
ableness "  of  the  parties  mean  ?  It  means 
that  tlie  whole  of  the  history  of  these  in- 
tricate cases  is  to  be  ripped  up  by.  the 
tribunal,  the  antecedents   of  both  land- 
lord    and    tenant   are    to    be    inquired 
into,     the   management    of    the    estate 
is    to    be    scrutinised,   and    the    whole 
of    the    negotiations    between    landlord 
and  tenant  to  be  investigated.    If  it  does 
not  do  all  this,  the  tribunal  will  scamp 
its  work  and  perform  it  in  an  unsatisfac- 
tory and  perfunctory  manner.     And  then, 
when   the   facts  have  been  ascertained, 
what    is    the    criterion    of    reasonable- 
ness   to    be  ?       Different    people    will 
clearly  take    entirely    different    views ; 
and  the  test  applied  by  the  tribunal  will  bo 
a  purely  political  test  wholly  without  re- 
gard to  the  intrinsic  merits  of  the  case. 
One  most  important  hint  was  given  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  when  he  announced 
that   in  all  probability  the  cases  would 
be     dealt    with    in    groups  ;     and     we 
must    also    note    that     indiscreet    sup- 
porters   of    the    Government    have    in- 
timated   that    those   tenants   who   havo 
beeu    able  to  pay  their  rents  but  who 
had  refused  are,  on  the  whole,  objects 
of    admiration.      If    that  is  true,  what 
will  be  the  result  ?     It  follows  that  the 
tribunal  will  not  go  fully  into  the  cases. 
They  will    be  dealt  with  in   wholesale 
fashion.     The  dupes  and  the  knaves,  the 
solvent  and  the  insolvent,  the  thrifty  and 
the  ne'er-do-weels,  will  all  have  the  same 
nudiscriminating  treatment  meted  out  to 
them.     But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  proper 
discrimination  is  exercised,   then   many 
of  the  applicants  must  be  disappointed, 
and  80  that  which  is  intended  as  a  settle- 
ment will  only  bring  vexation  and  dis- 


appointment.    If  the  tribunal   does   its 
dnty    the.  insolvent    and    broken-down 
tenants  must  be  excluded.     Noble  Lords 
sometimes  speak  as  if  bad  and  improvi- 
dent farmers  are  never  to  be  found  in  Ire- 
land,  but   only   in   other  parts   of    the 
United  Kingdom  ;   but  that  is   not  the 
case,  and  I  think  I  am  warranted  in  say- 
ing   that  that  class  is  likely  to  form  a 
large  proportion  of  the  tenants  who  have 
refused  to  pay  their  rents.     The  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  had  an  irresistible  attrac- 
tion for  that  class  of  tenant.      It  gave 
them  an  opportunity  of  extricating  them- 
selves and  refusing  to  fulfil  their   obli- 
gations.    Persons  of  this  sort  will,  there- 
fore, be  numerously  represented  among 
the  applicants.     Under  the  Bill  they  are 
to  get  £50  for  the  repair  of  buildings  ; 
but    there     is    no     grant   for    restock- 
ing  the    land,     though    such     a    grant 
to  be  secured  by  the  rates  was  recom- 
mended   by  the    Mathew    Commission. 
That  proposal,  however,  was  one  which  the 
Government  had  no  taste  for.     The  con- 
sequence  will   be   that   we  shall  under 
the  Bill   have    an   ill-starred    union   of 
broken-down  tenants  and  derelict  farms. 
The   condition  of  these   is   forcibly  de- 
scribed  in   the   Report   of  the  Mathew 
Commission.     The  present  condition  of 
the  farms,  that  Report  states,  is  deplor- 
able.  The  land  has  gone  to  waste,  fields 
which,  when  cultivated,  were  thoroughly 
productive  are  now  covered   with  furze 
and  weeds,  while  tracts  reclaimed  by  the 
industrious  tenant  from  bog  or  mountain 
are  returning  to  their  original  condition. 
That  is  the  kind  of  holding  to  which 
these  men  will  be  restored  if  this  tribunal 
comes  into  existence,  and  is  lax  in  its 
interpretation  of  its  duties.     But  if  the 
tribunal  is  strict  and  conscientious,  these 
men  will  get  no  relief,  and  the  sore  will 
remain  unhealed.     I  see  no  escape  from 
the    dilemma.     Then   there   is   another 
class   which    will    be    left    out   in   the 
cold,     those      who      have      seen     their 
farms   occupied    by,    some    bought    by, 
bond, fide  new  tenants — commonly  called 
"planters."  These  men,  I  venture  to  say, 
deserve  all  the  countenance  and  protection 
which  Parliament  can  give  them.     They 
are  men    who   have    shown    that   they 
possess    that    quality    of    self  -  reliance 
which  is  too  often   absent  in  the  Irish 
peasant,  and  it  is  altogether  an  exaggera- 
tion    to    describe     them    as    they    are 
frequently  described,  as  merely  men  of 
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straw.     I  have  some  personal  knowledge 
of  these  cases,  of  which  a  cousiderable 
Dumber  is  to  be  found  ou  an  estate  which 
has  gained  a  certain  amount  of  notoriety 
in  connection  with  this  dispute,  and  I  am 
able   to   toll   your   Lordships    that    the 
planter  tenants  on    that  estate  are   far 
from  being  mere  men  of  straw.     They  are 
men  who  are  firmly  established  upon  their 
holdings,  who  are  thriving  upon  them, 
who  have  paid  their  rents — rents  about 
equal  to  those  which  their  predecessors 
refused   to  pay — and  met  their  obliga- 
tions   with    punctuality,    and    who    are 
by   no   means   men   who  are   likely   to 
readily  abandon  the  farms  which  they  now 
possess.      The  strongest  proof  of  their 
honajides  is,  I  think,  to  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  most  of  them  have  purchased 
their  farms,  for  before  they  were  allowed 
to  do  that  their  cases  were  inquired  into 
\>y  the  Land   Commission,  who  satisfied 
themselves  that  each  ai)plicant  was  a  fit 
subject    to    purchase,  and  that  he  had 
punctually  paid  his  rates  and  taxes  before 
he  was  admitted  to  purchase.     Now,  my 
Lords,  what  I   wish  to  impress  on  this 
House  is  that  in  the  case  of  the  tenants 
whose    farms    have    been    occupied   by 
planters  of  this  description  the  Bill  can 
give  no  relief  ;  their  holdiugs  are  gone, 
and  are  not  likely  to  bo  restored  to  them. 
If  the  planter  sits  fast,  the  former  tenant 
can  have    no  hope    of   being  reinstated. 
Then  there  will  arise  this  anomaly  :  You 
will   have  cases   where  a  comparatively 
deserving    former    tenant    finds    himself 
excluded  because  his  farm  is  occupied  by 
a  planter,  and  you  have  other  cases  in 
which  a  comparatively  undeserving  man 
will    be  reinstated    because  the   farm   is 
still  in  his  landlord's  hands.     That  is  an 
argumeni  which  weighs  very  much  with 
me,  because  the  tenants  on  the  estate  to 
which    I   referred   just  now  are  men   to 
whom  I    confess    I    should    be  glad  to 
see  relief  given  were  it  still  possible  to 
give  it.  They  are  men,  the  main  body  of 
whom,  at  all  events,  certainly  deserve  to 
be  classed  amongst  those  who  were  duped 
and  intimidated  into  the  folly  which  has 
led  them  to  lose  their  holdings.    It  would 
not  be  proper  that  I  should  detain  the 
House  with  a  personal  matter  of  this  kind, 
but  I  cannot  help  doing  so,  in  order  to 
make  good  what  I  have  said.     I  should 
like    to   read    a    short    and    significant 

extract   from    the   evidence    before   the^  pensation   than   the  futile,  unnecessary, 
Mathew  Commission.     One  of  the  local  v^nd  abortive  attempt  at  discrimination 
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leaders  of  these  tenants  was  the  carate  of 
Luggacurreu,  who  was  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses examined,  and  this  geutieman  was 
asked — 

^'When  did  yoa  become  curate  of  Lugga- 
curren  ? "  and  he  replied  "  I  became  curate  in 
1886." 

"  Had  you  been  in  the  neighbourhood  before 
that ;  haci  you  been  stationed  in  the  parish  f  " 
'*No,  sir." 

"  Were  you  present  at  the  meeting  at  whidi 
the  tenants  adopted  the  PUn  of  Campaign?** 
"  No,  sir." 

"  Did  you  take  any  steps  to  inform  yourself  as 
to  the  rents  ? "    "  I  did  not,  sir." 

And  yet  it  was  under  the  guidance  aod 
leadership  such  as  this  that  these  unfor- 
tunate men  entered  into  a  foolipb  and 
unequal  contest.  I  confess  I  should 
have  been  very  glad  if  it  had  beeu 
possible  to  open  a  door  through  which 
thqy  might  find  relief  ;  and  in  order  to 
show  that  this  is  not  an  idle  profession 
on  my  part,  I  might  mention  that 
in  1891  nine  of  these  tenants  were  actually 
reinstated  on  payment  of  two  years'  rent, 
which  is  somewhere  about  the  amount 
required  in  the  Bill  before  you.  But  it  is 
now  too  late  for  the  rest  to  expect 
reinstatement,  and  in  their  cases,  at 
all  events,  the  Bill  will  not  afford 
the  relief  which  is  expected  from  it. 
Now,  we  have  been  warned  that  the  failure 
of  the  Bill  in  this  respect  will  prevent  its 
being  accepted  by  the  tenants  of  Ireland. 
I  do  not  know  whether  your  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  statement  made 
recently  in  the  other  House  by  Mr.  J. 
Redmond,  in  which  he  said  that  if  the  Bill 
applied  to  all  classes  of  tenants,  that 
fact  would  go  a  long  way  to  assist  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  preserving  peace  in 
Ireland  ;  but  that  if  the  Bill  passed  in  a 
defective  condition  as  to  exclude  the  cases 
in  which  the  former  tenants  had  been 
replaced  by  planters,  which  cases,  he 
said,  "  lay  at  the  very  centre  of  the 
trouble,"  then  he  thought  the  prospects 
of  preserving  peace  would  be  much  more 
grave  than  they  would  have  been  even 
if  we  were  to  go  the  length  of  evicting  the 
new  tenants.  I  believe  that,  if  in  your 
Lordships'  opinion  anything  like  a 
general  reinstatement  of  the  evicted 
tenants  is  a  condition  precedent  to  the 
restoration  of  peace,  it  would  be  better 
to  have  a  wholesale  and  indiscriminate 
reinstatement  upon  liberal  terms  of  com- 
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coDtaioed  iu  the  Bill  as  it  now  staadii. 
Biit^my  Lords^  the  anomfttiea  and  the  iu- 
jiigtice  which  will  be  done  ta  individaab 
are  wotliing  compared  to  tho  disnstrous 
effects  which  this  Bill  will  produce  on 
Irish  society  generally.  It  wiM  produce  a 
ehoek  to  public  confidence  iu  the  autho* 
ri ty  of  law  such  as  has  never  been 
paralleled.  Who  iu  Ireland  will  ever  trust 
-our  word  again  if  we  do  this  thing  ? 
The  landlords  have  seen  one  iuroad  after 
another  mude  on  their  property.  They 
have  seen  the  confi.^eation  of  rights  whidi 
the  law  had  recognised — ^cun tracts  brokeu^ 
and  judicial  rents  which  they  had  l)elieYed 
to  be  sacred  modified  at  the  first  provoca- 
tion ;  and  now  in  this  case,  after  they  have 
been  driven  l)y  a  conspiracy  of  the  most 
dangerous  kind  into  Vfist  expense,  after 
they  have  beeu  harass sed  by  prolonged 
litigation,  aftxjr  they  have  beeu  subject  to 
abuse  and  obloquy  of  every  kind,  when  at 
last  they  have  reconquered  their  own  and 
aaaerted  the  rights  vvhicL  the  law  still  left 
to  them,  they  Hud  themselves  liable  to 
be  ousted  at  the  bidding  of  the  Irish 
allieis  of  Her  Maje^sty*^  Goveromont. 
How  often  duriug  the  Debates  ou  the 
Land  Bill  of  1881  were  we  told  that,  if 
our  rights  were  curtailed,  we  should  at 
lea«t  be  left  secure  in  the  enjoyment  of 
those  which  the  law  s^till  left  us  ?  Are 
we  not  excusable  if  we  ask  whether  there 


is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  any 
point  at  which  Irish  huidlortls  may,  with 
a  clear  cou science,  and  with  the  certainty 
that  they  will  not  be  thrown  over,  euforce 
tho  righth  which  the  law  of  their  country 
coufers  upon  them  ?  Then  consider  the 
effect  of  this  legislation  upon  the  honest 
tenants  who  have  piiuetnally  met  their 
obligations.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty knows  Ireland  well  enough  to  be 
aware  at  what  risk  these  people  isolated 
themselves  from  their  neighbours  aud 
met  their  obligations  when  they  were 
ordered  not  to  do  so.  He  knows  the 
risk  they  ran  to  their  own  lives  and 
to  the  safety  of  their  fandlies.  What 
will  be  the  feeling  of  these  men  when, 
after  having  had  the  courage  of  their 
opinion s,  they  see  their  less  honest  neigh 
boara  reinstated — restored  in  triumph  to 
their  holdiugs,  with  Hags  flying  and  drums 
beating,  and  a  grant  from  the  Irish 
Church  surplus  to  enable  them  to  rebuild 
their  homes  ?  Will  not  they  ask  them- 
selves, *^If  ever  the  hour  of  trial  comee 
again,  will  it  be  worth  while  to  stand  aside ; 


will  it  not  be  better  for  us  to  throw  in 
our  lot  with  the  re^t  .^  Another  result 
will  follow.  If  this  Bill  passes,  who 
will  ever  in  Ireland  dare  to  take  an 
acre  of  evicted  laud  again  ?  This  ia 
a  very  important  matter,  because,  as 
has  been  said  here  aud  elsewhere,  eviction 
is,  after  all,  in  Ireland  and  elsewhere,  the 
nhima  ratio,  I  find  that  the  other  day  the 
Leader  of  this  House  indulged  iu  a  little 
eviction  of  his  owu,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
he  was  perfectly  justified  iu  his  action. 
Evictions  must  take  place,  if  the  f»ay- 
ment  of  rent  is  not  to  become  optional  on 
the  teuaut*s  part.  But  what  this  legis- 
lation means  is  that  in  future  if  a  laud- 
lord  gets  rid  of  his  tenant  he  will  have 
to  hohl  the  land  himself,  and  that 
nobody  else  will  be  so  foolish  as  to  rent 
it.  Consider,  again,  what  the  effect  of 
such  legislation  will  be  on  the  dis- 
honest section  of  the  community  :  will 
they  not  understand  that  no  conspiracy 
is  so  dark  that  it  may  t)ot  be  taken  jwirt 
in  with  impunity  ?  Will  they  not 
realise  that  no  conduct  is  so  extravagant 
but  that  Parliament  will  step  in  and  con- 
done it ;  that  no  game  is  so  dangerous  that 
you  caunot  play  it  with  safety  if  you 
'  ouly  play  it  long  cuough  ?  These  people 
will  be  taught  that  it  ia  safe  for  them  to 
phmge  deeper  aud  deeper  into  the  morass 
of  a^iitation,  because  in  the  end  they  may 
l>e  sure  that  Parh'amont  will  come  to 
the  rescue  and  extricate  them  ?  The 
proverb  used  to  run  that  if  you 
make  your  bed  you  must  lie  on  it. 
These  people  will  be  taught  that, 
however  they  may  make  their  beds, 
somebody  else  will  have  to  lie  ou  It — the 
landlord,  or  their  neighliours,  or  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country.  There  is  another 
incidental  result  of  the  Bill  of  which  I 
would  like  to  say  a  word.  What  will  be 
the  effect  of  it  on  the  prospect  of  land  pur- 
chase in  Ireland  ?  I  have  always  been 
a  firm  believer  in  purchase  as  the  solu- 
tion of  the  Irish  laud  dirticulty.  I  re- 
member that,  iuiinediutely  on  the  Report 
of  tho  Bessborough  Commission,  I 
expressetl  pnbli<dy  my  belief  that 
If  dual  ownership  of  the  kind  suggested 
were  to  be  adopted  only  one  solution  was 
possible — namely,  by  means  of  purchase, 
which  would,  in  effect,  place  the  tenant 
iu  the  position  of  being  sole  owner  of  the 
land.  I  think  we  ought  to  watch  the 
(juestion  of  purchase  carefully,  because, 
after   alb  it    is  the  one  solitary  success 
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which  we  have  achieved  amidst  a  whole 
wilderness  of  failures.  Upon  the  millions 
advanced  to  the  tenants  there  is  hardly  a 
shilling  of  bad  debt.  That  is  because 
the  purchasers  have  been  selected  in  the 
most  careful  manner ;  there  has,  in  the 
first  place,  been  a  process  of  natural  selec- 
tion, because  the  operation  has  been  con- 
fined to  those  who  have  been  thriftj  and 
self-reliant,  and  who  were  not  afraid  to 
place  themselves  in  the  position  of 
tenants  to  the  State,  instead  of  to  private 
individuals.  A  further  process  of  selec- 
tion has  taken  place  through  the  agency 
of  the  Land  Commissioners,  who  have 
rejected  all  but  those  who  were  thoroughly 
fitted  to  own  their  farms.  You  have  there- 
fore among  these  tenants  got  a  sort  of 
corps  (Telite  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland. 
But  under  this  Bill  you  are  goingtoassista 
body  of  men  which  will  probably  contain 
an  exceptionally  large  number  of  the  most 
thriftless,  turbulent,  and  unimproving 
class.  I  cannot  conceive  any  action  more 
likely  to  discredit  the  prospects  of  land 
purchase  in  Ireland  than  the  passage  of 
such  a  Bill  as  that  upon  the  Table.  I 
will  summarise  in  half-a-dozen  words  my 
objections  to  the  measure.  I  believe 
that  the  Government  has  from  the  first 
greatly  over-estimated  the  extent  of 
the  administrative  difficulty  with  which 
they  have  to  deal.  I  believe  no  Bill,  whe- 
ther voluntary  or  compulsory,  will  remove 
that  administrative  difficulty  entirely. 
There  must  be  in  either  case  a  certain  resi- 
duum of  tenants  to  whom  it  will  not  afford 
relief,  and  I  very  much  suspect  that  that 
residuum  would  not  be  any  larger  in  the 
case  of  a  voluntary  measure  than  it  would 
be  in  the  case  of  a  compulsory  measure, 
because,  while  a  compulsory  measure 
would  be  carried  out  reluctantly,  a  volun- 
tary measure  would  receive  every  facility 
from  the  landlords.  I  believe,  further, 
that  if  the  measure  were  perfect  and  the 
tribunal  which  was  to  carry  it  out  was 
the  incarnation  of  prudence,  such  in- 
terference would  be  full  of  danger  ;  but 
to  give  the  powers  contained  in  the  Bill 
to  such  a  tribunal  as  that  constituted 
under  it  seems  to  me  a  disastrous  abroga- 
tion of  the  proper  functions  of  Parlia- 
ment. If,  however.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  who  are  responsible,  are 
so  cowed  and  dismayed  by  the  ad- 
ministrative difficulty  that  they  feel 
themselves  unequal  to  carrying  on 
the  government  of  the  country  without 
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some  settlement  of  it,  then  I  mj  we 
would  gladly  have  accepted  a  volaBtary 
Bill,  and  should  have  done  onr  beet  to 
make  it  a  success.  It  has  been  said 
that  a  single  perverse  landlord  could 
make  a  voluntary  Bill  a  failoie,  bnt  I 
have  shown  that  under  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  a  single  obstinate  planter  tenant 
can  make  it  a  failure  ?  We  have  been 
threatened  with  the  consequences  that 
will  arise  if  the  Bill  is  rejected.  There 
is  a  point  at  which  these  predictions 
approach  perilously  near  to  suggestion, 
and  I  trust  that  that  consideration  will 
not  be  lost  sight  of.  But  if  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  should  have  the  effect  of 
leading  to  some  recrudescence  of  the 
wickedness  and  folly  of  the  last  few 
years,  I  believe  that  the  result  will  be 
less  disastrous  in  the  end  than  the  con- 
sequences of  such  a  surrender  to  the 
forces  of  disorder  as  that  which  is 
advocated  in  this  Bill.  Be  this  as  it 
may,  if  trouble  arises  the  blame  wUl  lie 
not  with  us  who  have  disappointed  these 
expectations,  bnt  with  yon  who  have 
raised  them.  Your  Lordships*  action 
will  no  doubt  be  misrepresented,  lis  it 
has  been  on  former  occasions,  but  we  mav 
find  some  consolation  in  the  reflection 
that  the  people  of  this  country  were 
beginning  to  understand  the  Irish  land 
question  better  than  they  did.  They  are 
beginning  to  realise,  amongst  other  things, 
that  the  Irish  tenant  farmer,  instead  of 
being  the  most  oppressed  and  down- 
trodden of  the  cultivatDrs  of  the  soil, 
enjoys  privileges  and  advantages  which 
are  not  shared  by  any  occupant  of  land 
in  any  part  of  the  globe.  If  he  neglects 
his  opportunities  and  declines  to  avail 
himself  of  these  privileges  and  advan- 
tages, either  from  weakness  or  contu- 
macy, or  from  the  guidance  of  bad  and 
disloyal  advisers,  then  to  say  that 
we  ought  to  apply  legislative  com- 
pulsion for  the  purpose  of  extricating 
him,  either  at  the  cost  of  the  creditor 
whom  he  has  defraudeil  or  the  neighbours 
whom  he  has  endeavoured  to  lead  astray,  or 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country,  whom  he  has 
already  involved  in  great  trouble  and  ex- 
pense, is  an  outrage  upon  common  sense 
and  a  fraud  upon  the  whole  communitv. 
♦The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY said,  that  like  no  doubt  a  large 
number  of  the  noble  Members  of  that 
House,  he  had  been  a  strong  believer  in 
the  old   adage  that   there   was  nothing 
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new  ulider  tb«  sua  ;  but;  for  the  last  fcnV 

hours  lie  hm\  been  speouli^ting  whether 

ithere  had   ever   been  such    h   complete 

itittuDce  of  absolute  iDeoDftisteocj  in  ehV 

llbrmer  probable  proposition  as  was  iti^ 

letaQced  by  the  DobleEarl  who  iutroduoej 

this   measure,      la    September    last    he 

introtluced    a    meaBUre    which    had    for 

litB  object  the  aeparation  of  Ireland  from 

[England — he  who  had  before   been  the 

trougotC    and  staonehest   of  'Unionists, 

l^lfow  they  saw  the  uoble  Earl  iutrodiicmg 

a   measure   for    no  other  object   than  tii 

I  benefit  a  body  of  political  agitators,  some 

of    whom    ho   hati    imprisoned    without 

rtrial.     The  noble  Earl  had  not  formulated 

.  eltigle  valid  argument  in  favour  of  the 

aeastire  before  them  ;  he  supposed  beeausc 

!  wn&  p08r.«ible.     He  could  show,  |>er- 

baps,  on  what  lines  the  argument  would 

Ibe  based  that  they  i^ympathi^ed  a  good 

leal  with  the  evicted  tenantt^^and  they  had 

|to  maintain  themselves  in  office.     They 

audt  conciliate  the  leaders  of  the  agita- 

lioD,  and  to  do  that  they  must  reinstate 

kthem    in    the   minds   of    their    unfortii^ 

ate  dupes.     It  was  nothing   more  nor 

than  that.    He  thought  if  that  argu- 

aent   had    been   put   forward   it   might 

ive  prevailed  somewhat,  but  the  argu- 

aent  which  was  put  forward  could  not 

prevail  at  alL     He  could  not  hut  think 

IJbat   in   introducing  the  Bill  the  noble 

irl  hud  not  realiseil  the  inagoitude  of 

le  measure  he  was  submit  ting  to  them. 

Id  the  first  place,  it  was  proposed  to  taike 

"*^50,0C)0  of  State  money,  to  which  au 

rish  fund  was  to  be  luided  kuovvn  by  the 

name  of  the  Paris  Fund,  to  found  what 

ras  neither  more  or  less  than  a  Political 

rand  to  benefit  tho.se  who  were  calletl 

|be    wounded   soldiers   of    the   Pkn   of 

urapaigD,  which  was  nothing  more  than 

^no  of  the  methods  of  agnirinu  outrage. 

That  the  noble  Earl  really  jiroposed  to  do 

p-aa  to  take  State  money  for  the  purpose 

separating  England  and  Ireland,     He 

maintained,  on  these  grounds  alone^  that 

their  Lordships  would  be  absohitely  incou- 

BLStent,  and  would  falsify  their  action  in 

lept^m her  last  in  rejecting  the  Home  Eule 

till   if  they  did  not  reject  this  measure. 

The  noble  Lords  opposite  knew  full  well 

hat   they   could   not    challenge   the  re- 

lotion  in  September   last ;  and   if  they 

i^ent  to  the  country  they  would  not  dare 

challenge  them  ou  this  measure.     For 

Hh  own  part^  he  objeeteil  to  the  Bill  for 

ay<  rea^^uB.     In   tlie   first    place,   he 
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objected  to  the  main  principle  which 
advocated  a  repudiation  of  debt  and  of 
legal  coutmct.  It  might  be  said  that 
this  n]easm*e  oidy  applied  to  Ireland, 
but  he  did  not  think  for  a  moment 
that  it«  infiuent-e  would  be  restricted 
tu  Ireland ;  and  if  they  paj?6t?d  a  measure 
repudiating  debt  in  Ireland,  he  believed 
that  at  no  distant  period  an  attempt  would 
be  made  to  apply  a  similar  principle  to 
England,  and  what  would  result  ? — the 
whole  of  the  great  tratie  interest  of  this 
country  would  be  atfecteih  They  knew 
their  great  commercial  interest  was  based 
upon  the  fact  that  contract  wat^  acknow* 
iedged,  and  they  did  not  repudiate  their 
de!-ts  ;i  but  the  Govurnmeut  were  now  in* 
auguniting  a  measure  which  had  for  its 
pnrpose  not  only  the  repudiation  of  debt, 
but  the  legalisariou  of  the  ropndiatiou  of 
debt,  and  the  reward  of  persons  who 
repudiated  their  debts  and  broke  their 
contracts.  More  than  that,  he  mniutainetl 
that  the  measure  propot<ed  by  the  noblo 
Earl  was  a  direct  attack  ou  the  foimda- 
tions  of  social  order*  The  law  was 
aivvays  allowed  to  be  among  all  classes 
stronger  than  any  individual  or  body 
of  individuals ;  it  was  recognised  as 
having  been  mado  for  the  whole  com- 
munity, and  that  it  was  no  less  the 
interest  than  the  duty  of  the  community 
to  obey  the  law  as  against  individuals. 
That  was  always  allowed  until  it 
broke  down.  This  was  a  measure  that 
proved  that  a  small  body  of  men  could 
break  the  law  with  impunity,  ami  it  also 
proved  that  not  only  might  law-breakers 
be  rewarded,  but  that  those  who  had 
olieyed  the  law  wouhl  suffer*  He  did 
not  think  it  would  be  denied  that  this 
measure  was  introduced  to  bone  lit  the 
victims  of  the  I*lan  of  Campaign,  Of 
that  there  could  bo  no  doubt  whatever, 
because  when  the  present  Governmefit 
were  in  power  from  1H80  to  1HH6  they 
proposed  no  such  Bill  for  the  reinstate* 
ment  of  evictetl  tenants.  He  would  ask 
them  why  they  did  not  bring  in  a  measure 
then  ?  >Vby  ?  Because  they  did  not 
see  the  n«3cessity  for  it ;  but  now  that 
pressure  had  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
them  they  brought  in  this  measure. 
The  tenantry  on  the  estates  on  which  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  fastened  were  not 
ill-used,  or  rack-rented,  or  over-rented  at 
all.  Lord  Clanricarde  had  often  be«D 
denounced  as  a  harsh  landlord  ;  but  his 
estate  w»s  really  very  hjw-renjted^  at  was 
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proved  by  the  fuet  thjit  very  few  tenant  a 
took  advnutnge  of  the  fair-reot  clauses 
of  the  Luuii  Act,  The  Luggacurreii 
estate  was  aii other  property  that  was 
certainly  not  over-rented,  and  oue  of  the 
evicted  tenants  there  admitted  he  could 
pftv  hie  rent.  It  was  a  fight  of  iotelligence 
against  intelligence  he  said,  and  the  same 
atateraent  applied  with  equal  truth  to  the 
^mith- Barry,  the  Mjiasereene,  and  the 
Ponsouhy  estates.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was,  in  fact^  established  on  the^e 
properties  not  because  the  tenants  were 
hardly  used,  but  as  **a  political  engine/* 
to  quote  the  words  of  a  NationaliBt  Mem- 
ber. Flaviog  failed  to  benefit  the  un- 
fortunate dupes  who  embraced  the  Plau 
of  Campaign,  the  leaders  of  the  Nation- 
alist Party  now  sought  to  reinstate  them, 
with  the  help  of  the  Government,  in 
order  that  they  might  not  he  discouraged 
from  taking  part  in  future  land  agitations. 
The  money  collected  under  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  hanked  in  the  name  of  the 
leaders  of  the  agitation,  who  had  no  right 
whatever  to  It,  The  miscellaneous  expendi- 
ture incurred,  including  travelling  ex- 
pense?*,  amounted,,  according  to  Mr.  Dillon, 
to  £17,035,  and  this  sum  had  never  been 
properly  occonnted  for.  He  should  be 
the  last  to  make  a  charge  against  any 
man :  but  be  maintained  that  if  any  public 
business  man  was  asked  whether  £17,000 
was  not  a  large  sum  to  be  accountetl  for, 
he  would  say  it  was.  Unless  Mr.  Dillon 
and  the  trustees  of  the  Plan  of  Campnigu 
could  say  how  it  bad  ^ieen  spent,  he 
maintJiined  that  the  tenants  who  were 
the  dui>es  of  these  men  had  a  perfect 
right  to  put  any  construction  they  chose 
on  the  manner  in  wbich  that  money  ba<l 
been  expended.  Though  the  enforcement 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  been  most 
vigorously  and  steadily  carried  out  by  Mr. 
Dillon  aud  the  rest  of  the  Nationalist 
Party,  he  was  glad  to  think  that  ii  gi-eat 
numl)or  of  honest  tenuuts  on  the  Plan  of 
Camjjaign  estates  had  insisted  on  paying 
their  just  debts  iiiid  paying  what  was  due 
to  their  landlords  under  great  and  serious 
difficulties.  He  found,  on  turning  to  the 
Parnell  Commission,  a  statement  to  show 
that.  He  confessed  that  be  beard  with 
sorrow  the  noble  Earl  (Spencer)  sneer 
at  the  Irish  landlords.  The  noble  Earl 
should  have  remembered  that  the  Irish 
Jandlords  were  his  truest  friends  at  a  time 
^ben  he  was  discharging  arduous  duties 
in  Ireland,      When  he  heard  the  noble 
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Earl  sneering  at  Irish  landlords  beofttue 
of  the  absolute  necessity  they  had  bean 
under  to  evict,  he  could  Dot  refrain  from 
calling  the  noble  Earrs  attention  to  a 
newspaper  ex^tract  which  stated  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  evicted  tenants  at 
Wimbledon, 

Earl  SPENCER  :  The  noble  Mar- 
quess is  giving  me  aome  news  I  am  not 
aware  of. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY :  Will  the  noble  Earl  contradict 
the  remark  ? 

•Earl  SPENCER  :  1  never  heard  of 
any  eviction  there ;  I  have  hardly  any 
tenants  at  all  at  Wimbledon. 

•The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY said,  he  would  not  then  refer 
to  the  paper.  He  was  aware  that  no  better 
landlord  than  the  noble  Earl  existed  in 
England^  but  be  a^ked  that  the  nobli! 
Earl  and  his  collengues  should  give  the 
same  credit  to  Irish  landlords  ai^  they  did 
to  the  Prime  Minister.  The  noble  Karl 
stated  that  he  disapproved  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  which  had  been  forced  on  the 
unfortunate  tenants  by  terrorism.  But 
the  noble  Earl  did  not  denounce  that 
organisation,  though  he  must  have  beeti 
aware  of  the  harm  it  caused  ;  and  othdf 
raeml>er8  of  his  Party  had  gone  so  far  as 
to  put  forward  extenuating  circumstauoes 
in  its  favour.  Mr^  Pamelas  Bill  would 
have  embraced  only  a  tithe  of  tbe 
tenants  who  were  forced  into  the 
embrace  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign* 
Mr.  Parneirs  Bill  dealt  only  with  lease* 
holders  and  judicial  tenants  whose  renta 
had  been  fixed  t)efore  September,  1884. 
A  few  statistics  wonld  show  tbe  small 
extent  to  which  that  Bill,  if  carried, 
would  have  affected  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign estates.  On  those  estates  there 
were  1,800  tenants,  of  whom  150  were 
judicial  and  loO  leaseholders.  There- 
fore, Mr.  Parneirs  Bill  did  not  apply  to 
1,500  out  of  the  1,8CK)  tenants  ou  the 
Plan  of  Campaig'n  estates.  Ou  the 
Luggucurren  estate  there  were  31  teuauta 
evicted,  of  whom  hardly  one  was  a 
judicial  tenant  or  a  leaseholder*  On  the 
Coolgreany  estate  there  were  114  tenanta 
— 1 5  judicial  tenants  and  22  leaseholders  ; 
and  therefore  there  were  77  tenants  who 
w  ere  u  naffee  ted  by  M r,  Pam ell  *»  B  ill ,  On 
the  Massereene  estate  there  were  S27 
tenants — ^90  judicial  and  20  leaseholders^ 
leaving  217  tenants  who  were  unaffectod 
by  Mr.  Pameirs  Bill.     On   the  Vande- 
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Lir  estate  there  were  24  teoants 
dieted,  12  of  whom  were  no u -judicial^ 
[id  therefore  12  were  una tfec ted  Uy  Mr. 
^arueirs  BilJ,  He  eould  quote  many 
ther  itistanees  to  show  thut  Mr.  Par- 
neir^  Bill  would  have  embraced  onlj  a 
lit  be  of  the  tenants  who  were  forced 
Ito  the  Plao  of  Campaigo.  But  that 
not  all.  The  landlords  had  offered 
Btter  terms  to  tbe  Plan  of  Campaign 
'ieoanta  than  they  woukl  have  got  under 
Mr.  Parneir»  BilL  Under  that  Bill  the 
tenantfi  were  to  pay  50  per  ceut.  of  the 
_arreai"8,  and  reserve  the  remainder  until 
lie  rents  fixed  between  1881  atid  the 
list  December,  1884,  had  been  re  visaed. 
But  numbers  of  landlonla  of  Plan  of  Cam- 
%lgn  estates  had  oilered  to  take  half  a 
^r's  rent  in  fiettlement  of  all  arrears, 
Vhy  had  not  those  terms  been  accepted  ? 
Why  was  not  Clause  13  of  the  Act  of 
1891  taken  advantage  of?  Simply 
ause  the  promoters  of  the  Pltin  of 
Jampai^^n  were  determined  that  there 
should  be  no  settlement  between  land- 
^rd  and  tenant,  and  it  was  their  main 
jject  to  keep  the  evicted  farms  dere- 
ct,  if  possible*  Mr,  Dillon,  speaking  in 
ilway,  said — 

^**  We  organised  a  syBtera  of  keeping  erictKl 

unoocapift^l,   and   it   was    the    greatest 

lever  placed  in  the  Imiula  of  the  Irish 

Long  may  it  be  lietare  the  Irish  people 

etthatlcswn  T' 

ould  their  Lordshtps  "wonder  now  why 
ijtion  13  of  tlie  Act  of  1H91  had  not 
een  taken  advantage  of,  and  why  all 
the  efforts  of  the  landlords  who  had  done 
(rery  thing  in  then*  power  to  effect  scttle- 
Buts  had  come  to  nothing  ?  The  reasod 
^*fts  that  the  men  who  had  declared  that 
they  held  the  present  Government  iu  the 
allow  of  their  hand  were  determiued 
iiat  no  settlement  should  be  arrived  at ; 
ud  now  that  the  evicted  tenants  saw 
beir  fully,  this  measure  was  brought 
rard  simply  because  the  political 
fitators  wished  to  reinstate  themselves 
the  minds  of  their  unfortunate  dupes, 
lie  mo»t  important  part  of  the  measure 
that  referring  to  the  new  tenants. 
Phe  English  people  would  never  allow 
W  men  who  had  exercisetl  their  abso- 
Ite  right  to  occupy  vacant  farms,  and 
Hio  had  sunk  in  those  farms  their 
ipital  and  industry,  to  be  evicted.  It 
the  fashion  to  speak  of  these  tenants 
&s  bogus  tenants.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
had  so  referred  to  them  during  a  tour  he 


made  in  Ireland  in  aid  of  the  abettors  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  It  would  have 
been  better  if  the  right  bon.  Gentlemaa 
had  had  the  courage  to  repeat  that  state- 
ment in  the  House  of  Commons,  where 
he  coald  be  answered.  But  evidently 
Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  was  one  of  those 
gentlemen  who  thought  discretion  to  be 
the  better  part  of  valour,  for  the  Bill  went 
through  the  House  of  Commons  without 
a  word  from  him,  except  iu  the  form  of  a 
correction  to  another  speaker,  as  to  whe* 
ther  or  not  he  had  been  under  police 
protection  while  in  Ireland*  He  himself 
had  taken  cousiderable  trouble  to  find 
out  the  position  of  the  new  tenants.  He 
had  learned  from  Mr.  Lloyd,  the  agent 
of  the  Massereene  estate,  that  the  capital 
necessary  to  work  the  holdings  of  29  new 
tenants  on  that  estate  was  no  less  than 
£12,200 ;  while  the  probable  amount 
that  the  tenants  would  require  a» 
compensation  for  disturbance  wotild 
be  £23,300.  Therefore,  on  the  Masse- 
reene estate  alone  £35,000  out  of  the  sum 
allotted  in  the  Bill  would  be  required 
—that  was  out  of  the  £250,000  which 
the  noble  Earl  iu  introtlucing  the  BUI 
said  would  be  amply  sufficient  for  all  the 
requirements.  Mr.  Dillon  had  referred 
to  the  new  tenants  as  humbugs  and  ira* 
postora,  and  <leclared  that  £200  or  £300 
well  spent  would  get  rid  of  the  whole 
creWt  He  asked  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
iF  he  endorsed  that  statement  ?  If  he 
did,  then  he  should  give  it  the  flattest 
contradiction  in  his  power.  He  had  had 
letters  from  a  number  of  new  tenants  on 
the  Massereene  estate,  ou  which  alone 
the  value  of  the  new  tenant  properties 
was  £3o,0(X>.  Andrew  Wilson,  a  large 
tenant,  wrote  that  his  rent  was  £90  % 
year,  and  that  he  was  £50  better  off*  than 
12  months  ago,  notwithstanding  boy- 
cotting. Andrew  Hodge,  a  small  tenant, 
who  took  a  farm  that  was  in  a  very 
neglected  state,  consisting  of  38  acres,  at 
a  rent  of  £30,  cleared  £60  last  year, 
notwithstanding  boycotting,  and  was 
spending  £10  a  year  on  permanent  im- 
provements.  He  was  aware  of  another 
case  where  the  new  tenant  would  not 
take  les-H  tlmn  £1,000  for  the  goodwill. 
These  tenants  appealed  to  their  Lord- 
ships to  reject  this  Bill,  which  would 
cause  them  great  disappointment  and  loss 
of  property.  They  were  not  I>ogU8 
tenants;  they  were  ^ond  Jide  tenants, 
who  had  worked  their  farms,  and  who 
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had  as  mucU  right  to  them  as  he  had  to 
the  coat  on  his  back.  If  the  Bill  passed, 
what  would  be  the  future  position  of 
these  men  ?  It  was  said  that  the 
Bill  brought  no  compulsion  to  bear 
upon  them,  and  that  thej  could  not 
be  turned  out  of  their  holdings. 
There  was  talk  of  moral  compulsion,  but 
their  Lordships  knew  what  moral  com- 
pulsion was  in  Ireland,  and  when  there 
was  a  bribe  held  oat  in  the  shape  of 
money  to  the  evicted  tenants,  that  would 
not  make  the  lives  of  the  new  tenants — 
men  who  were  in  the  possession  of  pro- 
perty they  had  every  right  to  enjoy — 
very  coinfortable  in  that  possession. 
There  was,  he  thought,  no  doubt  what 
the  future  of  these  men  would  be.  They 
had  been  told  by  Mr.  Redmond,  Mr. 
Dillon,  and  Mr.  O'Brien,  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  that  the  land-grabber's  life 
should  not  be  a  happy  one,  and  if  further 
proof  were  wanted  it  was  supplied 
by  Father  Humphreys  of  Tipperary,  who 
had  said  that  if  the  evicted  farms  were 
not  given  up  there  would  be  bloodshed. 
It  might  be  asked  why  he  took  so  much 
interest  in  the  future  of  those  tenants  ?  It 
was  because  in  the  autumn  of  1888,  when 
he  was  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  he 
made  a  speech  at  Belfast  which  he  might 
say,  without  presumption,  was  of  an 
important  character,  inasmuch  as  almost 
every  organ  of  the  Press  in  the  United 
Kinc^dom  took  notice  of  it.  In  that 
speech  he  said  that  they  were  grappling 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  that 
tliey  were  grappling  with  it  successfully, 
because  the  evicted  farms  were  being 
taken  in  large  numbers.  He  said  that 
the  proof  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had 
been  defeated  was  that  these  evicted 
farms  were  being  so  taken,  and  he  as- 
sured the  tenants  who  had  taken  evicted 
farms  that  they  should  receive  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Government.  He  had 
made  that  statement  deliberately,  with 
the  sanction  and  approval  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  Mr.  Balfour,  who  was  then 
responsible  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  having  in  that  way  pledged 
himself  to  these  men  that  they  should 
receive  the  protection  of  the  Government^ 
if  he  failed  to  staud  by  them  in  their 
hour  of  trouble — if  he  allowed  a  measure 
such  as  this  to  pass  the  House  without 
objecting  by  vote  and  voice,  he  would 
be  very  justly  denounced  by  these  men 
in  the  same  manner  as  thq  evicted  tenants 
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were  denouncing  Mr.  Dillon  and  Mr. 
O'Brien  as  the  greatest  traitors  that  ever 
cursed  the  Irish  soil,  for  leading  them  Into 
danger  and  then  deserting  them.  It  was 
l)ecause  of  these  denunciations  that  Mr. 
Dillon  and  Mr.  O'Brien  had  forced  the 
Government  to  press  forward  this  Bill. 
He  was  thankful  to  think,  though  he  was 
an  humble  Member  of  the  late  Conserva- 
tive Government,  that  that  Government 
never  repudiated  those  pledges  ;  and  so 
long  as  he  had  a  voice  and  vote  he  would 
use  them  in  defence  of  tliese  unfortunate 
men,  and  to  prevent  them  being  ofijBred 
up  as  sacrifices  to  the  promoters  of  the 
late  agitation  in  Ireland.  He  could  pro- 
mise that  the  Unionist  Government 
would  never  desert  these  men.  Under 
ordinary  circumstances  he  would  now 
resume  his  seat,  in  the  conviction  that 
their  Lordships  would  reject  this  Bill  bj 
a  large  majority  ;  but  he  desired  to  deal 
with  a  question  that  was  not  altogether 
relevant  to  the  subject  before  the  House. 
He  did  it  for  the  reason  that  Irish 
Debates  were  of  so  rare  an  occurrence  in 
the  House  that  matters  with  regard  to 
Ireland  were  difficult  to  be  discussed. 
They  might  remember  that  some  months 
ago  he  raised  an  Irish  Debate  in  the 
House  in  connection  with  the  murder  of 
the  unfortunate  caretaker,  Donovan.  He 
entereil  at  considerable  length  into  details 
of  that  murder  ;  he  asked  the  Grovem- 
ment  whether  they  were  going  to  take 
notice'  of  the  speeches  to  which  he 
Attributed  the  crime,  and  whether  they 
were  going  to  repeal  the  Crimes  Act, 
which  was  the  only  Act  that  could  deal 
with  crimes  of  that  description.  So  long 
as  he  had  dealt  with  the  details  of  the 
murder,  the  Prime  Minister  retained  his 
seat  in  the  House,  but  when  he  left  these 
details  and  proceeded  to  question  the 
policy  of  the  Government  the  noble  Earl 
rose  from  his  seat  and  executed  a 
strategical  retreat  by  going  below  the 
Bar  with  a  speed  which  could  only  be 
equalled  by  his  own  equine  representative 
on  Epsom  Downs.  He  caught  sight  of 
the  noble  Earl  just  as  he  was  leaving, 
and  he  asked  him  to  come  back,  whioh 
the  noble  Earl  did.  He  asked  tlie  ques- 
tion as  to  what  the  Government  intended 
to  do  in  the  case  of  this  Qiurder.  Ko 
answer  was  then  given  by  the  noble  Earl, 
but  after  the  lapse  of  five,  days  the  Doble 
Earl  proceeded  tp  Jian^diester  and  there 
delivered  a  speech  «b  portif Q  of,  TrbAQh  ti^ 
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lid  Iibn  the  houoiir  to  devote   to  bim 

[Liord  JLotidonderry)  on  the  particular 
pibjeoi  he  htnl  raiaed  iu  the  House. 
'^iiet  the  ttoble  Earl  8tiited  in  Man* 
iieeter  was  one  of  the  most  uiifair  aud 
)oi  the  most  unwortliy  fetatemeatft 
made  by  a  Miuietcr  of  the  Crown. 
To  dirocUy  stated  that  the  Uuionist  GrO- 
S'ertimeut  gloated  over  the  murder  of  the 
lufortuiiate  mau  Douovno,  aud  that  it 
ame  dowu  as  rain  ou  parched  ground, 
tid  was  a  subject  of  a  luscioua  aud  fruit- 

^fuli^haracter  to  them 

The  Eakl  or  BOSEBERY  :  I  do 
EiQt  think  those  were  the  words*  I  think 
wan  alluding  to  the  noble  Lord'ti 
IQenee  in  those  terms. 
rHBMARQUEsAOFLONDONDERRY 
ra»  extremely  flattered  by  the  remark  of 
kbe  noble  Earl,  but  he  thought  he  was 
ct  in  saying  that  the  spirit  of  tho 
ipeech  of  the  noble  Earl  at  Manchester 
WVk&  that  the  Unionist  Party  rejoiced  at 
^be  opportunity  of  bringing  home  to  the 
'Tovcrnmeot  an  outrage  in  Ireland* 
The  Kaui.  of  KOSEBERY  :  I  will 
,  tM>w  retire  below  the  Bar,  as  it  seoms 
inoy  the  noble  Lord,  aud  perhaps  1 
cut  Bhort  a  digression  which  is 
Igiiingf.  all  the  Rules  of  Order  of  this 
louse*  if  I  at  ouce  day  that  what  1  said 
^'ae  that  the  noble  Marquess  seized  with 
ilaority  the  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
aarder  before  even  an  inqdiry  bad  been 
leld  into  its  origin. 

•TiiK  Marquess  ofLONDONDERRY 
said^  that  all  he  would  nskj  was  that,  ns 
in  humble  Member  of  the  Cnionist  Party, 
36  repudiated  that  statement.  The 
reason  he  brought  tho  raatt<?r  forward 
pras  because,  having  had  official  experi* 
gnce  of  Ireland  at  a  time  when  crime  and 
outrage  were  rife,  ho  knew  that  speeches 
&noh  as  ho  refeiTcd  to  were  the  cause  of 
luch  murders,  and  therefore  he  thought 
'lie  would  lose  no  time  in  pressing  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  necessity 
jf  preventing  those  speeches.  He  veU- 
turfld  to  flay  tliat  when  Parties  changed 
r>g[tion8  in  the  House  and  when  questions 
ibout  Lrehind  were  put  to  the  Marquess 
"of  Salisbury  by  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  the  action  of  the  noble 
larquess  would  be  different  from  the 
latton  of  the  noble  Earl.  The  n6blo 
[arquess  would  not  retire  to  tho  Bar  of 
the  House ;  he  would  not  lose  one 
[moment  in  repoUbg  tho  attaok,  Bai 
tb6   oobb    Marquestt     ball  >  .ao^l 


doubled     advantago3     over     the    noble 

EarL  Lord  Salisbury  was  a  master 
of  debate,  unrivalled,  in  his  humble 
opinion,  by  9jixy  other  Momber  of 
either  House  of  Parliament,  aud  he  pos- 
sessed great  courage*  In  conclusion,  he 
would  only  sav,  from  hi^  own  experience, 
that  if  their  Lordships  irejocted  this  Bill, 
as  he  knew  they  would  by  an  over- 
whelming majority,  their  action  wonld 
be  endorsed  by  the  vast  majority  of  the 
electors  of  this  country  whenever  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  the  courage 
to  give  thetu  the  opportunity  of  recording 
their  opinion. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Lord 
Tweedmouth)  said,  he  ventured  to  ask 
their  Lordships'  indulgence  because,  in 
the  hrst  place,  he  was  but  a  recent  Mem* 
Ijor  of  the  House,  and,  secondly,  Ivecaus^ 
be  stood  to-uight  as  tiie  spokesman  for  a 
small  miuurity  of  their  Lordships.  Some 
of  his  friends  outside  the  House  had 
often  said  to  him  that  it  must  be  a  plea- 
sant and  enviable  thing  to  represeut  in 
the  House^  and  give  utteranets  to  iu  the 
House,  opinions  that  were  held  by  per- 
haps one  in  every  20  of  their  Lordships. 
But  ho  t'ould  not  feel  any  pleasure  of 
that  kind*  Ho  was  bound  to  confess 
that  the  genus  loci  oppressed  him  ;  that 
liQ  felt  it  hard  to  kick  againflt  the  pricks  ; 
but  however  irksome  it  might  be  to  do 
so,  he  was  determineil  to  tfill  their  Lord- 
ships that,  in  his  opinion,  if  they  rejected 
this  Bill  they  would  bo  doing  an  act  of 
detriment  aud  dauger  to  the  State  ;  that 
they  would  once  more  be  refusing  to  take 
advantage  of  one  of  those  opportunities 
which  again  and  again  had  been  pre- 
sented to  this  House  in  regard  to  Ireland, 
and  that  the  time  would  come  when  their 
Lordships  might  regret  having  let  this 
opportunity  pass,  as  they  had  done  in 
other  instances  in  tlid  pa&t.  He  bad 
listened  with  regret  to  the  speecbea 
w^hich  had  been  delivered.  He  had 
thought  this  was  a  question  like  some 
which  had  come  before  thorn  of  recent 
years,  on  the  principle  of  which  they 
were  agreed^  and  that  the  question  was 
only  as  to  the  methods  for  carrying  out 
that  principle.  But  every  speech  de* 
livered  against  tlie  Bill  had  breathed 
hostility  against  it-*-root,  braueh,  and 
detaiL  It  was  futile  to  say  that  the  Go* 
vernment  had  shown  themselves  alow  to 
offer  comproniieei  How  was  compromise 
poflftible  ia  tho  face  of  speeches  auob  ta- 
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had  been  delivered  to-Dight  ?  If  com* 
promise  was  to  come  about  over  this 
iiieasure,  the  conipromise  nm&t  come 
from  the  OpiKwitiou  or  tlie  Liberal 
Uuionist  Beuch ;  tt  win  impossible, 
after  the  deuuuciatious  of  thin  Bill,  that 
from  the  Govern  men  t  Benches  ati 
offer  of  compromise  coiilU  he  expected. 
The  Tiobie  Marquess  who  had  ju8t  snt 
down  founded  hh  speech  on  assertions 
rather  thau  on  arguments.  He  had  made 
several  assertions  about  Lord  Spencer, 
He  had  said  that  the  noble  Earl  bad  in- 
irodnoed  the  Home  Rule  Bill  as  a 
measure  of  separation  between  England 
aud  Ireland  ;  and  that  the  present  Bill 
was  a  further  measure  of  separation. 
That  might  be  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  but  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
the  Government.  They  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  believed  that  both  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  aud  this  Bill,  so  far  from 
leading  to  separation,  would  conduce  to 
the  union  of  the  two  countries.  The 
noble  Marquess  said  the  Government 
dared  not  challenge  the  opinion  of  the 
country  either  on  the  rejection  of  the 
Home  Uule  Bill  or  the  comiug  rejection 
of  this  Bill,  But  they  did  dare  to  chal- 
lenge the  opinion  of  the  country.  The 
Knglmh  people  had  learned  what  was  the 
position  of  things — ^they  had  been  edu- 
csated  on  the  Irish  Question  during  the 
liist  six  years^  and  he  ventured  to  tell 
their  Lonl ships  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment came  to  refer  their  Irish  policy  to 
the  decision  of  the  electx)re  of  the  conn- 
try  that  tha  verdict  of  those  electors 
would  be  in  favour  of  their  policy  aud 
against  the  policy  advocated  by  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite.  The  quotations  of 
the  noble  Marquess  with  regard  to  the 
Flau  of  Campaign,  and  other  incidentj?  in 
Ireland  during  the  last  few  years,  proved 
what  uo  one  denied,  that  a  great  agita- 
tion had  taken  place  in  that  country. 
But  the  agitation  had  to  a  great  extent 
closed.  He  believed  that  even  the  noble 
Marquess  would  admit  that ;  aud  the  Go- 
vernment had  confidence  that  the  pro» 
posals  they  now  submitted  would  do  much 
to  close  that  agitation  for  ever.  The 
Doblo  Marquess  said  that  the  result  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  drive  the  new  tenants 
from  their  farms.  He  found  no  such  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  the 
question  whether  the  new  tenant  was  to 
go  and  make  room  for  the  evicted  t^euant 
was  left  entirely  to  the  new  tenant  to  de- 
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cide ;  if  the  new  tenant  decided  to  re- 
main, remain  he  would,  for  the  Bill  oonld 
not  make  him  go ;  but  if  he  decided 
to  go,  it  awarded  him  compensation, 
lleference  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Marquees  to  the  new  tenants  on  the 
Massereeno  and  Luggacurreu  estatea. 
The  noble  Marcpiess  bad  quoted  two 
estates  which  were  favourable  to  his 
arguoveut  ;  but  he  would  ask  how  many 
honA  Jidt  new  tenants  there  "were  in 
Ireland  outside  these  estates  ?  The  argu- 
ment with  regard  to  the  number  of 
tenants  that  would  be  dealt  with  under 
the  Bill  had^  it  appeared  to  him,  gone  on 
a  vicious  circle.  Un  the  one  band  it  was 
said  the  number  was  so  birge  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  find  money  to 
satisfy  their  claims,  while  on  the  other 
baud  it  was  said  the  number  was  so  small 
that  it  was  not  worth  while  considering 
them,  and  that  therefore  the  Bill  was 
objectless.  In  dealing  with  an  argument 
of  that  sort  they  had  got  to  cut  the 
vicious  circle,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  while  it  was  true  that  the  Bill 
applied  to  all  tenants  in  Ireland  whose 
tenancies  had  been  determined  for  any 
reason  whatever  between  1877  and  1894, 
yet  the  uuraber  of  tenants  who  would  come 
uuder  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  was  not 
a  very  extensive  numl>er.  He  l)eliev©d 
that  the  calculation  of  the  Irish  OflSce 
would  probably  be  found  to  be  correct, 
and  that  the  number  would  be  belweeo 
4,000  and  5,000.  An  immense  number 
of  the  evicted  tenants  had  been  reinstated 
either  as  tenants  or  caretakers  ;  aud  as 
the  population  of  Ireland  had  decreased 
l>y  oOO,000  between  1881  and  1891,  inifc 
large  number  of  the  worse  cases  the  men 
had  left  the  country  aud  would  not  come 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  : 
Why  not  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  Because 
they  will  not  put  in  any  claim* 

Loud  BALFOUR :  How  do  you  know  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  ; 
They  may  come  back. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  that 
a  certain  number  might  come  back  ; 
but,  after  all,  if  500,000  people  left  Ire- 
land between  1881  and  1891,  and  a  large 
number  of  ihem  were  evicted  tenants^ 
the  proportioD  of  these  tenants  who 
would  return  from  their  position  to  the 
eolouics  or  in  America  would  not  bo  great. 
It  was  the  fact  that  the  number  of  evicted 
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^Hrniilil    |>o  Mijiili^  liui  tUtty  would    \>v   ibe 

^Hrorst  ca8L\s  of  M,  fur  lliey  would  l>e  the 

^H^^es   from    ihoBO   oatutos  —  hu    htiliL^ved 

^Bbejr  were  few   iu  injiiil>er — t)ie  laiidlorda 

of  which   iiad   refti&<ed  settlements,     lie 

^jlid    not    deiiire    to     briug    ftjiy    charges 

^BfguinBt  the  Irish  huullordd.     All  he  wouhl 

^^iiy  Wii»  that  l>ad  men  would  be  found  in 

every  chiss,  and  it  wm  with  the  ca»eit  of 

thttt  fractiou  of  Irish  landlords  who  were 

irret^Micilahlethat  the  Bill  was  intended  to 

deal*    The  allegation  that  a  large  portion 

of  these  men    were  in.solveut  wonld  not 

Ipply  to  the  Phin  of  Campaign  tcrmnts, 
eeanse  the  first  eoudition  of  getting  the 
eoefit  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  the 
avFoont  of  the  former  root,  lesf*  the 
laimed  reduction,  into  the  hank.  There- 
Dre,  those  tenants,  at  least,  could  not  he 
iisolvent.  It  was  said  the  Government 
rere  forced  to  bring  iu  this  Bill,  heoaut^e 
of  the  eiiigencies  of  the  Lobby  in  the 
House  of  Commont*.  He  met  that 
charge  with  the  most  absolute  negative. 

RLtl  elasges  seemed  agreed  that  it  wa^ 
ecessary  to  deal  with  tlie  i|u coition  nf 
grarian  tenants.  Men  varying  so  much 
8  Mr,  Carson,  Mr,  T,  VV^  Russell,  and 
4*1  r,  Courtney  liad  agreed  thai  the  posi- 
tion of  these  touanta  wa»  one  of  danger, 
and  ought  to  be  dealt  with. 

The  Mahqitess  of  SALISBURY  : 
J  do  not  think  Mr.  Carson  sahi  anything 
)ike  that* 

LoKi»  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  that  so 
auch    did    Mr.  Carson    say  so   that   hi8 
letter  to  Thr  Times  on  the  subject  drew 
protest  from  Earl  Grey,  who  wrote- — 

**The  ulijecf  of  Mr.  CarH«>if»  lotter  i»  t*>  deny 
thiit  there  ik  any  uround  for  the  iMci  that  the 
UiilniiUt  Party  in  the  HrniRC  of  Connmons  have 
loptetl  a  WW  /«*j|jfwc«w#atlitudt' OQ  tUei4ae8tiuri 
ot  the  evi<-'ted  t^jimntH  in  Irtiland  ami  their  re- 
ni»tatt?tiieiit,  and  have  refusetl  all  compromise 
even  on  the  banis  of  a  purely  voluntary  Act, 
Those  worda  cleRrly  imply  that  the  Party  for 
irhich  Mr,  Cannon  speaks  would  have  approved 
l>i  a  purely  voluntary  Act  for  the  reinHtate* 
hientof  thrwe  teuatite;  and  it  I  am  not  niist- 
Itaken  it  is  to  be  iaferred  that  their  approval 
*'auld  not  have  been  withheld  if  the  *  Tohmtary 
(Let '  projM  "Bed  had  included  the  proviaions  fx^n- 
iainetl  in  the  present  Bill  for  granting  public 
money  in  aid  of  the  desire<i  reinstatement/^ 

The  MARQLK68  OF  SALISBURY  : 
_The  noble  Lord  said  Mr.  Carbon  admitted 
liat  it  was  neeea4*ary  to  deal  with  thoso 
dieted  tenants*  My  memory  incliues 
De  to  doubt  very  ranch  whether  Mr. 
^areon  said  that. 

VOL.  XXVIII.  [folrtii  herie-*,] 


750 

Luuri  TWKEDMUUTH  aaid,  that 
what  Mr.  Carson    wrote   to  7*ke   Times 

was  at»  follow**  : — 

*'  1  find  that  notwithHtandiug  Mr.  Balfour's 
very  f;]K5*^Tfic  sUitcment  to  the  conliary  an  idea 
prevails  in  many  quartei's  that  the  OniimJ9t 
Tarty  in  the  Jlause  of  Commons  have  liiiopted 
a,  mm  pt>Atmmn»  atHtudc  on  the  queatlon  of 
ovicten  rcTiants  in  Ireland  and  their  reiuatate- 
aient ;  and  have  refusetl  alt  comprtimise  even 
on  the  ljaj*i«  of  a  purely  voluntary  Act,  Any 
Hueli  idea  is  aljHi>lutely  withttut  foundationi  and 
bafl  ordy  gitined  currency  from  Mr,  Courtney *» 
speech," 

The  Marquess  ok  SALISBURY  : 
That  is  not  the  same  thing  ;  it  U  nor  the 
point. 

Lotti)  TWEKDMOUTH  i^reMuning) 
mild,  that  a  good  deiil  of  criticiHrn  had 
been  diroete^l  to  tl*e  position  of  tlie 
Arbitrators  under  the  Bill,  He  always 
understood  that  one  of  the  Hrst  necessary 
eonflition^  of  arbitration  was  that  the 
Arbitrators  .'^hould  havo  a  jierfeetly  free 
hand — that  they  should  Ik5  entirely  nu- 
fettered.  Now,  he  cou tended  that  if  the 
action  of  the  Arbitrators  tiinlet'  thi^  Bill 
was  to  be  fettered  liy  8triot  Uulos  an 
arbitration  would  thereby  be  iuBtltutod 
which,  iu  its  very  essence,  would  b« 
likely  to  fail.  He  »honld  like  to  know 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  eonld  have 
lirougbt  about  a  settlement  l>etw^eeo 
mas  tern  and  men  in  the  ciise  of  the  eo<ai 
strike  ;  or  the  Home  Secretary  in  the 
case  of  the  coal  strike  if  he  had  hoeu 
fettered  by  conditions  ? 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  The  noble 
Lord  tspokc  about  bringing  the  partiea 
together.  It  is  not  suggest  ted  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  Bill. 

LoKii  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
proeedtt re  under  the  Bill  was  this:  the 
tenant  in  the  first  place  stated  his  ease  ; 
the  Arbitrators  had  then  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  tenant  had  made  out  a  bona  fide 
ease ;  if  they  thought  so  the  landlord 
was  asked  whether  or  not  he  objecto^J 
to  the  reiust4vteinent,  atjd  if  he  ohje<rted 
to  show  cAuee.  The  whole  question  was 
then  gone  into;  and  the  Arbitmtors  were 
left  nufetterred  in  their  action.  He 
believed  that  if  they  laid  down  Rules  for 
the  Arbitrators  the  Bill  wonhl  be  a  failure. 
The  nolde  Duke  who  sjwko  e^irly  in  the 
Debate — the  Duke  of  Argyll— had  ti«ked 
why  the  Government  had  chosen  the 
limit  of  the  year  1879  iti  the  Bill.  They 
bfid  done  so  for  exactly  the  same  reason 
that  the  Conservative  Govern  men  t  chose 
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1879  in  relation  It^  Clanse  13  of  the  Bill 
ciriH91,  beoflu^^ethat  year  was  ao  excep- 
tioually  bad  oue  iu  Irehmd,  wfien  ovictious 
were  mnisually  iiumoruu»*  He  would  not 
go  into  tho  long  disquisiition  of  the  noble 
Diike  oa  tho  Land  Act  of  1881 — vl  dis- 
quisition which  was  introduced  iu  order 
to  give  the  noble  Duke  the  opportnnitY 
of  talkiug  about  himself,  and  not  on 
account  of  any  particular  relation  it  bore 
to  tiie  Bill  before  the  House.  But  the 
noble  Duke  said  the  effect  of  the  Act  of 
IbSl  hikd  been  to^top  any  expenditure  of 
rental  on  the  improvement  of  land.  There 
might  bo  exceptions  ;  but  the  noble 
Duke  must  know  that  the  custom  in 
Ireland  was  that  the  whole  of  the  im- 
provements should  be  carried  out  by  the 
tenant,  and  that  the  landlord  should 
speud  no  money  on  them  at  all. 

Vi8C0irNT  POWERSCOURT  said,  he 
entirely  denied  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  landlords  never  spend 
thoney  on  their  estates.  They  had  spent 
large  sums,  and  he  would  not  listen  to 
such  accusations  aguiti^l  Irish  landlords. 
LoKD  TWEEDMOUTH  replied  that 
he  stated  that  there  were  exceptions,  but 
the  general  nde  with  Irish  landlords  was 
that  they  did  not  ispend  money  on  im- 
provements- 

ViscouNT  POWERSCOURT :  It  is 
not. 

Loud  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  that  if 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  it  was  the 
g€Q6ral  rule  for  Irish  landlords  to 
spend  money  on  the  improvement  of 
their  land  he  propounded  an  altogether 
new  doctrine,  and  one  which  would  not 
find  acceptance  either  in  that  House  or 
with  the  public  outside.  The  Duke  of 
Argyll  also  stated  that  this  Bill  f^upcr- 
&ededand  did  away  with  the  Act  of  18H1 
without  putting  anything  in  its  place. 
But  the  Bill  did  not  touch  the  Act  of 
1881  at  all ;  it  ran  on  totally  ditferent 
lines  ;  it  dealt  with  special  civses  which 
hud  arisen  si  ace  the  Act  of  1881,  and 
that  Act  waK  in  no  way  superceded  by 
the  Bill.  Tbe  two  main  arguments 
adduced  in  supjiort  of  the  demand  that 
their  Lordships  should  reject  this  Bill 
wa&,  iu  the  tirst  place,  that  the  House 
of  Commons  bad  not  dtscussed  \\u* 
meusiiro  and  had  lieeii  furcibly  prrvcn(c»l 
from  discueiwing  it;  in  the  second  phice, 
the  Bill  was  a  compulsory  one.  The 
first  argument,  he  ihonghr,  was  neither 
serious   nor  sincere,  for  the  whole  time 
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devoted  to  the  consideration  of  the  BUI 
in  the  House  of  Commons  amounted  to 
59  hours  and  50  miuntes,  or  nine  Par- 
liamentary days,  a  considerably  longer 
period  than  their  Lordships  were  wont 
to  devote  to  any  Bill,  however  important. 
But  they  might  have  discussed  it  at  much 
greater  length  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
For  what  happened  ?  No  proposal  to 
closure  the  Bill  was  brought  forward  till 
two  days  had  been  spent  in  Committee  on 
the  first  two  lines  of  the  first  clause*  It 
was  the  Opposition  which  made  it  per- 
fectly clear  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  the  Bill  through  the  other  Hons^ 
at  all  without  some  such  measures  as  were 
adopted,  and  he  thought  these  measures, 
so  far  from  being  on  the  side  of  seventy, 
were  on  tho  side  of  leniency.  What  were 
those  measures  ?  It  was  propose*!  by 
the  Government  to  give  five  more  days 
to  the  Committee  sta^e,  and  one  day  for 
the  Report  stage  before  the  Bill  should 
bo  closured.  But  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition preferred  to  throw  up  tbe  sponge 
and  to  say  they  would  not  play.  The 
Goveniment  knew  there  was  nothing 
which  the  Opposition  desired  so  much  in 
the  House  of  Commons  as  that  tho 
closure  should  be  applied,  and  that  it 
shoidd  be  applied  in  its  sharpest  and 
quickest  manner.  In  the  first  place, 
men  desired  to  go  to  the  country,  to  their 
watering  places,  to  their  yachts,  and  to 
their  grouse  tnoors,  and  they  also  wished 
for  tbe  closure  in  order  to  give  their 
Lordships  the  best  reason  for  rejecting 
this  Bill.  To  say  then  that  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity was  not  given  to  discuss  this  Bill 
in  tbe  House  of  Commons  was  to  say 
the  thing  which  was  not  true,  a  point  ho 
was  prepared  to  discuss  at  any  meeting 
iu  the  country.  The  second  main  argu* 
ment  against  the  Bill  was  the  question 
of  compulsion.  He  thought  a  great  deal 
more  talk  hiui  l>eeu  made  than  was 
necessary  with  regard  t^  the  sniall  mea- 
sure of  compulsion  in  this  Bill,  It  was 
not  a  new  principle;  it  appeared  in  the 
Land  Acts  of  1870,  1881,  and  1887. 
The  principle  was  perhaps  adapted  to 
the  greatest  extent  of  all  in  the  Act  of 
1HS7 — passed  by  a  Conservative  G<v- 
vernment — which  absohuely  intcrfereii 
rompulHorily  with  tbp  judicial  rents  iixed 
under  the  Act  ol  iHHl,  It  was  said  that 
it  wuM  a  very  haiul  thing  for  a  landlord 
to  Ijc  forced  under  this  Bill  to  ac(sept  a 
tenant  he  did  not  wish  to  receive.     But 


fSd       Town  Imjuoocmenls       {13  AtuLar  1894}  (Betterment).  754 

days  WhijTfS  had  great  patronage,  and 
had  great  sums  of  tnooejr»  iocludiDg  the 
£  10, UtX)  for  secret  Bervieo,  at  their  com- 
umud*  III  these  days  tbo  Whips  had  no 
piitratiage  to  heslow,  and  wifh  regard  to 
raouey,  tbe  oiher  side  migbt  have  large 
sums  of  moucy  at  tiioir  commaud,  but  he 
eoiild  answer  for  It  that  the  £ibe*^l 
Wliipshad  none.  In  bis  opinion,  no  man 
ooiild  »iifce.*?i*fnlly  fnlHl  the  duties  of  the 
posiliou  which  be  had  once  the  honour  to 
fulfil  in  tbo  other  House,  unless  he 
realised  the  true  inwardness  of  the  suh- 
joeti*  to  hu  dealt  with  by  hi.^  P^rty  from 
time  to  thne.  Ho  had  enjoyed  ifery 
exceptional  and  unusual  opportunities, 
therefore,  far  tetstinjtr  the  opininu  of  the 
country,  not  only  through  Members  of 
Parliament,  but  tlirongh  tbe  opinions  of 
ull  conditions  of  men  throughout  the 
country  ;  and  he  deliberately  told  their 
Lordijhips  that,  in  his  judgment,  in  re- 
jecting this  Bill  they  wero  making  a 
great  mistake,  and  a  mistake  which  tUey 
would  live  to  rue* 


Ihe  Irinb  landlord  had  to  Ao  it  already 
inder  the  Act  of  188U     Under  the  free 
tile  clause  of  that  Act  any  pei^son   who 
bought  the  tenant-right  of  a  fann  must 
be  received  by  the  lantllord  wlietber  he 
liked    it    or    not.      [Crks  of  '*^'ol''J 
^erhaps  he  had  put  it  iu  rather  too  e?trong 
lit  manner.     At  any    rate,    tbe    practical 
effect  of  tbe  free  sale  cbiuse  of  the  Act 
&f  18H1  asked  that  a  landlord  very  often 
"to  receive  a  tenant  wbom   he  would 
]XtT  not  receive-      It  was  true   that  in 
this  case   a  landlord  would  be  bound  to 
receive  back  a  tenaiit  ho  had  evicted,  and 
?hom,  perhaps!^,  he  did  not  want  to  re- 
ceive back.      But  the  Bill  did  not  do  that 
[wit bout  giving  the  landlord  any  altorna- 
flive*     It   should    be  borne   in  mind  that 
,  a   landlord     to    whom     application    was 
nade    under    this    Bill    to    reinstate    a 
Meuant    might    require    the     tenant    to 
[purchase  his  hohling.      That  right    ap* 
oared     to     turn    to    constitute    a    con- 
&  id  era  bio      mitigation      of     the    alleged 
hardship    of   compulsory    reinstatement. 
iHe  regretted  very  ranch  the  line  which 
Iwus  taken  in  this  House  with  regard  to 
lithe  Bill.     He  believed   their  Lordships* 
louse  was  not   the  best  of  tribunals  for 
l^dealing   with   such    a   question  as   this. 
rThey  were*  in  the  first  place,  a  House  of 
jlaudtordB.     A  tribunal  of  one  class  only, 
[howeve;-  impartial  it  desired  to  be,  must 
ii]inost   necessarily    bo    affected    by    the 
i  interest  of  the  particular  class  to  which 
[it  belonged.     He  did  not  think  there  was 
rany  oflence  to  anybody  in  sieving  that  was 
jhis  view.     He  believed  this  House  had  a 
ifitill   further   disqualification    in   dealing 
[  with  this  question.     In  their  Lordships' 
^  House  they  were  free  from  feeling  any  of 
the  intiuences  which  were  brought  to  bear 
on    the    Members  of    the    other   House 
by  the  general  mass  of  the  electors.      It 
I  might  be  for  good,  or    it  might   he    for 
I  evil,  but  after  all,  the  Government  of  the 
country  was  in  the  hands  of  the  electors, 
who  had   been  successively  enfranchised, 
and  be  thought  it  was  a  dangerous^  thing 
for  a  body  of  men  to  decide  questions  re- 
garding Ireland  who  were  not  in  constant 
I  daily  contact  with  the  mass  of  tlie  electors 
of  tbe  country.     It  might  he  said  that  he 
jwas  taking  a   Whip*s  view,  which  was 
[supposed   to  Iw  the  view  «d'  a  man  who 
Icared  nothing  for  tbe  means  lie  employed, 
fhUt  thought  only  of  the  end.  That  might 
Umve  been  the  case  witii  a  former  genera- 
Itiou,  but  it  was  not  so  now*     In  the  old 


Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed."— {The  Dnke  of  Devomkire.) 

Motion   agreed    to  ;    further    Debate 
adjourned  till  To-morrow* 

VALUATION     OF    LANDS     (SCOtLANty) 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL  [hx.]- 
CKo.  1630 
Returned  from   the  Commons  agreed 

to. 

NAUTICAL  ASSK8S0US  (SCOTLAND)   < 

BILL.— (No.  \m,y 

Returned  from  the  Common*  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  tOi 

PUBLIC    LTBRARIKS    (IRELAND)   ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL— (Nu.  1»4.) 
Returned  from  tbe  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

TRAMWAY:^     OEDERH     CONFIBMATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  [H.L.], 
Returned   from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  Amendments. 

TOWN  IMI'RO\^KMENTS  (BETTKRAIKNT) 
Messages  from  the  Commons  for  Re- 
ports, &c.  of  Selc'jtCommitteeis:  Ordered 
to  be  communicated  accordingly. 
2X2 
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Marking  op  foreign  and  colonial 

PRODUCE. 
Messages  from  the  Conimous  for  Re- 
ports, &e.  of  Select  Committees  f  Ordered 
to  be  commaaicated  accordingly. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  11)  (LAGAN,  &C., 
CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  197.) 

CANAL  TOLLS    AND  CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  4)  (BIRMINGHAM 
CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  198.) 
Moved  That  the  Order  made  oq  the 

19th  day  of  March  last — 

**  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order 
or  Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Taesdaj  the  26th  day  of  June  next " 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bills  be 
read  2* :  agreed  to  ;  Bills  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 


CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  1)  (CANALS  OF 
THE  GREAT  NORTHERN  AND  CER- 
TAIN  OTHER  RAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL.— (No,  184.) 
Read    3*    (according  to  Order),  and 

passed. 

CANAL  TOLLS    AND    CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  3)  (ABERDARE 
&C.,  CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  186.) 
Read  3*  (according     to    Order),  and 


CANAL    TOLLS  AND   CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIONAL   ORDER   (No.  5)   (REGENT'S 
CANAL)  BILL.~(No.  187.) 
Read   3»  (according   to   Order),    and 

passed. 

CANAL   TOLLS    AND   CHARGES   PROVI- 
SIONAL     ORDER      (No.      7)      (RIVER 
ANCHOLME,  &c.)  BILL.— (No.  188.) 
Read  3»  (according    to    Order),    and 

passed. 

CANAL  TOLLS   AND   CHARGES     PROVI- 
SIONAL    ORDER     (No.     8)     (RIVER 
CAM,  &c.)  BILL.— (No.  189.) 
Read    3'  (according   to    Order),    and 

passed. 


CANAL    TOLLS    AND  CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  10)  (CANALS  OF 
CALEDONIAN  AND  NORTH  BRITISH 
RAILWAY  COMPANIES)  BILL. 
now 
CANAL    TOLLS  AND  CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  9)  (CANALS  OF 
CALEDONUN  AND  NORTH  BRITISH 
RAILWAY         COMPANIES)         BlUi. 
(No.  190.) 
Read  3»  (according   to   Order),  with 
the  Amendments,  and   passed,  and   re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

CANAL   RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL       ORDER      (No.      12) 
(GRAND  CANALS,  &C..)  BILL. 
now 
CANAL  RATES,   TOLLS,    AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL       ORDER      (No.      11) 
(GRAND         CANAL,         &c.)        BILL. 
(No.  191.) 
Read   8»  (according   to   Order),  with 
the   Amendments,  and  passed,  and   re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

PRIZE  COURTS  BILL  [H.L.I.— (No.  56.) 
Returned  from   the  Commons  agreed 
to,     with      Amendments ;       Commons 
Amendments   considered    (on    Motion)^ 
and  agreed  to. 

EQUALISATION  OF  RATES  (LONDON) 
BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Thursday  next :  (The  Lord  President 
IE.  Rosehery].     (No.  207.) 

BUILDING  SOCIETIES  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  !• ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  to  l>e  reail  2*  oo 
Thursday  next  :  (The  Lord  Chancellor). 
(No.  208.) 

HOUSING    OF   THE  WORKING  CLASSES 

(BORROWING  POWERS)  BILL.  V^ 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ;  ^ 
to    be    printed  ;    and    to  be  read  2*  on 
Thursday  next :    (The   Lord    Hawkes- 
bury).     (No.  209.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Brought  from    the    Commons ;    read 
I»  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  rewl  2»  To- 
morrow   (The     Lord    Privy     Seal    [L. 
Tweedmouth.^)     (No.  210.) 


Drowned  in  the 


MERCHANT  SUIIM'INO  BILL. 
Brought    from    the    Commons  ;    rotid 
1*  ;   to  be  priuted;  anil  to  bo  read  2*  ou 
Thursday    next  :     (The 
cellor).     (No.  204,) 
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The  police  are  ex{iected  to  render  aid  to 
the  public  in  any  emer^oney  of  this  kind, 
nnd  I  believe  rhat  in  the  same  district  a 
poliee  patral  by  their  timely  action  re- 
eeutly  saved  the  life  of  the  only  cow 
owned  by  an  evietoU  tenant* 


Lord     Chftu- 


CANAL   TOLLS    AND    CHARQBS    PROVI- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  fi)  (RlVKR  LEE, 
&c.)  BILL. 
Broutjjht  from  the  Commong  ;   read  I'* ; 

to    be    printed ;     and    referred    to    the 

Examiners.     (No*  211*) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE, 
Ordered  that  the   Evening    Sitting  of 
the  Iloutse  To-murrow   do   eommeneu  at 
half-past  Four  oVloek, 

House  adjourned  atfivu  nnuutes  {mni 

Twcivu  t/cl^jck  a,m.,  fo  half- 

j^ml  Tea  o'clock  a.m« 


HOUSE      OF     COMMONS, 
MoHdrff/,  lUk  Augmt  1894, 


Q  HE  S  T  10  NS. 


?0LICK  ASSISTANCE  TO  A  *♦  PLANTER." 

Dr.  D.  AMBROSE  (Lonth,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireiand  whether  he 
h  aware  that  on  the  10th  of  April  ^ast  a 
planter  named  Shaw,  on  the  MaMsereeoe 
estate,  was  proceeding  to  Slane  with  a 
load  of  Rtraw,  and  that  the  load  having 
hilipped  or  fallen  two  policemen  t^ttitioncd 
at  Gla-^sallen  assisted  hitn  in  relmiltiiug 
it  ;  whether  thi?^  in  any  part  of  the  duty 
of  the  Con-st^bulary  ;  and  if  the  perform- 
ance of  such  work  interferes  with  their 
useful uetia  in  other  respects  ? 

The    CUIEF     SECRETARY    fok 

IRELAND    (Mr.    J.    Muklev,    New- 

castlc-ilpou-Tyue)  :  I  am   informed  that 

the  fact^  are  af»  stated   in   tlie   first  para 

I  graph.     The  load  of  straw  had  slipped, 

f  and  wiw?  in  danger  of  toppling  over  ant  I 

injnring    the  horse.     The  action  of  the 

police     was    cjuite    voluntary,    and    they 

I  assisted   the  man  regardless  of  whether 

I  he  was  a  new  termut  or  an  evicted  tenaot. 


DROWNED  IN  THE  RIVER  FFRWD. 

Mr.  D.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydvil)  t 
On  behalf  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire,  I  hog  to 
a.^k  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  ha« 
been  calle<l  to  the  recent  death  by  drown- 
iug  in  the  River  Ffrwd  (which  divides 
the  Counties  of  Denbigh  and  Flint)  of 
two  little  girls  aged  six  years  or  there- 
abouts when  returning  from  school  ; 
whether  such  accident  was  due  to  the 
dangerous  and  unprotected  state  of  the 
bridge  over  this  river  whicli  is  a  public 
thoroughfare  ;  whether  appHcatiou  has 
l>eeu  made  to  the  Wrexham  Highwmy 
Board  and  the  Ha  ward  en  Highway  Board 
(in  whose  districts  the  bridge  is  situate) 
to  repair  and  protect  such  bridge  ;  whe- 
ther these  bodies  have  declined  to  do  so 
on  the  ground  that  they  are  not  respon- 
sihlo  for  its  condition  ;  aud  whose  duty 
is  it  to  place  the  bridge  into  a  state  in 
which  it  will  no  longer  be  dangerous  to 
life  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thk  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevue,  Brailford,  Central)  :  I  have 
made  inquiry,  and  I  am  informed  that 
the  structure  in  question  can  hardly  be 
desiguate<l  a  bridge.  It  consists  of 
two  joints  of  timl>er  about  six  feet  long, 
with  slabs  forming  a  footway  of  about 
18  inches  in  width,  and  that  it  has  no 
hand-rail  upon  it*  The  structure  in 
question,  it  is  stated,  was  erected  by  the 
owner  of  some  cottages  adjoining  the 
river  for  the  convenience  of  Ins  tenants, 
and  has  not  been  recognised  as  a  public 
Ijrldge.  One  end  of  the  structure  is  iu 
the  Wrexham  Highway  District,  and 
the  other  in  the  Hope  and  Ha  ward  en 
District,  1  am  informed  that  the  Wrex- 
liam  Highway  Bonrtl  took  prompt  stops^ 
a^  soon  as  the  dangerous  place  w^as 
brought  to  their  notice,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  doing  whatever  lay  in  their  power 
to  remedy  it,  and  that  they  have  no 
doubt  that  they  will  have  the  co-opera- 
tion of  the  Hope  and  Hawaideo  District 
Board  in  the  matter. 
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ALLEGED  DIMINUTION  IN  INCOMES  OF 
NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 

Mr,  KNOX  (Cavitn,  W,)  :  On  be- 
half  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cavarj, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  8eeretary  to  thti 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irclaud  whether,  in 
view  of  the  decrease  iu  the  imtioaal 
teachers'  capitation  grant  from  4s,  8d.  to 
38.  8d.  per  head^  the  Govertmient  iutemi 
to  take  any  steps  to  increase  the  fund  in 
the  manner  contemphiteil  by  the  Educa- 
tion Act  ;  whetiier  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  deceased  teachers  receive 
anything  from  the  pension  fund  ;  and,  if 
60,  under  what  eonditionn  ;  whether,  in 
&  recent  case  in  County  Cavau^  tlie 
widow  and  orphans  of  a  teacher  who 
died  after  34  years'  service  received  no 
allowance ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  publish  an  Actuarial  Report 
showing  the  state  of  the  pension  fund  at 
the  present  time^  and  announce  any 
ehan^eB  they  propose  to  make  in  its 
regulation  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Education 
Act  of  1892  provides,  in  abolition  or  re- 
lief of  school  fee.^,  a  sum  of  £210,0tK*  a 
year  for  tlie  teachers  over  and  above  all 
the  other  Farliatnentary  grants.  The 
distribution  of  this  sum  takes  place 
uoder  the  foHowiog  heads  : — («)  A 
capitation  allowpioce  to  scliools  paid  by 
cf^pitation  ;  {b)  an  iDorea&e  of  20  per 
cent,  on  salaries  where  teachers  are  paid 
by  salaries  and  not  by  capitation  ;  (c)  a 
special  bonus  to  assistant  teachers  ;  (r/) 
a  special  allowance  to  teachers  of  small 
schools  ;  and,  (e)  after  payment  of  all 
tbcj^e  sums,  the  residue  of  the  £210,000  is 
divided  in  an  all-round  capitation  grant 
on  the  average  achool  attendance.  This 
residue  must  of  course  be  a  varying  sum 
from  year  to  year,  and  the  more  that 
must  be  paid  under  the  first  four  Bpeci- 
fied  beada  the  less  necessarily  will  be 
the  residue ;  and,  again,  as  the  average 
attendance  increases,  the  less  will  be  the 
<|uotient  of  the  availalde  residue  into 
which  the  attendance  is  divided.  But 
every  penny  of  the  £210,000  goes  to  tho 
teachers.  While  the  echuul  fees  to 
teachers  in  1893  were  about  £88,000  lerts 
than  for  the  year  1891 — the  year  pre- 
ceding the  passing  of  the  Act — the  grant 
of  £210,000  was  a  net  gain  of  £122,000, 
or  an  average  of  about  £10  per  teacher. 
There  is  no  provision  for  pensions  or 
allowances  for  the  widows  and  orphans 
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of  deceased  teachers,  excepting  the  pro- 
vision that  if  a  teacher  die  iu  tbo  service 
the  premiums  paiil  by  him  towards  bis 
pension  shall  ha  paid  to  his  legal  roprc- 
Huntativo^  with  intiircist  at  3  per  cent,  per 
annum.  The  statement  in  the  tlurd 
parugraph  ig  correct.  The  matter  re- 
ferred to  in  the  concluding  paragraph  is 
one  for  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  Is  the  right  hoo.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  the  clause  in  they 
Education  Act  referred  to  in  the  answc 
does  not  fix  an  absolute  sum  of  £210,00tf 
a  year,  but  contemplates  an  increase  in 
tlio  grant  in  proportion  to  the  increase  of 
the  Englig^b  grant,  and  that  it  was  9  per 
ceut.of  the  total  sum  granted  to  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  and  is  he  aware  that  the 
English  grant  has  increased  very  much 
more  than  was  contemplated  at  the  time  ? 

Mr.  T*  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Has  tlie  right  hou.  Gentleman  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  effect  of  this  Act  oo 
schools  where  fees  were  high  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  know 
how  far  the  gtatements  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  are  an  then  tic.  No  doubt 
wo  can  discuss  the  matter  on  tho  Edu- 
cation Estimates-  1  will  inquire  as  to 
the  question  put  bythehou.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone. 


BELFAST  PORT  OFFICE. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
\V,):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
(Toneral  why  no  decision  has  yet  been 
communicated  to  tho  members  of  th€ 
sorting  staff  of  the  Belfast  Post  Office 
who  forwarded  a  Memorial  some  \i 
months  ago  praying  that  they  might  be 
accorded  their  seniority  upon  tho  sUiff  of 
the  ortice  from  the  date  of  their  entry 
as  au?ciliaries,  and  not  from  the  date 
of  their  Civil  Service  certificate 
which  at  present  detennines  the  ordc 
of  seniority  ;  whether  the  present  dis- 
abilities of  thet»e  mcml)ers  of  the  stuff 
arise  from  causes  over  which  they  hud 
no  control,  and  is  he  aware  that  loss  of 
seniority  in  this  case  entails  pecuniary 
loss  to  the  oflicers  concertie<l ;  and 
w bother  tlie  decision  recently  given  iu 
tlie  case  of  a  mentbor  of  tlie  staff  of  the 
Dublin  Sorting  OfHce  is  applicable  io 
the  case  of  Belfast  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MouLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
The  hon.  Member  has  apparently  been 
raisinfonned*    The  Memorial  incjueetioot 
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^ar  from  haviog  hmu   left  undecided  for 

115   moDibs,   was  answered    within    six 

creeks  of  ita  receipt.     The  prayer  of  the 

IWemonal  was  that  the  order  "in   which 

|the  Memorialists  had  stood  on  their  clasB 

lor  the  last  six  years  might   be  altered, 

fciul  this,  they  were  informed,  eoulil  not 

doQo.     An  appeal  whreh  they   eub^e- 

inently  made  adduced  cases  which  were 

aot  ill  poiut.     It  is  true  that  sioce  that 

mswor    was   given  a  differeut    practice 

bas  been  introduced,  and  now  rotation  on 

t^  class  is  not  exclusively  determined  by 

|the  dates  of  the  Civil  Service  cert ihcates ; 

Dut  to  make  such  practice  retrospoctivo 

in  its  operation  is  absolutely  out  of  the 

question — introducing,    as    it  would,  an 

relemeut  of  disturbance  into  almost  every 

office  in  the  Kingdom. 

Mr.  a.  FORSTER  :  Would  it  not  be 
^  cissible  to  remedy  the  grievance  in  cases 
''In  which  the  default  in  iBsuing  the  certi- 
ficates was  in   no  way  due  to  remissness 
|oii  the  part  of  the  persoa  appointee],  the 
^ievancoin  such  cases  being  attributable 
'"1j6  action  of  the  Post  Office? 

Ir.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think  it 
rould    be    possible   without    doing    an 
Injustice  to  other  members  of  the  staC 
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THE  EX-CHIEF  CONSTABLE  OF 
WARWICKSHIKE. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.K,  Rugby): 
beg  r<o  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Ihe  Home  Department  whether  he  has 
ret  received  any  communication  from  the 
loint  Committee  of  the  County  of  War- 
rick with  respect  to  Mr.  Kinchaut's 
pension  in  accordance  with  the  resolution 
aSBod   by  the   Committee  some  weeks 

•The  secretary  oi^  STATE  rem 
THE    HOME     DEPARTMENT    (Mr, 

IsQuiTH,  Fife,  E,) ;  Yes  f  and  an  answer 
i&3  been  sent. 

I     .  I 

TAK  DUBLIN  IHiAiNAVtl'j  SCHEME. 
Mk.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  :  1  beg  to 
i^sk  tlie  Secretury  of  State  for  War  whc* 
■Jier  ho  is  aware  that  the  proposed  new 
Irainage  scheme  for  Dublin  is,  if  carried 
iut,  likely  to  cost  at  Iciist  £500,000  : 
Liat,  in  addition  to  the  cost  of  constrnc- 
P*on,  an  aniuia!  ciuirge  of  £12»000  for 
fjainteuaucc  will  be  thrown  on  the  rate- 
jiayers ;  that  the  scheme  has  been  dis- 
iipproved  of  by  the  chief  sanitary  ex- 
erts, except  the  engineer  w^ho  deTised 


it ;  and  that  the  Corporation,  not  with 
standing  the  protests  of  all  the  Dublin 
newspapers  except  one,  and  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  ratepayers  in  public  moot- 
ings,  have  refused  to  grant  any  inquiry 
into  the  merits  of  the  scheme  ;  and  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Wiir 
Office  is  the  largest  ratepayer  in  Dublin, 
before  proceedings  further  with  the 
negotiations  for  the  sale  of  the  Pigeon 
House  Fort,  he  will  call  for  n  Report  on 
the  merits  of  the  scheme  from  the  Royal 
Engineers  Corps  iu  Dublin  ? 

♦The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr,  Woouall, 
Hauley)  :  The  Secretary  of  State 
IS  not  informed  of  the  estimated 
ultimate  cost  to  the  City  of  Dublin 
of  its  proposed  drainage  scheme,  nor 
of  the  difterence  of  opinion  that  may 
exist  in  Dnblin  on  the  subject.  Any 
agreement  with  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin  in  regard  to  Pigeon  House  Fort 
will  be  based  on  a  full  consideration  of 
all  the  conditions  essential  to  the  agree- 
ment as  fur  as  the  War  Department  18 , 
concerned. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Has  the  Secretary  for 
War  ever  called  for  or  received  any 
Report  from  the  Royal  Engineer  Corps 
on  the  merits  of  this  scheme  ? 

•Mk.  WOODALL  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  the 
Royal  Engineers  have  contiunally  advised 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  merits 
of  the  scheme,  so  far  as  it  affects  War 
Department  property » 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Is  there  any  objection  to 
laying  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Engineers 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

*Mu.  WOODALL :  1  do  not  think  I 
can  undertake  to  publish  what,  after  all, 
is  merely  a  Departmental  Report, 

RAILWAY  RATE3  AT  BOIXE. 

Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  *  L 
beg  to  ask  the  Presitlent  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  he  aware  that  traders  in  Boyle 
have  to  pay  £4  per  wagon  of  six  tons  by 
rail  from  Dublin,  while  traders  in  Sligo, 
which  is  30  miles  further^  have  only  £3 
to  pay;  and  will  he  have  inquiries  insti- 
tuted and  remonstrance  made  with  a  view 
to  the  removal  of  this  state  of  things  ? 

♦The  president  ot  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Buyce,  Aberdeen,  H,)t 
The  hon»  Member  does  not  state  the 
particular  description  ot*  traffic  on  which 
the  rates  he  quotes  are  charged  :  if  be 
will    give    further    particrdars    I    will 
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comma  nicatc  with  the  Com  pa  07.  Poti- 
sibly  «ca  competition  hiis  something  to 
do  with  the  diflReultv. 

Mi«.  BODKIN  :  I  believe  the  imffic 
(iarried  is  larjLCelv  porter. 

•Mu.  HRYCE  :  Perhaps  the  boii.Gen- 
t Ionian  will  seud  me  a  letter  ou  the 
subject. 
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regards  the  votes  of  tlie  official  members 
of  the  Legifilalive  CoiiDcil,  there  will  be 
wo  differenee  between  the  Buhar  Survey 
Bill  Hnd  any  other  Govorumont  meiisure. 
The  further  Papers  moved  for  by  my 
hoij.  Friend  were  laid  upon  the  Table 
ou  the  6th  of  July,  aud  wero  distributed 
to  Members  to-day* 


BEHAR  CADASTRAL  PURVEY, 
Mr.  KNATCIIBULL-IIUGESSEN 

(Kent,  FavershHm)  :  J  beg  t^  ask  the 
Secretary  of  Stare  for  lodia  whe- 
ther the  Government  of  Bengal,  or  the 
Government  of  India,  propose  to  intro- 
duce into  the  local  Legislative  Couueil  a 
measure  t-o  legalise  their  owe  interpreta- 
tiou  of  the  words  **a  local  urea/"  in  the 
Bengal  Tenaney  Act,  iu  opposition  to 
high  legal  Hiithorlty,  so  as  to  enable  them 
to  impose  further  taxation  on  the  land 
of  Belmr  for  the  purposes  of  the  Behar 
Cadastral  Survey ;  whether  those  Go- 
vernments propose  also  to  empower  tliem- 
seJves  to  collect  by  a  tiummary  process 
frf>m  each  landlord  all  his  tenants  shares, 
in  additiou  to  his  own  share,  of  the  costi* 
of  the  Cadastral  Survey,  the  landlord 
being  left  to  recoup  himself  as  best  he 
can  by  the  ordinury  tedious  process  of 
law  ;  whether  the  local  oflncers  have  re* 
ported  that  this  pro<'edurc  will  embitter 
the  relations  l»erween  the  landlords  and 
the  tenants  of  Behar,  without  reconciling 
the  tenants  to  the  Govenimeut  survey 
policy  t  whether  the  official  members  of 
the  Legislative  CV»uucil  will  be  per- 
mitfed  to  vote  on  these  questions  as  they 
thiok  fit ;  ami  whether  the  further 
correspondence,  incbidiug  the  Reports  of 
tlie  local  officers,  can  be  subuutted  to 
Pnrliameut  before  the  Debate  ou  the 
Indian  Budget  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  IL  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
proposal  such  as  is  suggestetl  in  the  first 
clause  of  the  question.  The  Governmeut 
of  India  are  acting  ou  the  advice  of  their 
Advocate  General  as  to  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  words  "  local  areii."  It  is 
proposed  to  collect  the  costs  of  the  Survey, 
so  far  as  that  cost  is  not  borne  by  the 
Government,  from  and  through  the  lauil- 
lords,  by  the  same  procedure  as  that  by 
which  the  road  cess  has  been  collecteii 
during  the  pact  23  years,  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  Reports  Ijy  local  officers  to 
the  eflfect  meutioneil  in  the  questiou.    As 

Mr,  Iirt/C€ 


ANNUAL  LEAVE  IK  THE  POtiT  OFKICK. 

Mtt,  COHEN  (Isliugtoii,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Poatuiaster  Gcperal  if  he  is 
prepared  to  grant  t4>  the  senior  officers  of 
the  Post  Office  an  extension  of  their 
annual  leave,  iu  accordance  with  Clause  1 
of  the  Order  in  Council  of  15th  Auguel, 
1890? 

Mu.  A.  MORLEY  :  Clause  7  of  the 
Order  in  Council,  1890,  provides  a 
maximum  limit  for  leiive  beyond  wbioli 
Heads  of  Departments  are  not  at  lil^erty 
to  go.  Any  extension  of  annual  leave 
iu  so  large  a  Department  as  the  Pf>st 
Office  involves  sucli  grave  huancial  and 
admiuif^trative  considerations  that  1  am 
not  disposed  to  overrule  the  decisioa  at 
which  uiy  predecessor  (Mr.  Rnikoa) 
arrived  on  tlie  subject. 

Mh.  COHEN  :  Is  the  right  hoii. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  amount  of 
leave  gniuted  to  the  senior  officers  doea 
not  amouor  to  the  maximum  referred  to^ 
find  that  iu  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Departments  the  full  leave  Is 
given  ? 

Mr.  A.  MORLKY  :  1  am  nor  nwar^ 
of  that. 

ALLEGED  WRONGFTfL  I3frHTH0KMKNT 
Kl  LEIGH. 
Mr.  WOODS  (Lancashire,  S-E., 
Inc^)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Socretjiry  of 
State  for  tlie  Home  Department  if  bi» 
iilteutiou  has  been  called  to  the  alleg^. 
wrongful  imprisonment  of  Charles  Barton 
at  the  Leigh  Police  Court,  Lancashire, 
ou  Monday,  Jidy  30;  whether  lie  la 
aware  that  at  the  hearing  of  tlie  case 
evidence  was  given  by  four  witnesses 
that  Bartou  was  at  Astley,  which  ia 
more  tbau  a  mile  from  the  place  where 
the  assault  was  committed  ou  the  police 
constable,  at  the  lime  when  the  offence 
was  committed,  and  that  not  one  single 
independent  witness  gave  evidence 
Hgainst  Barton  ;  whether  be  is  aware 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Magistrates  ad- 
mitteil  that  the  evidetice  sboweil   thai 
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Barton  was  not  present  wheu  tlio  assault 
watt  oomrnittoJ,  aud  tliat  Sergeant  GleJ- 
iiill  and  Police  Coustablo  Shaw  Sfiw 
two  persons  named  Speak  man  and 
Leeeli  on  the  Sunday,  the  day  previous 
to  the  hearing,  and  were  told  that 
Burton  wati  at  A^tley  at  the  time  the 
offence  was  committed  at  Tyhlesley  ; 
that  the  two  policemen  refrained  from 
*fivin^  thiii  evidence  at  the  trial  ;  and 
that  the  Magistrates  convicted  Barton 
on  the  ground  that  be  might  have  been 
preiSeut ;  and  if  he  will  cau«e  a  strict 
inquiry  into  the  eircumstiince.'^  nuiler 
which  he  has  Ueen  eoitvicte^l  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  had  careful 
inquiry  uiiidc,  and  have  received  a  Report, 
together  with  the  evidence,  from  the 
Cterk  to  the  Magistrates  by  whom  the 
case  was  heard.  Evidence  Wiis  given 
hy  throe  witnesses  on  Barton*s  behalf  a^ 
to  hi^  whereabouts  on  the  night  of  the 
assault,  but  on  the  other  hand  police 
constable  Duncan,  who  was  itorro  bo  rated 
by  another  police  constable,  swore  posi- 
tively that  wheu  he,  Duncan,  w^as  on 
the  ground  Barton  came  up  and  kicked 
liim  on  the  leg  ;  that  he  knew  Barton 
well,  and  called  out  to  him,  **  I  nee  yon, 
Barton,*'  and  Barton  hung  down  his 
head  and  ran  to  the  back  of  the  crowd, 
Tlie  Chairman  did  not  admit  that  the 
^videuee  showed  that  Barton  was  not 
present  when  the  afit^anlt  was  committed* 
On  the  contrary,  he  said  that  the  Magia- 
trates  ^ielieve<i  the  evidence  of  the  police. 
Serjeant  G  led  hill  and  police  constable 
Shaw  were  told  by  Spcakmau  and  Leech 
on  Simday  before  the  hearing  that  Bar- 
ton was  at  Astley  at  the  time  the  offence 
was  committed  at  Tyhlesley,  Tl»e  con- 
stables  could  not  themselves  give  tbia 
evidence.  At  the  hearing  Speak  man 
wan  a  wituea*^.  Leech  was  not.  It  was 
ihonght  his  evidence  would  be  imma- 
leriab  He  spoke  to  the  defendant  being 
at  Astley  at  7  and  at  10  o'clock,  hnt  the 
atibnult  took  place  at  9.30.  I  see  no 
rcMisuti  to  question  the  jnsiice  of  this  de- 
ciiiiou  or  the  propriety  of  the  sentence. 

THE  MILITARY  COKTHIBUTION  OK  THE 
STRAITS  SETTLKMKNT8. 
Mr,  HENNIKER  HEA TON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tnry  of  State  for  the  Colonies  what  ia 
tb<^  cause  of  the  delay  in  coming  to  a 
decision  as  to  the  amount  of  the  contri- 
bution to  be  paid  for  military  expendi- 


ture by  the  Straits  Settlements ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  tbat  grave  dUsatis- 
faction  exists  there  in  consequence  of 
the  present  impost,  aa(l  that  a  number  of 
urgent  public  works  of  importance,  edn- 
eation,  and  postal  arrangements,  have 
been  i^estricted  in  conserjuenee  of  the  pre- 
sent rate  of  taxation  to  meet  the  miliUiry 
contribution  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THK  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar);  The 
question  affectts  three  difTereut  Depart- 
ments, and  is  one  of  considerable  com- 
plexity ;  at  the  same  time,  I  regret  the 
delay  thai  has  taken  place  in  coming  to 
a  decision  ;  and  I  hope  that  the  decision 
will  not  be  tiow  much  longer  delayed. 

WATEK  SUrPLY  TO  PARLIAMKNTARY 
COMMITTEE  CORRIDORS. 

Mic.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Couindssiouer  of 
Works  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  one  set  of  water-closets  otf  the 
Committee  Room  corridors  ia  supplieil 
from  a  cistern  from  which  water  ih  drawn 
for  domestic  purposes,  he  wilt  state  from 
what  cistern  and  source  the  drinking 
water  in  the  dining  room  and  bar  is 
obtained  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  tuk  TREA- 
SCRY  (Sir  J.  T.  IIibbekt,  Oldham): 
My  right  hon.  Friend  hns  asked  me  to 
reply  for  him*  The  drinking  water  in 
the  dining  room  and  bar  is  drawn  direct 
from  the  main  tanks  of  the  building, 

Mk.  weir  :  From  what  source  is  the 
water  obtained  ? 

Sru  J.  T*  eiBBERT  i  I  have  merely 
read  the  answer  sent  nw.  1  have  no 
doubt  the  water  is  drawn  from  a  good 
source. 

Mk.  W^EIR:  Is  it  from  the  River 
Thames  or  from  the  artesian  wells  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  IIIBBERT  :  1  am  unable 
to  answer  thiit  question. 

Mk.  weir  :  J  will  put  it  down  again. 

UBACH  NATIONAL  SCHOOL,  SWAFF- 
HAM'K  PRIOR. 
SiK  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rochester,  1  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  the  managers  of 
Reach  National  School,  Swatfham^s 
Prior,  were   warned,   in  Novecober  last 
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year,  for  not  having  a  certificated  mistress ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  thej  found 
great  difficulty  in  ohtaining  one  ;  whe- 
ther the  grant  has,  in  consequence,  been 
this  year  reduced  from  £38  to  £11  ;  whe- 
ther the  managers  have  now  complied  ; 
luid  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
(he  school  was  under  a  non-certificated 
though  efficient  mistress  for  only  about 
four  months,  he  will  reconsider  the  re- 
duction of  the  grant  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York, 
W.R.,  Rotherham)  :  This  school  was 
without  a  certificated  teacher  for  eight 
months  of  the  school  year,  ending  last 
October,  and  consequently  received  only 
four  months^  grant.  During  the  year  in 
question,  the  managers  saved  £28  158. 
on  salaries,  as  compared  with  the  pre- 
vious year,  while  the  grant  forfeited 
umounted  to  £22  6s.  4d.  They  thus  ap- 
pear to  have  made  a  clear  gain  of  between 
£6  and  £7.  A  certificated  teacher  has 
since  been  appointed.  I  see  no  reason 
for  reconsidering  the  case. 

THE  POLICE  AND  THE  BOTHWELL 
PARK  MINERS. 

Mr.  D.CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  complaint  from  a  public  meeting  in  the 
neighl)ourhoo(l,  that  the  police  were  the 
aggressors  in  a  disturbance  at  the  mining 
village  of  Bothwell  Park,  last  week  ; 
and  whether,  in  the  interests  of  the  pub- 
lic and  of  the  Police  Force,  he  has  made 
or  will  make  inquiry  into  this  com- 
plaint ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  (J.  Tkevelyax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  am  in  comnnini(;ation 
with  the  Standing  Joint  Committee  of 
Lanarkshir(»  on  the  matter  referred  to  by 
the  lion.  Member,  and  hop(i  to  have  w 
Report  from  them  of  the  circumstanc^cs 
of  the  case  to-morrow  or  next  day. 

THE    TUBERCULOSIS    COMMISSION. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  he  can  explain  the  cause  of  the 
delay  in  issuing  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission on  Tuberculosis,  and  state  when 
it  may  be  cxpecte<l  ? 

Mh.  SHAVV-LEFEVRE  :  I  stated^bn 
the  20th  of  last  month  that  I  was  in- 

Sir  F,  6\  rmvell 


formed  that  the  Commissioners  were  fullj 
aware  of  the  desirability  of  reporting  as 
early  as  possible,  that  no  pains  were 
being  spared  to  complete  the  work,  and 
that  the  Report  would  shortly  be  issued. 
I  have  no  later  information  on  the  subject. 

VENTILATION    AT    ST.    STEPHBN'S.    • 

Mb.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Comniissioner  of  Works  if  he  will  state 
why  no  effect  has  been  given  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Ventilation,  1891,  that  the 
extraction  shafts,  common  to  all  the 
rooms,  be  furnished  with  non-return  or 
back-pressure  valves,  in  order  to  prevent 
down  draughts,  and  that  the  existing 
ventilating  furnace  arrangements  be 
improved  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  whole  of 
the  improvements  in  the  ventilation  of 
this  building  which  were  recommended 
by  the  Select  Committee  of  1891  have 
been  carried  out. 

Mr.  weir  :  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  declared  the  other  day  that  no 
alteration  had  been  made*  I  shall  have 
to  put  another  question  on  this  subject. 

THE  INDIAN    BUDGET. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether,  before  the  Indian 
Budget  comes  on  for  discussion,  he  will 
have  circulated,  or  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  Members,  in  the  Vote  Office,  Copies 
of  the  House  of  Lords  Paper  containing 
the  discussion  in  the  Viceroy's  Council 
on  the  Tariff  Bill,  and  the  dissents  of  the 
Memhers  of  the  Council  of  Ipdia  on  that 
subject  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  have  taken 
the  necessary  steps  for  having  the  Paper 
referred  to  sent  to  the  Vote  Office. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  (Man- 
Chester,  N.W.)  :  Is  there  any  objection 
to  publishing  the  correspondence  which 
has  taken  place  between  the  Indian 
Government  mid  the  India  Office  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  II.  II.  FOWLER  :  The  corre- 
spondence  is  still  going  on. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
whether  the  Government  would  arrange 
before  the  Dobate  was  taken  to  have 
printed  for  the  use  of  Members  a  list  of 
the  tariifs  ? 

Mr.  H.  II.  FOWLER  said,  he  thought 
that  would  be  include<l  in  the  Return. 
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DENtTNClATlOKS  OF  T.AND-OBABBERS 
IN  COUNTY  ROSCOMMON, 
Mr.  W.  KENNY^  (Dubliu,  St.  Sto- 
pliou'a  Greeti)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  CLuef 
Hoonitiiry  to  the  Lorti  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land if  hU  atttJutioQ  has  been  drawa  to 
thu  fact  that  a  large  meeting  was  held 
ill  Muckiiiagh,  Couuty  Roscommou,  on 
y  utujay,  tbe  otU  iti@taiU^  for  the  purpose  of 
^^  iig  the  floiidiict  of  a  fanner  who 

li  a  an  evicted  farm  on  tlie  estate 

of  Major  Bulfo,  at  which  speeches  were 
made  urging  the  people  uot  to  save  the 
grabber's  meadow,  to  keep  an  eyo  on 
tlie  »ho[>lcc*^pors  wjxo  were  in  the  habit 
of  receiving  him,  and  then  he  would 
begin  to  see  that  the  people  would  not 
tolerate  Bueh  reptiles  in  the  couutrj  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  James 
Neary  also  a-poke  at  the  meeting  and 
etiiid  they  had  assembled  there  to  dii^cuss 
the  accnrined  83''stera  of  land-grabbing  ; 
if  this  Mr.  Neary  has  been  recently 
created  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  ;  if  any 
steps  were  taken  by  the  Police  Authorities 
to  prohibit  the  meeting  or  make  any  of 
the  parties  at  it  amenable  ;  and  whether 
Mr*  Neary '8  language  will  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 

Mu,  BODKIN :  Is  there  anything 
illegal  in  a  meeting  held  to  discuss  the 
system  of  land-grabbing  in  Ireland  ? 

"  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion on  which  I  am  not  prepared  to  ex- 
press a  general  opinion,     Ca.'^es  must  be 

111  jod  cm  their  own  merits,  A  meeting 
hold  near  Muckinatj;h  on  the  date 
mentioned  In  the  question  on  the  Paper 
for  tiie  purpose  of  condemning  land- 
grabbin<j^^  and  speeches  to  the  effect 
stated  were  made  on  the  occasion^  About 
600  persons  were  present  at  the  meeting. 
The  police  ha<I  instructions  not  to  allow 
the  meeting  to  be  held  within  a  mile  of 
the  farm  to  which  reference  is  made  in 
the  qnestton.  The  reply  to  the  third 
and  fourth  paragraphs  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. I  sbail  bring  the  language  of  Mr. 
Xi  iiry  under  the  notice  of  the  Lord 
(  tittncellor-  The  other  speeches  made 
on  llio  occasion  of  the  meeting  are  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Law 
Officen*. 

LK\^KL  CROi=?RrNOS  ON  THE  BELFAST 
AND  COUNTY  DOWN  KAlLWAV. 
Mr,  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to   asik    the  Pre?*ident  of  the  Board   of 


Trade  whether  a  Memorial  has  been 
presented  to  the  Board  of  Trade  calling 
attention  to  a  level  crossing  on  the  Bel- 
fast and  County  Down  Railway,  near 
Helen's  Bay,  which  is  alleged  to  bo  dan- 
gerous to  the  public  ;  and  wliothor  snoh 
danger  exists  ;  and»  if  so,  whether  any- 
thing has  been  done  or  can  be  done  in 
the  matter  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Yet*,  Sir ;  I  have  seen 
the  Memorial  referred  to.  The  crossing 
is  an  ordinary  occupation  cros»iu|tf,  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  no  powers  over 
it.  An  Inspecting  OHicer  of  this  Board 
recently  visitcnl  the  piace^  and  a*l vised 
the  Board  that  there  was  nothing  excep- 
tionally dangerous  iu  the  crossing  or  its 
surroundings.  I  fear  nothing  can  be 
done  iu  the  matter,  as  the  Act  of  1863 
affects  only  turnpike  roads  and  pubUc 
carriage  roads, 

THE  WIOAN  POLICE  AND  PUBLIC 

MEETINGS. 

Mr.  woods  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  boon 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  on  the  7th  instant, 
while  a  public  meeting  was  being  held 
near  the  tram  terminus  in  Wigan^  and  in 
consequence  of  a  drunken  man  disturb- 
ing the  meeting,  the  police  officer  ordered 
the  meeting  to  be  broken  up,  took  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  chairman 
and  lecturer,  and  threatened  to  summon 
them  :  whether  the  police  officer  had  any 
authority  to  or*ler  a  peacealtly -conducted 
meeting  to  V>c  thus  broken  up  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  proposes  to  tnke  any  steps  to 
remedy  the  action  of  the  police  officer  ? 

Mr!  A8QUITH  :  Yes;  intpiiry  has 
been  made  and  a  lieport  received  from 
the  police  of  Wigau  from  which,  and 
from  the  statement  of  another  witnois, 
it  appears  that  the  police  constable  had 
to  interfere  in  order  to  stop  two  figbls, 
He  <lid  not  broak  up  the  meeting;,  though 
he  reqnested  tlie  s]>caker  to  desist,  and 
took  his  name.  The  speaker,  I  am  in- 
formetl,  continued  lecturing  for  an  hour 
afterwards. 

GOVERNMENT  PUINTINO  CON  IHACTS 
ANO  THE  FAIR  WAGES  REHOLUTION. 
Mr.  woods  :  I  beg  rti  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  ^be  Treasury  if  he  is  aware  that 
among  the  compositors  and  associated 
employers   in   the   printing   of    London 
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there  exists  great  dissatisf action  respect- 
ing the  manner  in  which  Government 
contracts  for  printing  are  let,  some  of 
which  have  been  let  to  firms  who  neither 
pay  the  standard  rates  of  wages,  and 
work  more  hours  than  is  recognised  bj 
the  Employers^  Printing  Association  and 
the  London  Compositors'  Society  ;  and 
whether,  in  future,  the  Government  will 
give  effect  to  the  successive  Resolutions 
passed  by  the  House  of  Commons  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  of  letting  contracts, 
by  inserting  into  all  future  Government 
printing  contracts  a  clause  making  it 
imperative  that  the  wages  paid  and  the 
hours  worked  shall  be  those  recognised 
in  the  London  scale  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  assume  that 
my  hon.  Friend  refers  to  the  firm  of 
Messrs.  Eyre  and  Spottiswoode.  I  have 
already  made  inquiries,  and  the  informa- 
tion at  my  disposal  appears  to  show  that, 
taken  as  a  whole,  the  wages  paid  by  the 
firm  in  question  in  their  nou-Union  house 
are  as  liberal  as  those  paid  in  their  Union 
house  and  other  Union  houses,  and  that 
the  normal  hours  are  the  same.  As  regards 
overtime  (which,  I  am  assured,  is  very 
limited  in  amount)  and  the  alleged  diverg- 
ences from  the  London  scale  of  prices,  I 
propose  to  see  a  representative  of  the 
firm  and  to  make  further  inquiries  from 
him,  and  if  the  facts  should  constitute  in 
my  judgment  a  breach  of  the  Resolution 
of  the  House,  I  should  not  hesitate  to 
take  action. 

THE  CROFTERS'  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether,  in  order 
to  carry  the  Crofters*  Act  Amendment 
BUI  this  Session,  he  will  arrange  for  an 
Autumn  Session  to  pass  that  Bill  and 
any  other  pressing  measures  ?  The  hon. 
Member,  in  putting  the  question,  said  he 
desired  to  amend  it  by  inserting,  after  the 
word  "  whether "  in  the  first  line,  the 
phrase  "  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
Government  decline  to  use  the  closure." 
He  further  asked  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  abandoned  all  hope  of 
passing  this  Bill  during  the  present 
Session  ;  and  whether  it  was  within  his 
recollection  that  only  last  week  he  advised 
tli(3  Highland  Members  not  to  abandon 
all  hope  of  this  Bill  passing  this  Session. 

I)u.  MACGREGOR(Iuverness-ghire): 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replies 

J/r.  H'oods 


— [^Opposition  laughter \ — lam  glad  my 
getting  up  has  so  agreeable  an  effect  on 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  creates  so  much 
merriment — I  wish  to  ask  him,  beiug 
specially  interested  in  this  subject,  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  I  can  neither 
endorse  nor  approve  of  the  suggestions 
contained  in  the  question  of  my  hon. 
Friend  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
If  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Dr.  Mac- 
gregor)  cannot  agree  with  my  hou. 
Friend  below  me  (Mr.  Weir)  he  cannot 
expect  that  I  can  coincide  with  this 
suggestion,  and  when  my  hon.  Friend 
talks  of  abandoning  all  hope,  be  may  re- 
member there  was  an  ancient  inscription 
to  that  effect,  and  I  believe  it  might  be 
written  over  the  door  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  middle  of  August.  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  gratify  the  wish  of 
my  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  weir  :  May  I  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  many  of  the  Irish 
Members  are  prepared  to  sacrifice  their 
holiday  on  the  altar  of  duty,  and  to  stop 
here  in  this  House  in  order  to  advance 
legislation,  not  only  for  the  Highland 
Crofters,  but  for  the  masses  of  the  people 
of  the  country. 

[No  answer  was  given]. 

HEVER  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  if  he  can  now  state 
under  what  conditions  the  grant  of  £10 
which  has  been  withheld  from  Hever 
Schools,  Kent,  will  be  paid  to  the 
managers  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  As  I  informed  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  23rd  of  July,  this 
grant  will  be  paid  if  the  managers 
satisfy  the  Department  that  the  condi- 
tions of  the  Code  as  to  population  are 
satisfied. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN  :  Is 
it  not  a  fact  there  is  not  sufficient  time 
to  get  it  done  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  There  is  time. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSC  AWEN  : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expect 
managers  to  take  a  private  census  of 
their  own  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  we  con- 
stantly ask  for  one  in  all  parts  of  the 
country. 
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ForeeuMis^ 


n.ASHMOKK    CONSTABUr.AUY 
liARUACK. 

CArruN  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  On 
lie  half  of  the  hao.  Meml>er  for  West 
Wttterford,  I  beg  to  ask  tbeCbief  Secre- 
i^tj  to  tUe  Lord  Lieureoaiit  of  Ireluud 
whether  the  defective  i^aiiitary  coiHlition 
of  thecouritabulury  hftrrrtck  at  Cla^liinor e, 
CouDty  Water  ford,  has  Iwen  reported 
upon  hy  Dr.  O'Ryati,  sanitary  officer  of 
tho  dbtrict  ;  and  whether,  withiu  the 
past  few  months,  three  coivstahles  and  a 
sergeant  have  had  to  be  removed  there* 
from  to  liospital  suffering  from  typhoid 
fever ;  and,  if  io,  are  steps  in  progrestj 
for  retidering  the  barrack  safe  for  occu- 
pation ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY:  The  defective 
fanitary  condition  of  the  constabulary 
barrack  referred  to  has  been  reported  on 
by  Dr.  Oliyan,  medical  attendant  to  the 
Coustabuhuy  at  that  pOfit,  and  within  the 
past  ^ix  mouths  a  sergeant  and  a  cau> 
stable  were  removed  to  hospital  suffering 
from  typhoid  fever.  Auotber  constable 
has  also  fallen  ill,  though  it  m  not  yet 
known  whetlier  he  suffers  from  typhoid. 
The  position  of  this  harraek  is  con* 
aid^red  to  be  au  utdjealthy  one,  and  there 
being  no  other  suitable  house,  the  station 
is  being  aboHahed,  with  the  concurrence 
of  Government. 

8TRABAKK  RATE  COLLECTIOK, 
Mk.  T.  M.  flEALV  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secrttury  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  it  lias  been 
brought  to  bis  notice  that  James  Craig, 
Bate  Collector,  Strahane  Union,  is  in 
arrear  with  his  col  lection,  £r'U2^  in  con- 
sequence of  which  8onie  voters  must  Ims 
disfinalifiedfor  nou-puymcntof  rates  at  the 
forthcoming  revision  for  North  Tyrone  ; 
whether  Craig  furnished  the  Clerk  of 
Union  with  any  list  of  defaulters,  so  rhnt 
official  olijections  might  l»e  entered  on 
the  Voters  List  for  non-pHyoient  of  ratcii; 
whether  the  private  oh  jet' tor  for  the 
North  Tyrone  Nationali8t»,  John  Torisli, 
applied  for  and  was  reftised  ()er mission 
to  inspect  the  list  of  defaulters,  if  sueb 
exists  ;  whether,  last  year,  a  number  of 
persons  in  Craig *b  collection,  who  had 
nut  paid  rates,  were  allowed  without 
object iou  to  remain  on  the  Regiater ; 
and  wliether  the  Government  will  secure 
that  private  ol»jec tors  for  political  parties 
iu  North  Tyrone  aud  elsewhere  shall  be 


allowed  free  access  to  all  Poor  Ijjiw 
records  and  tloeuments  on  whieli  the 
right  to  the  f ranch ise  depends,  so  that  if, 
whether  by  mistake^  negloet,  or  any 
other  cause  the  Union  officials  fail  in 
their  duty,  an  opportunity  may  Iw  given 
to  correct  errors  in  time  to  affect  the 
Register  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  rei^ivcil  a 
Report  from  the  Local  Government 
Bo.'ird  on  this  qnestion  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  but  as  there  are  certain 
matters  in  respect  of  which  I  desire  Home 
further  information,  I  shall  ho  glad  if  ho 
will  defer  it  until  Thursday  next, 

Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY  :  As  the  rale 
eoUector  Ims  again  refnsed  our  LisjK^ctor 
access  to  his  Ijooks,  will  the  rigiu  hon. 
Gentleman  call  his  attention  to  the  faet 
that  he  is  actiug  contrary  to  Aet  of 
Parliament  ? 

Mu.  J,  MORLEY  :  I  will  cause 
immediate  iutjvnry  to  be  made, 

RKFUSAL  TO  GUAKT  AN  ARMS 
LrCENCE. 

Cai^tain  DONELAN;  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Mayo,  I  Ijeg 
to  ask  thi*  Chief  iSeeretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  give  any 
reason  why  J.  T.  Staunton,  rural  postman 
in  Achlll  Island,  was  refnsed  a  gun 
licence  by  the  Resident  Magistrate  at 
BelmuUet,  although  he  was  informed 
that  the  only  object  iu  getting  a  gun 
was  for  the  purpose  of  shooting  seiils  and 
selling  the  skins  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY:  The  Resident 
Magistrate  informs  me  that,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  discretion  vested  in  him  by 
law,  he  decliuetl  to  issue  an  arms  licenee 
to  the  person  named  in  the  question.  It 
would  he  contrary  to  practice  to  state 
the  reasons  which  influenced  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrate  tn  refnsing  to  grant  the 
licence  In  thi»  or  other  cases.  Rut  I  am 
not  Hatisfied  with  thei*e  reasons,  and  I  am 
of  opinion  the  man  shotiM  have  the 
licence. 

HARVEBT    WKATHKR     FORECASTS. 

Mr.  HUGH  HO  ARE  (Cambridge. 
Chesterton)  i  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  the 
experiment  now  being  made  in  Cam- 
bridgeshire and  some  other  counties, 
whereby  the  Meteorological  Society  tele- 
graph the  weather  forecast  at  3.30  p.m. 
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for  the  next  24  hours  to  certaiu  country 
po8t  offices,  could  uot  bo  nmdo  more 
thorough  aud  useful  by  liin  arraugiug 
with  the  rostmaster  General  for  him  to 
direct  that  the  rural  postmeu  shall  con- 
vey a  copy  of  the  telegram  to  villages 
where  they  deliver  letters,  but  which  are 
uot  within  easy  reach  of  the  telegraph 
office  ;  aud  whether,  for  example,  a  copy 
of  the  telegraphic  forecast  now  sent  to 
the  small  village  of  Arriugton  could  be 
given  to  the  rural  postman  who  delivers 
in  Orwell,  Wimpole,  Croydon,  and 
Tadlow,  aud  affixed  outside  these  post 
offices  for  the  l>euefit  of  farmers  and 
others  ? 

TiiK  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Waldeu)  :  The  sugges- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  is,  I  think,  well 
worth  consideration,  and  1  shall  be  very 
glad  to  confer  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Postmaster  General  respecting  it  in 
the  event  of  the  continuance  next  year 
of  the  arrangements  for  the  telegraphic 
transmission  of  the  weather  forecasts  to 
rural  districts.  Tho.se  arrangements, 
however,  come  to  an  end  very  shortly,  so 
fur  as  the  present  year  is  concerned,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  would  Ix)  practicable  to 
extend  them  as  proposed  within  the 
limits  of  the  time  which  still  remains. 

THK  IRISH  LAND  AND  MIGKATION 
COMrANY. 

Mr.  T.  M.  IIEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  SecreUiry  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  letter  published  by  His  Emi- 
nence Cardinal  Logue  respecting  the 
Irish  Land  aud  Migration  Company  and 
the  dealings  of  the  Government  there- 
with, especially  as  to  the  free  gift  of 
£50,000  by  the  State ;  and  will  any  ex- 
planation be  called  for  from  any  person 
concerned,  or  is  it  intended  to  take  any 
notice  of  or  call  for  any  reply  to  the 
statements  of  His  Eminence  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  liave  seen  the 
letter.  As  the  question  did  uot  appear 
on  the  Paper  until  Saturday,  I  have  not 
had  time  to  get  the  information. 


THE  SOUTH  MKATH  POLLING  LISTS. 
Mk.  T.  M.  HKALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
thtj  Chid'  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  who  is  responsible  for 
the  denial  of  the  allegations   as  to  the 

J/a  lluyh  Jloarc 
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insertions  of  controverted  names  on  the 
Dunshaughlin  Polling  List  for  South 
Meath  ;  will  he  order  a  copy  of  the 
Hegistor  to  be  sent  over  for  his  personal 
inspection  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  inquire  of 
the  police  at  Ashbourne  Barracks,  where 
the  1894  list  is  exhibited,  whether  or  not 
the  names  appear  on  it ;  and  has  he  any 
further  information  from  the  Revising 
Barrister  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY:  As  regards  the 
seven  names  to  which  the  question 
refers,  I  find  that  Brien  Carney  is  on 
the  Register  for  1894.  Five  of  the  seven 
names  are  on  tlie  Bup{)lementary  list 
for  this  year,  but  these  persons  will  uot 
1)0  entitled  to  the  franchise  until  the 
supplemental  list  has  been  revised  at  the 
ensuing  revision.  This  supplemental 
list  when  revisecl  will  form  part  of  the 
Register  for  1895,  but  the  persons  com- 
prised in  it  are  not  ipso  facto  entitled  to 
the  franchise  for  1894.  The  list,  lam 
advised,  forms  no  part  of  the  Register 
for  1894.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
in  his  previous  question  inquired  whether 
the  seven  names  appear  on  the  present 
Register,  and  my  reply,  which  was  based 
on  the  Report  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace, 
was  therefore  accumte  save  in  regard  to 
one  name — that  of  Brien  Carney. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  am  not 
satisfied  with  that  answer.  It  is  incorrect 
to  say  that  only  one  name  appears  in  the 
Register.  I  myself  produced  the  Register 
and  showed  two.  The  other  five  are  in 
the  supplemental  list.  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  going  to  tolerate  this  decep- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons  by  an 
official  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  alrewly 
given  orders  for  a  remonstrance  to  be 
addressed  to  him. 

Mr.  DODl)  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  In 
what  way  could  this  official  be  dis- 
charged ? 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  have  bad 
occasion  to  put  five  questions  in  regard 
to  this  list.  Inasmuch  as  the  majority 
for  South  Meath  is  only  oO  and  the 
questions  put  affect  30  names,  will  the 
right  hon.  (ientlenmn  send  down  an  In- 
s|)e(!tor  to  hold  an  inciuiry,  sw<»rn  or  other- 
wise, into  the  circunisluntM.'s? 

Mk.  .1.  MOULEV  :  Not  being  satis- 
fied with  the  answers,  1  am  considering 
the  proper  way  of  dealing  with  the 
matter.     I  intend  to  go  into  it. 
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Mr,     DODD  :  Cnu    the    rijirht 
Gentleman  ant^wer  my  question  ? 
:     Mr.  T,  M.  MEALY  :    He    cu»i    l)c 
(discharged    by   the  Lord  Chaucellor   or 
uiider  the  Aci  of  1877. 

LOWESTOFT  SCHOOLS  AND  THE  EDU- 
CATION  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  H.  F08TER  (Suffolk,  Lowes- 
toft) :  I  bog  to  ai^k  tho  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  CouDcil  on  Educa- 
iiou  if  a  letter  \va.s  forwarded  to  the  De- 
pnrttncnt  in  Jnne  hist  from  the  corre- 
ipondciits  of    the    foJ lowing   sehoob  or 

oap»    of    f4chouls    in    Lowestoft,    St. 

argaret'e  Group,  Boys'  British  an*! 
GirU^  Arnold  Street,  8t.  John's 
Parochial,  and  Christ  Church,  repre- 
senting elementary  school  accommoiia- 
tiou  for  3,523  ehihiren,  requesting  au 
interview  with  the  Vice  President  upon 
various  matters  raised  by  Her  Majesty''s 
luspcctor  ;  whether  the  Chief  Inspector, 
whom  he  has  promised  to  send  to  Lowes- 
toft to  inquire  into  matters  connecte*! 
with  Christ  Ciiureh  Infant  School,  will 
be  direete*!  to  report  upon  tlieae  matters 
also,  and  for  this  pur|M>se  to  put  himself 
in  commuuieation  with  the  managers  of 
those  schools  ;  atid  oan  he  state  when 
the  Chief  Inspeetor  will  go  down  ? 

Mr.ACLAND:  I  was  obliged  todec line 
this  interview,  as  I  liave  to  decline 
many  others,  but  I  offered  an  interview 
with  one  of  the  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment. The  Seiuor  Chief  Inspector  will 
visit  Lowestoft  next  month,  atid  will 
ioquire  into  the  further  matters  raised  in 
the  question. 

THE  COURSE  OF  BDSINESS, 

Si«  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  promised 
to  miake  a  statement  to-day  with  refer- 
ence to  the  future  comhict  of  Public 
Business.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  will  look 
at  the  Order  Paper — I  need  say  nothing 
about  the  first  three  Orders  — -  the 
Eqnalisiition  of  Rates  Rill,  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  and  the  Minus 
(Eight  Hours)  Bill.  As  to  the  fourth. 
Local  Courti*  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland) 
Bill,  I  understand  that  tiiere  is  opposition 
to  that  Bill,  and  therefore  it  wnII  not  be 
pro^u^cded  witli.  I  may  say  1  have  taken 
the  n^ual  means  to  a.seertain,  as  far  as  1 
can,  how  far  any  of  the  remaining  mea- 
9uro)i  are  or  are  not  contentious  measures. 
It   ha^   been  rhe  objoit  of  the  Govern- 


ment to  clear  the  Paper  of  all  Bills  which 
they  have  reason  to  believe  are  con- 
tentious mea,snres,  and  oidy  to  leave  upon 
it  those  which  may  l»e  regarded  as  non- 
contentious,  I  believe  that  the  DiseaBes 
of  Animals  Bill,  which  is  a  cowsolidatioa 
Bill,  may  be  taken  as  non-contentioiis, 
and  it  wUl  be  proeeedcd  with.  The 
Larceny  Acts  Amendment  Bill  is,  1 
undcrbtaud,  opposed,  and  that  will  not  be 
proceeded  with.  Tho  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board  (Ireland)  Bill,  which  was 
brought  in  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  SecreUiry  and  alr^o  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Oppositioi:,  I  hope  we  may  treat 
as  strictly  a  non-contentious  measure. 
Then  comes  the  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bill,  and  Supply*  I  do  not  know  w*hc- 
thor  I  may  regard  Supply  as  nou-con- 
tentious.  As  to  the  Expiring  Laws 
Continuance  Bill,  some  objection  is  taken 
to  the  form  of  a  Schedide  in  that  Bill. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  has  taken  measures  to 
have  that  Bill  restored  to  its  original 
form,  and  therefore  I  hope  tlicre  will  bo 
no  further  oVjjection  to  It,  The  Preven- 
tion of  Cruelty  to  Chihlreu  Bill  is  a  mea- 
sure to  %vhich,  I  think,  no  objection  Is 
taken,  and  the  Copyhold  Consolidation 
Hill  is  in  a  similar  position.  Will* 
regard  to  the  Coal  Mines  (Check 
Weigher)  Bill,  1  believe  it  is  desired 
to  make  some  abaervatioua  upon  it, 
but  it  Is  not  gubstautially  opposed. 
The  measures  I  have  men tioued— with 
the  tw^o  exceptions  I  liave  indicated — are, 
I  believe,  strictly  non-contentious.  I 
understand  that  with  reference  to  other 
Bills  not  promoted  by  the  Government, 
they  will  not  be  proceeded  with,  and  the 
time  of  the  House  shall  not  be  confined 
to  those  Bills  to  which  I  have  now  re- 
ferred. I  do  not  know  that  I  have  any- 
thing further  to  say  on  the  subject. 
Later  on,  perhaps,  it  may  be  necessary, 
i%»  is  nsual  wd)on  we  get  still  neivrer  tJie 
close  of  the  Session,  to  have  a  general 
Order  suspending  the  Twelve  oVlock 
Rule,  not  with  a  view  to  late  Sittings, 
t)nt  in  order  to  eonelude  the  business. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS- BEACH  (Bristol, 
Wt)  :  Are  we  to  understand  that  to-night 
;»nd  to-tnnrrow  will  he  devoted  to  thi^ 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  antl  Supply 
be  taken  on  Wcdnesdav  ? 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT:  No;  India 
comes  after  the  Eight  Hours  BilL  I  am 
not  at  the  proseut  mom  eat  in  a  position 
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to  say  what  time  will  l)e  required  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Eight  Hours  Hill,  hut 
B.S  soon  as  that  is  over  we  shall  proc^eed 
with  the  Iniliau  discussion  and  then  with 
Supply. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigau)  :  Can 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  fix  a  date  for 
the  Elducation  Vote  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  think  it 
would  be  very  incoQvenient  to  take 
Supply  otherwise  than  in  its  regular 
course. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Is  the 
fight  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members  are  in 
favour  of  the  Local  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy (Ireland)  Bill,  and  that  it  is  only 
opposed  by  a  small  knot  of  Dublin 
solicitors  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  afraid 
it  does  not  come  within  the  category  of 
unopposed  Bills,  especially  if  it  is  op- 
posed by  solicitors. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  :  Do  we 
understand  that  the  discussion  on  India 
on  Wednesday  is  contingent  upon  the 
passing  of  the  Eight  Hours  Bill  through 
all  its  stages  to-day  or  to-morrow  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  If  all  the 
stages  were  finished  to-day  the  Indian 
business  would  be  taken  to-morrow. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
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BILL.— (No.  351.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Suaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  moved  the 
following  new  clause : — 

(Provision  for  intermediate  Census.) 

"  (1)  A  Census  shall  be  taken  for  the  purjxxse 
of  ascertaining  the  number  of  persons  present 
within  each  parish  in  the  Administrative  County 
of  London  on  the  night  of  Sunday,  the  29th  day 
of  March,  ISOO,  and  the  provisions  of  The 
Census  (England  and  Wales)  Act,  1890,  in- 
clwling  the  penal  provisions,  shall,  subject  to 
such  moditications  as  may  be  prescrilxjd  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  apply  in  the  case  of  the 
Census  so  taken  as  if  it  were  taken  in  pursuance 
of  that  Act ;  except  that  the  expenses  certified 
by  the  Registrar  General  to  have  been  incurre<l 
in  respect  of  the  Census  shall  Ix;  ]»aid  by  the 
London  County  Council  out  of  the  Eciualisation 
Fund,  and  the  amount  to  be  ap|)orti(>ned  among 
the  sanitary  districts  for  determining  the  grant 
due  shall  be  proportionately  reduced. 

Sir  W,  Har court 


(2)  The  authority  making  the  poor  rate  in 
f*arh  such  parish  shall,  in  evory  year,  make  to 
the  Local  Govenimout  Boanl  a  Return  of  tlie 
total  number  of  houses  entere<l  in  the  rate 
Ijook  of  their  parish.  The  Return  shall  be  made 
at  such  time  and  in  such  fonn.  and  the  numbers 
shall  be  ascertained,  and  the  Return  shall  be 
verified,  in  such  manner  as  may  be  prescribed. 
The  Local  Government  Boanl  shall  forwaid 
sach  Retarns  to  the  Registrar  General,  and  there- 
upon he  shall  estimate  the  population  of  the 
parish  on  the  6th  day  of  April  in  that  year,  and 
the  population  so  estimated  shall  tor  the  par- 
poses  of  this  Act  be  the  population  of  the 
parish  daring  the  12  months  beginning  on  that 

(3)  Provided  that  the  first  Return  under  this 
section,  and  a  like  Return  with  reference  to  the 
year  1891,  shall  be  made  within  six  weeks  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  the  popolatioQ 
estimated  upon  the  basis  of  snch  Retams  shall 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  be  the  popolatloa 
of  the  parish  for  the  year  beginning  on  the  6th 
day  of  April,  1894. 

(4)  Tf  any  authority  making  the  poor  rate 
fail  to  make  a  Return  under  this  section  within 
one  month  after  the  time  at  which  sach  Retim 
is  required,  each  of  the  persons  constitating  the 
authority  who  is  in  fault  shall  be  liable  on  siun- 
mary  conviction  to  a  fine  not  exceeding  £50, 
and  not  exceeding  £10  for  every  day  daring 
which  the  failure  continues  after  the  first  con- 
viction for  such  failure." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  would 
be  seen  that  under  the  new  clause  the 
Census  would  take  place  on  the  29th  of 
March.  The  cost  was  estimated  at 
£6,400.  The  Local  Government  Board 
proposed  that  an  estimate  of  the  popula- 
tion should  be  taken  in  the  years  inter- 
vening between  the  Quinquennial  Census 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill,  and  the 
Local  Authorities  were  to  advise  the 
Registrar  General  as  to  the  uumber  of 
houses  in  the  various  districts.  Under 
those  circumstances,  he  would  be  able  to 
make  a  fairly  accurate  estimate  of  the 
population  year  by  year.  The  Board 
believed  that  a  Census  every  five  years 
would  l>e  sufflcient  to  meet  the  purposes 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  the  clause  certainly 
carried  out  the  general  undertaking  given 
by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  and  he  had 
no  observation  to  make  upon  it,  except 
one  ;  and  that  was  to  ask  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  why  he  had  chosen  Sunday 
as  the  day  upon  which  to  take 
the  Census  ?  Sunday  was  a  day 
which,  in  London,  did  not  give  so 
fair  a  view  of  the  resident  inhabitants  as 
any  other  day.  There  were  certain 
townships  which  would  certainly  be 
weakened  in  population  by  taking  Sunday 
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for  tiie  Censua  day.     He  niidergtood  that 

.the  particiiliir day  wa^  the  Suuday  before 

'  Easter,  aud  he  must  say  he  did  not  tbiuk 

that   would    be   a   conveiHeDt  day.      A 

Sunday  ought   Dot   to  be    takeu   at   all 

I  except  for  dome  special  coiisidemtioQ. 

•Mu.  COHEN  gaid»  he  should  like  to 
l«8k  whether  the  right  hon.  Gemlem&u 
Hiftd  ua@iire<l  himself  that  six  week&  was 
141  siifHeieut  |)enod  to  give  tUe  Local 
[-Authorities  for  the  preparation  of  the 
^tirst  lieturus  ?  Perhaps  the  rigbt  ho»* 
|- Gentleman    would    say   whether  he  had 

made  any  iuquiry« 
|.  •SiH  V\  8.  POWELL  said,  he  liad  uo 
^defsire  for  a  volumitiou«  Ceuflue  at  the 
quiuqueiitial  interval,  and   he  was   sure 
that  a    Cents  us    of    the   kind    suggested 
would  be  of  great  assilstauce.  They  knew 
tliat  the  General  Census  had  proved  very 
^wide  of    the  esriuiate.      The    Registrar 
I.  General    had^  no  doubt,  made  the  ))est 
\  ealculation  he  could  from  the  materials  af 
I  his  command  ;  hut  he  hoped  that  iu   the 
future  there  would  be  eonaiderable  assist- 
ance,   iu    Loudon  at  ail   events,   arising 
from  this  (Juinquonuial  Ceueus. 

Srit  R,  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 

^  said,  that  in   some   parishes  of  London, 

and  CiSpecially  in  Hampstejid,  where  the 

popnlation    was    steiulily    increasing,    to 

take  the  Census  on  Hnnday,  particularly 

at  the  time  of  Easter,  would  place  them 

I  at    a    great   disadvantage,    for    a    large 

iiuml>er  of  people  would  he  out  of  town. 

He  would  like  to  ask  the  FreBident  of 

j  the  Local  Government  Board  what   was 

I  meant  by  the  allusion  in  the  second  line 

of  Sub*s6ctiou  3  ? 

Mit.  SHAW -LEFEVRE  said,  he  bad 

[  chosen  Suuday  because  it  was  in  accortl- 

I  ance  with  the  universal  practice  to  take 

them   upon    that   tlay.      Tiie    Registrar 

Geueral    ha^l    informed    liim    that    there 

were  cert^iin  conveniences  iu  taking  the 

Ceufius  on  a  Sunday.     He  had  selected 

f  the  Sunday  before  Easter,  instead  of  the 

\  Suuday  after  Easter,  as  a  small  eouces- 

I  mon  to  the  right   hoo.   Gentleman   the 

Member    for    St.     George's,     Hanover 

Square,     That  would    be    fair^  at    all 

;  Gvente,  to  some  parislies,  and  especially 

1 8t.   George^s,    Hanover   Square.     With 

•  regard  to  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 

Member  for  Islington,  the  Local  Govern- 

jment    Boar<i    bad    carefully    considered 

whether  six  weeks  would  be  gufficieut. 

All   that   the  Local   Authorities    would 

haTO  to  do  waa  to  dli  in  the  number  of 
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houses  rated,  whieh  was  not  a  very 
large  work,  and  ought  very  well  to  be 
concluded  in  six  weeks. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'•  That  the  Clause  bo  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  could  not 
pretend  to  be  satisfied  with  the  small 
concession  that  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  made.  It  would  he 
more  proper  to  take  this  Quinquennial 
Census  on  some  other  day  than  Sunday . 
As  he  had  said,  on  that  day  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  population  would  he  out 
of  London.  However,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  master  of  the  position, 
and  he  (Mr.  Goscben)  did  not  propose  to 
move  any  Amendment^  because  he  was 
afraid  that  iu  the  present  condition  of 
tho  House  it  would  he  impossible  to 
obtain  a  majority.  In  tho  interests  of 
his  coustituouts  he  repeated  he  did  not  | 
think  Suuday  a  well-chosen  day  for  the 
Census. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr,  GOSCHEN  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment omitting  from  line  6  the  words 
**form  a  fund'*  iu  relation  to  the 
Equalisation  Fund,  in  order  to  iusert 
*' open  an  aecouut,"  contending  that  the 
hitter  was  the  more  proper  description  of 
what  was  really  done. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  form  a  ^'itnd/' 
and  insert  the  i^ords  **open  an  account.*' 
- — {Mr.  fJoJtchen,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Tvords 
*  form  a  fund  '  ?tand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  SHAW*LEFEVRE  said,  he  had 
carefully  considered  this  matter,  and 
although  the  description  "open  an  ac- 
count"  might  properly  describe  the 
operation  in  the  earlier  sections,  it  did 
not  describe  the  trfiusactions  later  on, 
and  ^'  fund  ''  was  the  proper  expression* 
The  Government  had  a  precedent  for  the 
term  they  had  chosen  in  the  Act  of  1870, 
for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  %vas  responsible,  where  the  ex- 
pression used  was  **  the  Common  Poor 
r.awFund.'* 

Amertdmenti  l^y  leave,  withdfftwn. 
2  L 
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On  Motion  of  Mr.  Shaw-Lefetke, 
the  folio wjDg  Amondments  were  agreed 

tot- 
Clause  1,  page  2,  line  18,  leave  out 
**  tender,"  and  insert  "  render." 

Line  28,  leave  out  "  If  any  Sanitary 
Autljority  is  found  by,"  and  insert 
"Where." 

Line  29,  leave  out  **io  have  made  de- 
fault within  the  meaning  of,"  and  iu«!iert 
**  under." 

Line  30,  after  •*  1891,"  insert— 
*'are  sati?<fied  that  a  Sanitary  Authority  have 
been  guilty  of  such  default  .as  in  that  section 
meationetl,  and  have  made  an  order  Uraitinj?  a 
time  for  the  perfotrmaticc  of  the  duty  of  the 
authority." 

Line  32,  leave  out  "grant,"  and  insert 
**  payment.^' 

Line  38,  after  **  year,"  insert — 
'*  anrl  the  amount  to  be  apf>ortioned  among  the 
aatiitanr  diBtricts  lor  determining  the  grant  due 
aball  be  proportionately  increased," 

Clause  2,  page  3,  line  3,  leave  out  "an 
equalisation  charge,"  and  insert  "  a  re- 
ceipt under  this  Act." 

Clause  3, page  3,  line  12,  after  "beings- 
insert — 

**  including  the  Census  taken  in  pursuance  of 
I  his  Act,  or  in  any  year  in  i^rhich  a  Census  is 
not  taken  according  to  the  population  estimated 
by  tiie  Registrar  General  under  thU  Act." 

After  line  12^  insert — 
*  The  ejipresaion   *prc!Hcribed*    means    pre- 
scribed by  ttie  Local  Qovemment  Board." 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  asked  to  be 
allowed  to  move  the  Third  Reading  of 
the  Bilh 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  the  third 
time," — {Mr,  Shaw^Lefevre.) 

•Mr.  COHEN  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  delay  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  wished  to  thank  the  rigfit  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  having  incorporated  into  the 
Bill  au  Amendment  which  he  set  down  in 
alujoet  his  own  worda*  So  far  as  his 
opinion  went,  he  thought  the  Bill 
would  1)6  advaotageous  to  the  Metro- 
polis, less  on  account  of  its  eciualiding  re- 
eults^  which  he  did  not  think  would  be 
considerable,  than  on  account  of  the  re- 
quirement that  the  authorities  should 
render  a  statutory  account  of  the  mode  in 
which  they  had  spent  on  the  various 
services  the  grant  out  of  the  Ec|nah*8ation 
Fund.     The  account  required  to  be  ren- 


dered would  probably  do  a«  much  to 
equalise  rates  in  the  tm^  sense  of  the 
term  as  any  other  provision  of  the  Bill» 
because  it  would  bring  to  light  the 
differences  in  the  expenditut*e  by  the 
various  parishes  on  these  services  which 
he  poiuted  out  in  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Oeiitlemau  would  not  give 
them  the  control  they  asked  for  ; 
but  the  very  fact  of  the  render* 
ing  of  an  account  being  made  com- 
pulsory would,  he  was  convinced,  operate 
as  a  cheek  on  some  extravagantly  dis- 
posed Local  Authorities.  Out  of  the  40 
authorities  enumerated  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary Return,  no  less  than  21  did  not  give 
a  separate  return  of  the  amount  spent  on 
lighting.  In  the^e  cai«eE<  lightiug  wii© 
included  in  the  general  rate,  and,  wa  \h^y 
all  knew,  lighting  was  just  one  of  those 
ser\"ices  in  whifbextrnvnganc*?  or  luxury 
was  possible  without  saying  it  was  in- 
dulged in.  He  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  have  this  expenditure 
included  in  a  Parliamentary  Return,  and 
he  was  quite  sure  it  would  be  extremely 
instructive  to  know  how  much  of  the 
Equalisation  Fund  was  spent  on  the 
various  services,  so  that  Parliament 
might  know  to  what  extent  this  Bill  bad 
acoomplishe^l  the  end  they  all  desired — 
namely,  that  of  an  aid  to  sanimry  expen- 
diture, especially  in  the  poorer  districts. 
In  his  view  the  success  of  the  Bill  would 
not  be  tested  so  much  by  its  equalising 
results,  which  would  not  be  large,  as  by 
the  effect  it  proilueed  on  the  efficient 
administration  of  the  sanitafion  of  Lon- 
don, which  he  hoped  might  be  both 
lasting  and  important. 

Mr*  GOSCHEN  said,  that  whatever 
the  opinion  might  be,  with  regard  to  the 
usefulness  of  the  mea^^ure,  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  sat  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  they  certainly  felt  that  they  had 
done  their  best  to  limit  the  evil  results 
that  they  saw  would  arise  under  thopro- 
viisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  first  came  before 
the  House.  While  he  conid  not  regard 
the  Bill  in  the  same  rosy  light  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Islington  did,  he 
believed  it  to  be  a  genuine  and  honest 
eifrtrt  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
introduce  some  reform  in  local  tinanco 
and  other  matters  directly  connected 
with  it. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  felt  that 
many  wise  Amendments  had  been 
brought    forward  by  those    who   in   the 
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iir&t  ipBinuce  oppo&ed  the  Bill,  and  he 
begged  to  tbauk  bori.  Members  for  the 
tissiatam^otbey  hail  given  him,  whicb  hiul 
Croabled  hira  to  etfeot  miiDjr  importiiiit 
Alterutioug  iu  the  Bill. 

Motion  ngreed  to* 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  aud  paseed. 
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Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(Ill  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

AmeDdment  propof^od,  in  ^wgo  I, 
line  22j  after  tho  word  **Tnentioneri/*  to 
itisert  the  words — 

^'but  the  Board  of  Tr.vle  mixy,  if  they  think  fit, 
^xt^nd  the  said  period  of  h\x  months  witli 
regpect  to  any  complain td  matle  to  them  during 
thikt  |)€riofh" 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/* 

I  •Sm  M.  IIICKS-BEACH  said,  he 
only  ii^reed  with  this  Amendment  so  far 
as  this  Bill  was  coocerned.  Did  he 
tinderstaod  that  thiij  Amendment  only 
-applied  to  complaints  arising  under  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  ? 

*,  Mr.  8HAW-LEFEVRE  said,-yef, 
tkat  was  so. 

•Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  siiid,  he 
littd  no  doubt  this  clause  would  be 
accepted  by  the  House,  but  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  it  must  be  accepted  as  a 
•compromise,  not  aa  to  the  whole  matters 
in  dispute  as  between  the  trnderft  and 
the  Railway  Corapaniej^,  but  a  compro- 
mise with  regard  to  otdy  a  portion  of 
the  matters  in  dispute.  It  did  not  deal 
with  two  subjects  which  received  special 
eotisideration  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee— namely,  tbe  question  of  risk 
notes  and  the  composition  of  the  tri- 
buoal  which  was  to  deoid^  matters  of 
this  kiod.  The  Committee  reported 
that  the  question  of  the  risk  notes  of 
Railway  Companies  required  considera- 
tion and  alteration,  and  also  pointed  to 
other  matters  equally  needing  revisioiL 
This  clause,  therefore,  did  not  settle 
the  dispute,  but  dealt  with  only  cue 
portion  of  the  dispute.  As  to  the 
method  with  which  it  dealt  with  this  one 
portion,  he  coald  not  suy  he  thought  it 
aTl!bgether  satisfactory  to  the  traders. 
He  did  not  now  propose  to  go  into  details^ 


but  he  eouhl  only  regard  the  sub-section, 
which  compelled  the  paymeat  by  the 
claimant  within  14  days  of  the  1892 
rate,  as  one  which  would  work  unfairly, 
and  be  thought  tbat  injustice  would  be 
done  under  the  sub-sectiou  if  it  became 
law  as  they  amended  it  on  Friday  night, 
on  the  proposal  of  tbo  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M. 
Hicks-Beach)*  What  would  occur  under 
that  sub-section  of  the  Bill  as  it  8too<l 
was  this:  At  present  the  1892  rate 
was  taken  as  the  standard  rale  for  traders. 
Presently  an  increase  on  the  1892  rate, 
which  hsul  not  been  chnllenged,  would  be 
taken  as  the  standard  rate:  presently  an 
increase  on  the  increase,  wbich  had  not 
been  challengeil,  would  be  taken  as  the 
standard  rate.  Under  those  circ\imstauces, 
he  con  hi  wot  regard  the  compromise  as 
ai together  a  happy  one ;  but  as  it  was 
importaiH  that  theBill  shotdd  l>e  passed 
through  Committee  that  night,  he  should 
not  ask  the  Committee  to  disagree  with 
the  clause. 

*Mk,  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said^iic 
desired  to  support  the  remnrks  of  the 
ho n.  Member  who  had  just  itpoketi*  Ho 
thought  tljcy  had  a  right  to  comphuD, 
and  ought  to  complain,  of  the  manner  in 
which  this  great  and  important  question 
had  been  treated  by  the  Government* 
Last  year  the  predecessor  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  af  Trade  tokl  them  that  a  Com- 
mittee was  to  be  appointed  in  order  to 
accelerate  the  dealing  with  this  impor- 
tant question  in  the  interests  of  the 
traders.  They  wero  told  tbe  Committee 
would  only  sit  for  a  few  days,  aud  they 
would  then  make  a  Report,  aud  that  upou 
tbat  Report  legislation  would  be  imtne- 
d lately  proceeded  with.  Many  of  them 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee,  arid  he  though t  that  if 
ihe  Committee  itself  and  the  terms  of 
Reference  had  been  widened  they  might 
have  bad  a  Repoit  which  would  have 
proved  a  good  basis  for  legislative  action. 
The  interests  of  traders  all  over  the 
country  were  such  as  to  reqnire  the  Go- 
verument  to  give  them  proper  and  fair 
and  reasonable  time  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion in  the  House  ;  as  it  was  they  were 
driven  to  the  fag-end  of  the  Session  when 
many  Members  were  worn  out,  and  were 
not  able  to  be  present  to  give  them  their 
assistance  on  this  question.  Traders 
could  not  regard  this  as  a  satisfactory 
measure,  and  he  would  not  have  accepted 
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thh  clause  if  thej  bad  tiot  tieen  dri?eu 
into  acoruer  by  tlie  Governmeut*  Thev 
were*  however,  aliligetl  to  accept  it,  as  ii 
wag  iij  the  power  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies to  press  them  for  those  ratej* 
which,  even  by  the  admission  of  the 
Comniitl^e^  were  excessive*  He  ac- 
cepted the  Bill  simply  as  being  better 
than  nothinrr  at  all,  Imt  he  claimed  to 
have  an  early  re-consideration  of  the 
whole  cjuestion.  He  hoped  sufficient 
time  would  be  allowed  between  this  and 
the  Report  sta^e  to  enable  them  to  fully 
cone  id  er  the  clause  as  amend  ed,  because 
he  doubted  very  mn^di  whether  the 
Amendment  wouUl  quite  harmonise  with 
the  clause* 

*MuXHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  he  won  hi  like  to  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  the  action  he  had 
felt  himself  compelled  to  take  with  re- 
gard to  this  Bill  was  largely  due 
to  the  fact  tbat  this  year  he  happene<i 
to  represent,  as  their  Chainuan,  the 
Central  and  Associated  Chambers  of 
Agriculture,  and  it  must  be  well 
within  the  kuowletlge  of  many  Members 
of  the  House  that  the  Central  Chamber 
had  passed  many  resolutions  demand ing 
a  much  more  stringent  claut*e  than  the 
present  one,  demanding  legislation  that 
would  give  the  right  of  appeal  to  traders 
in  the  case  of  all  rates^  and  that  it  had 
also  passed  resolutions  in  the  present  year 
condemning  in  tfie  most  emphatic  way 
the  inadequate  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  and  condemning  this  Bill, 
which  was  more  or  less  based  upon  that 
Report*  He  thought  these  resolutions  of 
an  important  Agricultural  Body,  repre- 
senting many  farmers  atid  many  large 
societies  of  the  country,  had  deserved  a 
fuller  cousideraiiou,  and  should  have  re- 
ceived a  fuller  consideration,  from  the 
Government  and  the  House  than  they 
had*  He  must  express  a  hope  that 
before  they  parted  with  this  Bill  they 
would  have  some  more  definite  assurance 
than  that  which  ha*^l  alreaily  been  given 
by  his  right  hon*  Friend  that  this  stop* 
gap  Bill  was  not  the  end  of  this  question. 
With  regard  to  tbe  action  of  the  Rail- 
way Companies  in  reference  to  this  Bill, 
and  the  changes  which  they  had  managed 
to  obtain  in  jt,  he  veutured  to  say  that  a 
large  section  of  the  country  would  be 
coiivinced  that  the  Railway  C^lTtpaSii". 
haj,  as  nsnul^  got  the  best  JW  them  in 

regard  to  the  essential  que^Juons  at  issue. 

The  Rail  way  Compaixk^h^d  keen  enabled 
Jfr*  Tomiinson 


fpO  assert  their  influence  with  tbe  Board  of 
Trade  in  a  way  prejudicial  to  the  interest 
of  the  trade  of  this  couutry,  and  ha 
pmetically  secured  for  themselves  and  for 
their  shareholders  greater  consideration 
than  even  the  very  inadequate  Report  of 
tlie  Select  Committee  of  last  year  would 
have  led  the  country  to  expect.  H© 
would  like  to  |X)iut  out  what  tbe  situa- 
tion was  that  had  arisen.  They  were  asked 
to  afford  this  small  relief  to  traders  now, 
and  they  were  asked  to  afford  it  on  the 
strength  of  the  Report  which  coudetnned  ^ 
in  the  most  emphatic  terms  the  wholl 
policy  and  conduct  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies in  using  the  powers  which  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Board  of  Trade  most  un- 
fortunately placed  in  their  hands.  Tbe 
Report  made  it  perfectly  clear  that  the 
Railway  Companies  entered  into  uudet- 
takiuga  with  the  Board  of  Trade  whicb 
they  violated  by  the  outrageous  iucreaae 
of  rates  carried  out  at  the  beginning 
of  1893.  He  did  say»  therefore^  that 
they  must  have  an  understandiug  wiklk 
the  Governraeut  that  this  stop-gap 
measure  was  not  the  completion  of  the 
duty  of  Parliament^  and  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  this  questlou,  and  that 
wheu  tbe  question  of  the  reeonstitutiou  of  | 
the  Railway  Commission  came  under  1 
the  review  of  Parliament,  as  it  must 
shortly,  they  would  have  an  adequate 
and  complete  investigation  of  aud  ] 
decision  on  all  these  questions,  and 
thus  supplement  what  was  imperfect  and 
inadequate  in  the  present  Bill.  He 
must  take  great  exception  to  thej 
Amendments  which  were  rushed  upoa 
tbe  House  at  tiie  very  last  moment  on 
Friday  night,  without  being  even  placed 
on  the  Paper,  at  the  instance  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bristol*  He  did  uot  think  it  was  fair  iu 
treating  this  Bill  as  an  uncontested 
measure  to  have  Amendments  intro- 
duced—^ 

The  CFTAIRM AN  said,  he  must  draw 
the  hon.  Member's  attention  \o  the  fact 
that  he  must  discuss  the  clause  as  it  was. 
He  could  not  discuss  how  particular 
Amendments  came  to  be  introduced. 

Mr.  CHANNING  asked  if  he  could 
not  discuss  tbe  clause  with  the  Amend- 
ment as  It  now  stood  ? 

The  CHAlRM^iN  siiid^  the  hop. 
Member  could  not  discuss  the  manner  in 
which  Ameudt^ents  came  to  be  Intro* 
nUced  tq  in  the  Bill* 
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•Mr.   CHAI^'NING    said,   he    would 

^iscusd    that   portioD   of  the   clait^ti   iu 

^Vhtch  tho  Anieudinent  of  the  right   hou. 

HD  ifi  the  Member  for    Bristol  wtie 

■BJi  '  I.     Of  course,  it  might  be  cou- 

tflpietl  by  the  right  hoq.  Geutlernau  that 

^fcis  intent iou  was  to  provide  for  the  case 

Hi  which  the  existing  rate   might  have 

^een    below  the  aetnal  rate  of  1892,  ami 

that  ID  that  ca«e  the  Ameudment  would 

operate  iu  favour  of  the  trader,  aud  that 

he  would  xiot  be  culled  upon  to  pay   iuto 

^ourt  the  wliole  of  the  rate  liable   to  be 

Ifeharged  above  the  rate  of  1892,  but  only 

to  pay  the  rate  which  was  lictually  being 

levied  upon  him  and  demanded  from  liiui 

kr  the  Company  immediately  before  the 
creaiie  was  made.      So   far  that  might 
be  an  advantage   to  the  trader,  but  the 
words    were    liable    to  a    very    ditFerent 
coustnictiou    and    to    a    very    difTcrent 
operation.     Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would    take  this  opportunity  of 
further  explaining  the   inteutrou  of  this 
Amendment,  in  which   case   the  time  of 
the   House  would  be   usefully  occupied. 
The  difficulty,  ho  would   point  out,  w^as 
this.     They  might  have  an  increase  made 
upon  the  rate  of   1892.      That  increase 
might   have   beeu   left    uncontested    by 
the    trader.      For    various    reatjons     he 
might    not    liave    taken    some   of    the 
increases     made     last    year    before    the 
Railway  Com miaa loners  under  the  powers 
^  ibis  BILL     In   that  ca^e,  if  the  Rail- 
Bfty     Company     saw     their     way     t^o 
^pake   a    still    further    increase   on    any 
Hpnss  of  traffic,  under  the  wording  of  the 
Clause  as  it  at  present  stood,   it  was  per- 
fectly    plain    that   the    trader  would   bo 
called  upon  to  pay    into  Court,  not  the 
old  rate  of  1892,   but   the   whole   of  the 
iucrfmse  which,  for  various  reasons,   he 
might  not  have  seen  Ids  way  to  challenge 
iu   the   interval.      The    llailway    Com- 
^yanies    would,    in  fact,   by   the  form  of 
^borila    now    introduced  into  the  clause, 
Hive  a  sanction  for  the  increased  rate  as 
Hell  as   the  rate  of   1892.     He  did  say 
^Bkal  the  Bill  was  objectionable  enough 
jklready  to  the  traders  all  over  the  coun- 
try because  of  its  fnndament^il  principle, 
which  introduced  a  sanction  of  the  rates 
of   1892,  ami  this  mischief  would  be  still 
raore  aggravated   for  the  traders,  if  tbe 
Railway  Companies  were  enabled,  as  the 
^orda  might  enable  them,  in  case  one  of 
tto    increases   of    their    rates   wan    not 
Koiediateljr  diaUeuged  under  this  Bill 
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before  the  Railway  Commistsiouers^  aud 
they  made  any  further  increases  to 
secure,  by  a  aide  wind,  this  result  :  that 
not  only  the  rate  of  1892,  bni  the  whole 
of  tbe  increase  upon  the  rate  of  1892 
should  be  made  unassailable  and  unq[ues- 
tiooable  before  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners. It  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
Amendraeut  only  affected  money  paid 
iuto  Court,  but  that  julght  create  a  pre* 
sumption  against  ttie  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commissioners  over  the  increase  on  the 
rate  of  1892*  Unless  the  explanation  of 
those  words  was  satisfa-ctory,  or  unless 
words  coidd  be  introdnce^l  which  would 
remove  aud  make  wholly  impossible  tbe 
difficulty  which  had  occurred  to  him  in 
this  connection,  and  which  might  operate 
very  prejudicially  top-the  traders  in  the 
future,  be  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  offer 
the  most  strenuous  opposition  to  the 
further  passing  of  this  Bill. 
•Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  had  no  wish  to  go  into  the 
general  question.  They  might  discuss 
it  that  night  and  the  next  day  also  he- 
fore  they  arrived  at  any  common  under* 
standiwg  or  conclusion  with  regard  to 
it.  He  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  which  made  the 
Report  on  which  thi*  Bill  was  founded. 
He  concurred  in  that  Report,  which  was 
supported  by  a  very  considerable  majo- 
rity, in  favour  of  a  limitetl  discretion 
to  the  Railway  Commissioners  in 
dealing  with  the  cases  of  increases  of 
rates,  and  not  throwing  open  all  rates  to 
*]uestJon  in  the  Railway  Commissioners 
Court.  The  hou.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire aud  other  bon.  Members 
had  questioned  cerlaiu  words  which,  at 
his  suggestion,  were  inserteJ  in  the 
clause  late  on  Friday  night.  He  shoiihl 
have  boon  very  glad  if  he  could  have 
placed  them  on  tfie  Faper  so  that  hou* 
Members  miglit  have  seen  them.  But 
the  fact  was,  that  his  own  altentioo  Vfm 
ouly  called  to  the  wording  of  the  Ameud- 
nieut  which  was  to  bo  mo  veil  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  on  Friday  afternoon,  so  that 
ho  had  no  opportunity  of  doing  so.  What 
appeared  to  him,  and  wdiat  he  believed 
also  appeared  to  right  hon.  (ientlemen 
opposite^,  and  to  the  experienced  porma- 
uent  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  was 
that  as  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  stood  it  only  had  regard 
to    those    cases     in    which     the    UalL" 
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w»y  Compaoies  bad,  a6  had  often  been 
complamecl,  raifted  the  rates  of   1892  on 
the     1st    of   January,    1893,    and    that 
tho&e   who  framed   the  Amendment  had 
omitted     to     consider     those     cases   of 
futnre    increases    which,    of    course,    if 
made,  would  bo  subject  to  redress  by  the 
Court  of    the   liaiiwrtv    Commissioners. 
Of   coun»e,    as    the    hon.    Member  for 
Northamptonshire    hat!     just    observed, 
supposing  a   rate  existed   at   a   certain 
point  on  the  31st  December,   1892,  was 
then  raii?ed  on  the  1st  of  January,  1893, 
and  was  Rubseqiiently  lowered  after  that 
time,  and  then  raiaed  again  to  a   point 
below  that  of  the  3 1st  of  December,  1H92, 
as    the    clause    stood  ti»©    traders  would 
have  been  «eriou>*ly  damnifietl.     Again, 
only  a  portion  of  their  rates  were  raised 
by  the  Kail  way  Companies  on  the  1st  of 
January,  1893,  when  they  endeavoured, 
as  the  Committee  reported,  to  recoup  them- 
aelvee  for  certain  diminutions  which  the 
Act  of  1888  made  in  their  power  to  charge 
in  Bome  matters  by  raising  their  previous 
rates  on  other  articles  on  which  they  had 
the  power  to  do  so.     But  with  regard  to 
those  rates  which  w^ere  not  raised  on  the 
1st  of   January,  1893?     Supposing  the 
Railway  Companies  wore  to  lower  them  ? 
No   one    would  complain  ;   but  if,  after 
they    had   lowered   any   of   those   ratei^, 
they  afterwards  tried  to   increase  them, 
then  it  would  be  obviously  unfair  to  call 
opoa  the  trader,  before  hi8  appeal  could 
be  heard,    to    pay   into  Conrt  the    rate 
calculated  on  a  higher  basis  than  that 
which    existed    at     the     time     of     the 
increase   being  made   against  which   he 
appealed.     That  was  the  object  of  his 
Amendment.      He  believed  the  words  as 
inserted    in    the  clause  carried  out  thai 
without  doing  any  harm  to  the  trader  at 
all.      But  he  quite  admitted  the  question 
was  one  of  a  complicated  and  difficult 
nature  ;   and  so  far  as  he  was  personally 
concerned,  if  the  riglit   hon.  Gentleman 
the    President   of   the    Boartl   of   Tra<le 
should  be  ad'vised  by    those   who   were 
very  well  qualified  to  advise  him  that  any 
alteration    of     those    words    wotdd    be 
fiairer     to     the     traders     or     fairer     to 
both  parties,  he    certainly    should  raise 
no    objection    to    them    being    altered. 
His  ?o!e  object  in  moving  the  Amend- 
ment  was  to   make  the  proposal  of  hi^ 
iright  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
tJmversity,   t^-ho   he   thought   was  very 
isapable  of  taking  eare  of  the  Railway 
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Companies,  more  favourable  to  the 
traders  than  it  was  in  the  shape  he 
moved  it.  He  believed  it  carried  that 
out;  but  if  it  did  not,  it  was  perfectly 
op>en  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  alter 
it  later  on. 

Me.  CHAINING  :  I  would  like  to 
ask  ray  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bristol  whether  words  to  this  effect 
would  meet  his  view  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  competent  to  do 
that. 

Mh.  knatchbull-hugessen 

(Kent,  Faversham)  said,  he  only  wished 
to  say,  on  behalf  of  the  agricultural 
interetit,  that  lie  did  not  think  the  agri* 
culturists  of  this  country  were  of  opinion 
tliat  this  Bill  was  much  worthy  of  their 
acceptance.  They  couhl  not  regard  it  aa 
a  complete,  or  equitable,  or  fair  settle- 
ment of  thia  question,  and  they  would 
undoubtedly  look  to  future  legislation  to 
remove  those  grievances  and  inequalities 
which  they  thought  would  still  exist. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  was  responsible  for  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill,  and  his  name 
was  on  the  back  of  it.  He  believed  that 
the  changes  that  had  been  made  in  the 
Bill,  on  the  whole,  made  it  a  very  fair  and 
reasonable  settlement  of  the  question* 
The  Bill  now  fairly  carried  out  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee.  He 
had  looked  at  it  very  carefully,  and  he 
could  not  find  that  it  in  any  way  fell 
short  of  the  Committee*^  Report.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Maldon  (Mr.  Dodd) 
had  said  that  it  failed  to  reconstitute 
the  Railway  Commission.  They  all 
kuew  why  it  did  not  deal  with 
that  question.  The  Committee  itself 
made  no  reeommeudatioDd  on  that 
subject,  but  there  was  no  doubt 
that  the  CommiBsion  must  Ije  reconsti- 
tuted. It  was  not  satisfactory.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  satisfactory  to 
gentlemen  sitting  on  either  side  of 
the  House,  or  to  the  right  hon. 
Geutlemau  the  Member  for  Bristol 
himself.     When    the    first    0|  v 

presented  itself  for  the  recoup ii  ►f 

the  Commission  there  was  no  doubt  it 
would  be  so  coustitnted  as  to  make  tha 
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DtnnilBsioa     more     acceptable    to    the 
Ttmlers    arnl    the   commuuity   generally. 
^ut,  with  respect  to  the  action   of  the 
III  way  Compaule*i  In  raising  the  rates, 
•  one  hac!  suffered  more  than  he  had, 
nd  be  ref*ente<l  their  action  as  ranch  as 
ae  hon.  Members  (Mr.   Cbaanlng  and 
[r.  Dodd),  but  be  believed  chat,  »o  far 
>ai  this  being  a  mere  stop^gap  Bill,  it 
fRB   a  much   more  important  Bill  than 
Ir.  Channing  considered.     If  it  was  a 
5p-gap  Bill,  the  gap  it  occupied  was  a 
ery  important  one,  and  it  was  a  giip 
liat    the     trader^i     themselves     wanted 
>pping*     The  Board  of  Trade  had  re- 
vived   innumerable    letters,    memorial, 
id     deputationji    urging    that   the    iu- 
ase     made    on    the    rates    of    1892 
llould    be  iiubject  to   revision  ;    and  lie 
Blieved  it  to   be  a  great  satisfaction  to 
tie  traders  to  have  that  question  final  I}' 
tied.     He  could  not  recall  au  instance 
which  they  demanded  that  the  whole 
ptes    should    be   opene^l.       What    they 
sired  was  that  the   rates  which  were 
by   the   action    of   the    Riiilway 
mies — he  might  say  the  capricious 
Jion  of  the  Railway  Companies  —  on 
1st   of   Jannary,    1893,    should    1)0 
Hbject  to  revision,  and  that  they  ahould 
reduced*     He   believed    that,  so   iW 
lom  the  Board  of  Trade  being  subject 
►  the  pressure  of  the  Railway  Companies, 
at  pressure  had  been  brought  to  bent 
the  Board  of  Trade  on   the   Railway 
[>m panics  themselves.     The  right  hon, 
leotleman    (Mr.    Bryco)    bad     carried 
jlrough  the  negotiations  with  great  fi mi- 
ss, and  be  thought  the  Railway  Com- 
inies     had     really     behaved      at     the 
It  moment  with  considerable  modera- 
in    and    reasonablenesja.     He    believed 
Bill,   with  the    Amendments   in    it, 
ould    give    satisfaction  to   the   trading 
amuDity  j  and   with  the  operation  of 
Btion     31,   which    was    constantly    in 
enition  and  constantly  doing  excellent 
&rk  in  reducing  typical  rates,  he   be- 
ved  the  Bill  offered  a  very  important 
Biiiog  for  the  revision  of  any  nnreason- 
le  rates  to  which  the  traders  might  l>e 
"bjected. 
Thb  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
TRADE  (Mr.  Bkyce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
that   with   reference   to  what  hud 
lien  from  several  hon*   Members  will* 
ard    to    the   Amendment   settled   on 
Friday    night,   he  desired  to  assure  the 
B*  Memlier  for  Northamptonshire  and 


the  hon.  Member  for  Essex   that  what 
had  been  said  by  the  right  hon*  Gentle-- 
man  the   Member  for  Bristol  was  per- 
fectly accurate*     This  Amendment  was 
introduced    in    the    interests   of   traders, 
because  it  was  plain  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dublin  University  a«  it  stood  did  not 
deal  with  one  case  in  which  they  might 
he   prejudiced.     He  did  not    think    the 
Amendment    was    inequitable     to     the 
trader    in    the    way  in   which    his   hon. 
Friends  had  pointed  out,  aud   he  could 
assure  them  that  it  in  no  way  affected  the 
right   of    the   fj-iwlers,  which  was  safe- 
guarded! under  CJaujie  1.     He  would  like 
to  assure  his  hon.  Friends  that  the  words 
accepted  on  Friday  had  been  very  care- 
fully considered;  but  he  would,  with  those 
who  advised   him  in   this   matter,   care- 
fully consider  whether  the  danger  which 
they   apprehended  could  possibly  arise  5 
and  if  they  were  of  opinion  that  it  would 
arise,  be  would  see  what  words  could  be 
introduced  to  guard  against  it.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire   was  en- 
tirely mistaken  if  he  thought  the   Board 
of   Trade   had   been   iuflueuced    in   thia 
matter  by  the  Railway  Companies,     On 
the   contrary,   the  Board  of  Trade  had 
put  a  great  deal  of  pressure  on  the  Rail- 
way Companies.     The  reason  he  pressed 
the   Bill,    which    was    not   all    he  could 
desire  himself,  was  because   he  believed 
that    in    the   circumstances    it    was    tho 
most  that  could  he  effected^  aud  that  if 
it  passed  it  would  give  a  very  substantiaJ 
advantage    to    traders    of  which    in    the 
uiontlis    to   come   they  would   reap  the 
advantage. 

Mh,  TOMLINSON  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised at  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sheffield  that 
the  traders  won  hi  be  quite  satisfied  to 
have  the  rates  of  1892  fixed. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  what 
he  said  was,  that  all  the  complaints 
which  reached  him  when  he  was  at  the 
Board  of  Traile  was  with  reference  to 
the  exceeses  upon  the  rates  of  lt<92, 
and  that  the  applications  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  that  those  excesses  should 
be  reduced — not  that  the  whole  of  the 
rateH  should  be  re-opened. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSUN  said,  he  must  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentlemiin  that  at 
the  deputation  which  waited  upon  him 
in  one  of  the  Committee  Rooint**  great 
dts8aiisfflctioii  was  felt  that  the  BiJl  wa^ 


4 


i 


795        Railway  amd  Canal        fCOMMONf^} 


Traffic  Bill. 


796 


so  narrow  in  its  scope,  and  that  at  that 
time  he  tried  to  pacif  j  some  of  those 
who  felt  so  strongly  upon  the  matter  by, 
telling  them  that  the  Bill  was  so  framed 
that  it  won  Id  re-open  the  whole  question. 
He  did  lead  them  to  expect  that  where 
the  rate  had  been  increased  after  1892  it 
would  be  opeu  to  the  traders  to  open  the 
whole  rate  on  the  ground  of  reasonable- 
ness. They  were  certainly  led  to  expect, 
when  the  Bill  was  brought  in,  that  it 
would  be  open,  under  its  provisions, 
to  raise  the  question  of  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  whole  rate. 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefeyre,  Bradford,  Central)  said  that, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  that 
investigated  this  matter,  and  as  the  one 
who  drew  up  the  Report,  he  desired 
to  say  a  few  words.  He  desired  to 
point  out  that  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
was  confined  to  the  raising  of  the  rates 
since  1892.  He  believed  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  there  was  no  evidence  what- 
ever brought  before  the  Committee  in 
respect  of  any  other  rates  than  those 
that  had  been  raised  at  the  beginning  of 
1893.  He  thought  it  might  be  well 
worthy  of  consideration  at  some  future 
time  whether  the  operation  of  this  Bill 
might  not  be  extended.  If  it  were  ex- 
tended, it  must  be  after  full  inquiry  as 
to  the  rates  which  existed  other  than 
those  which  were  raised  in  1893.  But 
certainly  it  would  not  have  been  right 
for  the  Committee  to  have  reported  with 
regard  to  rates  in  respect  of  which  there 
was  no  evidence  before  them,  and  which 
were  outside  the  scope  of  the  Refer- 
ence. He  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
evidence  in  regard  to  those  rates  was 
not  by  any  means  complete. 

•Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  said,  he  thouglit  bin  right  hon.  Friend 
must  have  forgotten  the  lest  words  of 
the  Reference  to  the  Committee,  which 
gave  tiiem  a  perfect  right  to  go  into  the 
whole  question  of  the  revision  of  rates. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe)  appealed  very  strongly  to 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
scrutinise  closely  the  words  of  the 
Amendment,  because  some  words  had 
crept  into  the  Act  of  1888  which  had  had 
an  entirely  unanticipated  effect  as  against 
the  traders  and  which  had  proved  most 
dangerous  to  the  interests  of  the  traders. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Rail- 

Mr.  Tomlinson 


way  Companies  had  the  most  experienced 
legal  astfistance,  ami  knew  the  effect  of 
every  word  they  suggested  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  believed 
the  professional  advisers  at  the  back  of 
the  Railway  Companies  were  far  superior 
to  those  at  the  back  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  would  do 
well  to  be  careful  as  to  the  words  they 
adopted.  He  regretted  very  much  that 
the  Government  had  thought  fit  to  pro- 
ceed with  this  Bill  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  as  it  was  a  most  important 
measure. 

Mr.  BURNIE  (Swansea  Town)  said, 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  had  con- 
sisted largely  of  Railway  Directors  and 
friends  of  Railway  Companies,  and  yet 
an  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Banbury  (Sir  B.  Samuelson)  was 
accepted,  and  this  clause  was  inserted, 
commencing,  "The  minimum  the  trader 
is  entitled  to."  It  was  upon  this  pro- 
vision that  Parliament  was  basing  its 
legislation.  He  did  not  agree  in  the 
censure  that  had  been  passed  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.  He  regarded 
it  as  an  excellent  historical  Report,  al- 
though he  thought  that  the  recommenda- 
tions it  contained  were  weak. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
no  doubt  in  some  eases,  perhaps  in  many, 
it  might  he  an  advantage  to  traders  not 
to  have  the  question  of  costs  determines! 
by  the  tribunal,  but  at  the  same  time  he 
regarded  the  provision  as  being  a  two- 
edged  sword.  He  thought  it  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  the  tribunal  could 
not  be  trusted  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  costs. 
•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend  is 
fair,  if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so,  in 
suggesting  that  this  clause  shows  any 
want  of  confidence  on  the  part  of 
the  Select  Committee  in  the  tribunal. 
That  was  not  the  point  at  all.  It 
was  alleged,  and  I  believe  it  was  very 
strongly  felt  by  the  traders,  that,  whereas 
the  Railway  Companies  could  afford  to 
retain  the  services  of  the  very  best 
solicitors  and  barristers   at  the  highest 
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possible  fees,  the  private  litigant  in  nmnj 
casea  could  not  do  so,  and  it  was  regarded 
as  hard  that  such  a  litigant  should  have 
to  paj  the  costs  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies on  a  high  scale  if  the  decision 
happened  to  be  against  him.  The  Com- 
mittee therefore  considered  that  the  rule 
which,  I  believe,  obtains  in  our  Com- 
mittee Rooms  upstairs  should  be  enforced 
in  this  case.  Whatever  may  be  thought 
of  the  Railway  Commissioners  as  a 
tribunal,  I  may  say  that  they  cheerfully 
accepted  this  proposal,  and-  in-  fact 
approved  of  it  in  their  evidence  before 
the  Committee. 

•Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said,  he 
considered  the  clause  to  be  mistaken,  inas- 
much as  it  meant  that  if  a  complainant 
was  ever  so  right,  he  could  not  have  his 
costs.  He  preferred  the  ordinary  English 
rule,  that  the  man  who  won  got  his 
costs,  while  the  man  who  lost  had  to  pay 
them.  The  Report  of  the  Committee,  he 
thought,  made  it  plain  that  the  question 
of  the  composition  of  the  tribunal,  the 
Railway  Commissiou,  must  shortly  be  con* 
«idered,  and  that  showed  that  the  claube 
dealt  ouly  with  a  very  provisional  state  of 
circumstances,  and  that  the  whole  of 
this  question  would  before  long  come 
agaiu  before  Parliament.  Under  these 
circumstances,  having  expressed  his  own 
opinion  on  the  clause,  he  would  not  vote 
agaiust  it. 

Questiou  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BRYCE  moved  to  iusert  the 
following  clause : — 

<Amendmeiit  of  36  k  37  Vic,  c.  48,  s.  14,  as  to 
division  of  rates.) 
**  The  provisions  of  Section  14  of  The  Regula- 
tion of  Railways  Act,  1873,  with  respect  to  the 
power  to  make  or<lers  and  failure  to  comply 
with  sucli  orders,  shall  extend  to  any  rates 
entered  in  books  kept  in  pursuance  of  Section 
34  of  The  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act, 
1888." 

He  said,  this  clause  was  necessary  owing 
to  an  omission  from  the  Act  of  1888, 
and  it  had  been  accepted  by  both 
parties. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.** 


Mr.  CHANNING  asked  whether  the 
clause  would  cover  the  objects  of  the 
clauses  which  stood  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  with 
regard  to  the  analysis  of  rates,  private 
sidings,  and  so  on  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  it  would.  The 
clause  was  really  based  upon  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton. It  had  been  very  carefully 
considered  by  the  Government  draftsman, 
and  by  the  representatives  of  the  traders, 
who  were  agreed  that  it  carried  out  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member^s  Amend- 
ment. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  thought 
the  clause  would  furnish  a  very  valuable 
amendment  in  the  law. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

•Mb.  CHANNING  moved  the  insertion 
of  the  following  new  clause  : — 
(Duration  of  Act.) 
"  This  Act  shall  remain  in  force  till  the  Ist 
day  of  January,  1898,  and  no  longer." 

He  said,  if  it  were  thought  desirable  that 
the  measure  should  continue  in  operation 
after  the  period  named  it  might  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Temporary  Bills  Act  after- 
wards. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  ^Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  said,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
D.  Plunket)  had  asked  him  to  say  that 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
accept  this  clause.  It  was  not  one  of 
those  proposals  upon  which  the  Railway 
Companies  looked  with  favour,  and  he 
(Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  hoped  the  House 
would  limit  itself  to  those  Amendments 
which  had  been  agreed  to  by  both 
parties. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  must  refuse  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  not  because  the 
Railway  Companies  objected  to  it,  but 
because  he  thought  on  its  merits  it  was 
not  a  desirable  proposal.  He  thought 
that  the  Debates  that  had  taken  place, 
and  the  opinions  that  had  been  expressed 
by    the  traders^  would    be    a  sufficient 
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record  of  the  fact  that  they  had  tiot 
accepted  thi«  Bill  ae  one  tbat  was  satis- 
factory to  them.  As  to  the  suggeation 
of  hia  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chaoning),  he 
did  not  thiuk  it  advisable  to  overload  the 
Expiring  Laws  CoDtinuance  Act  with 
Bills. 

_  Motion  aud  Clause,  by  leave,  with* 
drawn, 

Ms.  BKYCE  moved  the  following 
new  clause  ;— 

(Rebate  on  Bidintrs  mtew.) 
**Whene%*er   mefchainiisc  la  rooeived  or  ile- 

liverai   by  a  Railwfty  <' ""     *     •'     Hmg 

OP  branch  railway  nut  ^m* 

pany  arid  a  dispute  ai  J-  viij 

Ooiupany  and  the  ooiittigintr  or  eousig;utM'  of 
such  merchandise  m  to  any  allnivance  or  rebate 
to  be  made  from  the  nr  I  to  such  ron- 

signor  or  consignee  in  r  t  thci  Railway 

Company  does  not  proMu  mi  mm  at'oomuichla. 
tlon  or  perform  terminal  serriccrt,  the  lUilway 
and  Canal  Coraraissii  ►ners  shall  have  juris*! ic- 
tion  U}  hear  and  determine  ^nch  tlispiite^  and  to 
determine  what,  if  any,  is  a  reasonable  and  just 
allowance  or  rebate/' 

Claufie  brought  up^  ami  read  the  fir^t 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qiiostion  proposed, 
**That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.'" 

♦Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked  for  an  ex* 
planation  of  the  differences  between  the 
proposed  new  clause  and  one  on  the 
same  subject  which  had  been  placed  upon 
the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Sir  J,  Whitehead).  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  words  "  at 
any  siding  or  branch  railway  not  belong- 
ing to  the  Company  "  were  not  rather 
ambiguous  ?  Suppoaiug  a  siding  or  a 
branch  railway  were  leased  by  a  Railway 
Company,  would  that  be  regarded  a$  not 
belonging  to  the  Railway  Company  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  differences  between 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon*  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Leicester  (Sir  J.  White- 
head) and  my  own  are  only  differences  of 
drafting.  The  wonls  **  not  belonging  to  the 
Company  ''*  Imve  been  used  in  other  Acts 
relating  to  this  matter,  and  would  cover 
the  case  of  a  siding  that  was  leased — that 
is  to  say,  that  «uch  a  siding  would  not  be 
excluded.  The  clause  has  been  accepted 
by  those  who  rep ro sent  the  traders,  and 
I  think  the  form  in  which  it  has  been 
drafted  wiU  be  found  to  be  the  most 
convenient  and  the  safes f. 

Quest iou  put,  and  agreed  to* 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill, 

Mr,  Srt/ce 


Bill  reported  ;  as  ameDded,  to  be  cdn^ 
aidered  To-morrow,  and  to  be  printed- 
[Bill  356.] 

MINKS  (BIGHT  HOURS)  BILL.— (Ko.  WJ) 
COMMITTEE.  [FrpffrcsSy  SOih  ApriLI 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(i  '\  jii-     (Li  the  Commit  tee.) 
Clause  1. 

•Sm  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Cttstle)  moved  that  the  Chairmao 
do  leave  the  Chair*  He  remarked 
that  this  Bill  had  come  ou  the  13  th 
of  August,  at  a  period  of  the  Sessioo 
when  the  House  was,  in  his  humble 
opinion^  unable  properly  to  weigh  the 
very  serious  matters  that  were  contruned 
in  it.  He  was  thoroughly  well  acquainted 
with  the  subject,  aud  be  felt  a  great  dread 
of  legislation  of  this  most  important 
eharacter  being  brought  forward  at  a 
time  when  so  many  Members  had  paired 
aud  gone  away,  being  unable  to  believe 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
afford  fHcilities  ou  the  13th  of  Augue^t 
for  a  Bill  of  this  very  great  and  impor- 
tant character.  He  was  certain  that  the 
ailoptiou  of  the  Bill  would  add  very 
largely  to  the  cost  of  the  article  pro- 
duced by  the  miners,  and  the  result  would 
be  to  increase  the  depression  of  trade, 
which  they  all  so  much  deplored.  He 
saw  iu  the  Lancashire  newspapers  state- 
ments to  the  effect  that  mills  in  that 
county  were  lying  idle,  no  there  and  there 
but  in  groups ;  and  he  knew  that  in  his  own 
district  ironworks  were  being  atopped  be- 
cause of  the  competition  with  Belgium 
and  other  countries.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  asked  whether  it  would 
l>e  wise  to  proceed  with  a  Bill  which,  iu 
his  belief,  must  add  to  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction ?  Another  grave  and  important 
question  for  consideration  was  what 
effect  the  Bill  would  have  upon  the  em- 
ployment of  workmen  in  this  country. 
He  believed  its  effect  would  be  very  much 
to  diminish  the  numVjerof  men  employed. 
Those  who  were  thus  thrown  out  of 
work  would  go  into  other  districts  whi<'h 
wefe  already  over- populated,  aud  further 
i*educe  wages. 

Mk.  p.  stanhope  (Burnley), 
rising  to  Order,  asked  whether  the  hoc. 
Baronei  hud  a  right  to  make  a  Second 
Heading  speech  ou  the  Bill  ? 
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The  chairman  :  The  lion.  Baronet 
IB  not  entitled  to  discnse  llie  Bill  at  all 
at  tbie  moment.  He  must  eotitine  him- 
self to  reasons  for  his  Motioo. 

•Sir  J.  TEASE  guid,  he  was  endea- 
vouriog  to  give  reasons  for  reporting 
Pro^re88,  The  Bill  would  have  a  much 
greater  effect  upon  the  coiiiitrv  thau   the 
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speak,  il  it  were  found  that  the 
House  of  CommonB  wos  not  willing 
to  entertaiu  the  quei<tion  to  -  day» 
Minera  have  for  a  long  time  lookeil  for-* 
ward  to  tiie  diicussion  oi  thi3  question, 
and  would  resent  it  if  the  Committee 
now  determined  not  to  consider  a  matter 
which  has  so  long  been  pending.     Those 


Budget  of  tiie  present  year  ;    and   when    are  the  reasons  whjr  I  for  my  purt  cannot 

he  remembered  how  many  Members  had  *  *^  **  '  ^*-*---  ^<?         i        tt*  *_  _  i 

paired  and  snw  how  thin  the  House  was, 

he  contended   that  they  were    not   in  a 

position  to  give  all  the  attention  they 

ought  to  give  to  a  subject  of  such  vast 

importance.    The  Government  had  taken 

the  unusual  course  of  granting'  facilities 

for  a  private  Members'  Bill^   whilst  they 

were  leaving  over  for  another  year  Bills 

which  had  been  announced  in  the  Queen's 

Speech,  and  which  were  of  a  much  more 

national  character  thau  that  now  before 

the  Committee,     It  was  a  most  unusual 

course  for  the  House  at  so  late  a  period 

of  the  Session  to  take  up  a  Bill  of  so 

important  a  character,  and  especially  one 

that  would  interfere  with  the  rights  of 

adult  lal^our. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair/'— (6Vr  •/.  Pease.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  VV.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
Of  coorse,  I  cannot  go  into  the  earlier 
topics  dealt  with  by  my  hon.  Friend  in 
Lis  speecli,  as  they  really  did  seem  to  me 
to  be  argimients  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill.  At  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Session,  when  the  House  was  very 
fxill,  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  affirmed 
by  a  %'ery  large  majority,  and,  therefore, 
I  think  we  can  put  aside  all  the  earlier 
reasons  given  by  my  hon.  Friend  for 
having  made  this  Motion.  I  would  ask 
the  Committee  whether  it  is  not  the 
desire  of  the  great  majority  of  Members 
to  deal  with  this  Bill,  and  to  deal  with 
it  now  ?  If  the  Committee  is  not  of 
that  opinion  it  has  the  opportunity  of 
expressing  its  view  upon  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Frieud,  Everybody  has  had 
fall  notice  for  weeks  past  that  this  Bill 
was  to  be  dealt  with,  and  there  lias 
thro(;ghout  the  couutry  been  a  full  ex- 
pectation that  it  wouht  be  considereil  to- 
day. I  think  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
great  surprise  and  disappointment  to  the 
many  thousands  of  people,  on  whose 
b«half  my    hoiu     Friend    professes    to 


**ssent  to  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  ; 
but  of  course  it  is  for  the  Committee  to 
say  whether  or  not  they  desire  to  proceed 
with  this  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  he  thought  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  fully  justified  by 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  It 
appeare<l  to  him  to  t^e  little  short  of  a 
public  scandal  that  a  Bill  of  that  impor- 
tant kind — not  being  a  Government  Bill 
— should  receive  facilities  for  discussion 
from  the  Government  at  a  time  so  lute  in 
the  Session,  when  practically  the  only 
proper  business  which  remained  to  be  got 
through  was  the  business  of  Supply — a 
time  moreover  when  prnljably  more  thatt 
half  the  Members  of  the  House  were 
paired  and  away.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
emphasised,  as  he  was  jus  titled  in  doing, 
the  importance  of  the  Bill,  which  intro- 
duccil  a  most  novel  principle  and  was 
brought  forward  in  the  interests  of  a 
section  of  the  community — indeed,  he 
might  say  of  a  portion  of  a  section  of  the 
community,  although  it  must  profoundly 
atiect  the  interests  of  the  community 
generally.  The  Bill  dealt  with  an 
industry  which  numbered  (j(X),OOU 
workers — an  industry  which  provided  a 
cheap  and  abundant  supply  of  fuel  with- 
out which  the  great  industries  of  the 
country,  on  which  their  prosperity  de* 
pended,  could  not  be  carried  on.  He 
would  like  to  ask  what  discussion  the 
Bill  had  received  up  to  the  present  time  ? 
The  only  discussion  which  it  had  received 
was  the  extremely  imperfect  and  per* 
functory  discussion  of  two  Wednesday 
afternoon  Debates.  This  showed  that 
the  Bill  had  not  received  mature  con- 
sideration.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  a  Bill  of  this  extreme  importance 
and  far  -  reaching  character  should 
not  receive  facilities  under  any 
circ«m«tance8  unless  the  Government 
of  the  day  not  only  ensured  that  it 
should  have  mature  consideration,  but 
were  prepared  to  lake  the  responsibility 
upon  themselves  of  making  it  a  Govera*- 
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Bieot  measure.    But  he  contendied  above 
all  that  facilities  ought  not  to  be  giveii  to 
^ueh  a  measure  at  a  time  like  this.     It 
waa  notorious  that  pairs  were  made  on 
Party  grounds.     What  did  that  mean  ? 
It   meant  that  at  the  present  time  the 
House  did  not  fairly  represent  the  balance 
of  opinion  in  regard  to  that  Bill,  or  any 
Bill  which  was  not  drawn  upon  Party 
lines.     These  considerations  seemed  so 
obvious  that  one  could  not  help  asking 
what  were  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
the  Goveroment  to  give  this  Bill    ex- 
ceptional facilities  ?      When  the  Leader 
of  the  House  announced  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  give  this    Bill  exceptional 
facilities,  he  offered  to  the  House  two 
reasons  for  doing  so.     One  of  these  was 
that  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  had  ob- 
tained an  exceptionally  favourable  place 
by  means  of  the  ballot,  and   the  other 
was  that  the  Bill  raised  important  ques- 
tions which  it  was  desirable  should  be 
submitted  this  year  ^to  the  judgment  of 
the  House  of  Commons.     If  the  first  of 
those  reasons  was  to  prevail  and  form   a 
standing  precedent  for  fnture  occasions 
it  was  clear  that  every  year  there  would 
be  half-a-dozen   Bills  oV  more  which  it 
would  be  necessary  for  the  Government 
to  add  to  their   programme   or  to  give 
exceptional  facilities  for,  even  at  the  end 
of  the  Session.      As  to  the  second  reason 
— that   the  Bill  raised  important  issues 
which  should  be  decided  by  the  House  of 
Commons — that  was  an  argument  against 
giving  facilities,  not  in  favour  of  doing 
so.       If   a    Bill    raised    important   con- 
siderations it  was  all  the  more  important 
.  that  it  should   be  brought  forward  at  a 
time  when  the  House  could  fairly  debate 
those   important    considerations.      If  it 
was  desirable  that   the  judgment  of  the 
House  should  be  expressed  upon   it,  let 
it  be  expressed  at  a  time  when  the  House 
fairly  represented  the  division  of  opinion 
in  the  House  upon  the  question  at  issue. 
He  thought  it   was   impossible  to  doubt 
that  the  real  reason  why  the  Government 
had  given  these  exceptional  facilities  to 
the  Bill  was   that   the   noble   Lord  who 
was    at   the   head   of   the   Government, 
early  in  the  year,  at  a  time  when  the  Go- 
vernment   seemed    to    have    given  very 
little  consideration  to  the   Bill,  and  when 
he   must    have    been    very   imperfectly 
acquainted    with  the  views  of  his  col- 
leagues upon  the  Bill,  gave  a  promise 
that  the  measure  should  receive  exoep- 
Mr.  Gerald  Balfour 


tional  faoilities.  He,  of  cotine,  under- 
stood the  difficulty  of  the  position^  in 
which  the  Government  was  placed  owing 
to  those  pledges  given  by  its  head.  But 
the  Government  had  duties  to  the  public 
and  to  the  House  as  well  as  to  a  section 
of  its  followers,  and  he  thought  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  and  the  House  de- 
manded that  the  Bill  should  not  be  dis- 
cussed at  that  late  period  of  the  Session. 
He  could  hardly  expect  the  Members  of 
the  Government  themselves  to  support 
the  Motion,  but  he  thought  they  might 
fairly  ask  that  they  should  not  infiuenoe 
their  followers  to  vote  against  it,  and 
that  if  the  Motion  were  carried  they 
should  agree  that  the  Bill  should  no 
longer  be  proceeded  with. 

Sir  J.  JOICEY  (Durham,  Chester- 
le-Street)  said,  the  position  of  the  Bill 
was  that  it  had  passed  the  Second  Bead- 
ing by  a  considerable  majority.     It  was 
brought  in  by  a  private  Member,  and  was 
in    the*  category   of    private    Members' 
Bills.     Were  there  no    other    Bills    of 
the  same  character — no  other  Bills  which 
had  passed  that  House  by  large  majorities 
and  were  as  much  entitled  to  the  special 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty^s  Goverur 
ment,  if  not  more  entitled  ?  For  instance, 
there  was  the  Rating  of  Machinery  Bill, 
which  bad  been  approved  in  that  House 
by  large  majorities  for  two  or  three  years, 
which   was  not  a   Party   measure,   and 
which,  in   his  judgment,   had  far  more 
claim  upon  the  Government  than  bad  the 
measure  before  the  House.  He  could  not 
quite  understand  the  position  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  up  on  the  Bill.     He  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  the  Grovem- 
ment  took  the  whole  time  of  the  House 
in   order  to  push  forward   the  measures 
to   which  the  Party    was  pledged,   but 
instead  of  carrying  those  measures  into 
effect  the  Government  had  taken  the  Bill 
selected   especially   from    all    the   Bills 
which  had  been  passed  by  large  majorities 
and   had    given  it  preference,  not   only 
over   those   Bills,   but   over    their  own 
measures.  As  a  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  as  representing  a  district  which 
had  returned  a  large  number  of  supporters 
of  the  Government  to  the  House,  he  pro- 
tested against  their  present  action.     He 
thought  they  had  treated  with  but  scant 
courtesy   the  Counties  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland,   which    had  for  years 
sent  an    almost    unbroken    phalanx   of 
Members  to  represent  the  Liberal  cause 
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in  PiirLi&meDt.  If  tlie  Bill  had  been  made 
&  Government  measure  Members  would 
have  known  upon  whuge  dhoulders 
rested  the  reapousibility  of  presaiug  it 
forward  ;  but  the  Government  seemed, 
for  some  reason  or  other,  not  to  have  had 
the  courage  of  their  convictioug,  He 
could  not  see  why  they  «<hould  not  have 
taken  the  responsibility  of  the  Bill  upon 
their  own  shoulders  ;  but  what  had  they 
actutiUy  done  ?  Not  only  had  they  given 
special  facilities  for  the  consideration  of 
the  measure,  but  they  had  isaued  a  four 
or  Hve-liue  Whip  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, and  that  morning  again  a  five- 
line  Whip  had  been  sent  out  aud 
special  atteniiou  called  to  the  BilL 
He  regard etl  the  discustjiou  of  the 
Second  Reading  as  absolutely  inadequate 
to  the  importance  of  the  subject.  He 
himself,  as  representing  a  conetituency 
deeply  interested  in  the  question,  was 
specially  anxious  to  give  his  views  upon 
U  on  that  occasion,  and  rose  prRctietiUy 
every  time  there  was  an  opportunity^  but 
be  failed  to  catch  the  Speaker's  eye,  and 
in  tiie  eud  the  Debate  was  closured.  He 
iPtrongly  supported  his  hon.  Friend's 
Motion,  aud  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  agree  to  the  pro* 
posal  be  bad  made. 

Mr-  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W,,  New- 
ton) «aid,  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
moved  to  report  Progress  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
were  such  faithful  supporters  of  the 
Government  tbat  he  was  couviuced  they 
would  not  have  taken  such  a  course  as 
they  had  adopted  bail  they  not  feU. 
bound  to  do  so.  The  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Excbequer  himself  hatl  only  an  hour 
lief  ore  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  in* 
scription,  *' Abandon  hope  all  ye  who 
iotroiluce  Bills  into  this  House  in  the 
middle  of  August,*'  ought  to  be  put  up. 
W^hat  discussion  had  they  actually  had 
upon  the  Bill  ?  Two  miserable  Wed- 
nesday afternoons  in  an  attenuated  and 
liatless  House  ;  scarcely  anyone  speakiug 
for  more  than  10  minutes,  most  of  the 
people  best  worth  hearing  not  speaking 
at  all,  and  the  discussion  finally  ter- 
minated by  the  closure.  They  had  not 
heard  the  opinion  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Kx chequer  or  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  upon  the  Bill ;  above  all^ 
they  had  not  heard  the  opinion  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
He  was  specially  anxious  to  know  what 


that  right  bon^  Gentleman  bad  to  say^  a« 
well  as  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  and  the  Under  Secretary  for  tlie 
Home  Department  ?  As  a  good  Party 
man  he  was  ready  to  believe  most  things 
of  tbe  present  Government,  but  he  could  j 
never  have  believed  that  ibey  woidd 
have  assisted  to  rush  such  uu  important 
Bill  tlirough  the  House  at  that  period  of 
tbe  Session.  Apparently  many  other 
people  were  of  the  same  opinion,  for  he 
noticed  that  of  the  gentlemen  who  bad 
some  of  the  most  important  Amendments 
down  on  the  Paper,  many  were  aVjsent* 
Attention  had  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  about  200  Sessional 
pairs,  so  that  the  Bill  was  apparently 
going  to  be  decided  by  a  House 
of  about  100  Members*  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Bill  waa 
not  only  opposed  from  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  it  was  still  more 
violently  opposed  by  many  of  the  Go- 
vernment's own  supporters,  and  yet  they 
were  told  that  it  was  going  to  be  rushed  , 
through  the  House  in  a  couple  of  days. 
Ho  bad  no  hesitation  in  cbaracterlsing  the  ' 
action  of  tbe  Goverumeut  as  a  l^arlia- 
mentary  outrage  of  tbe  worst  possible 
description. 

♦Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid) 
suggested  to  the  hon.  Baronet  who  bad 
moved  that  Progress  be  reported  that, 
after  the  expressiou  of  opinion  which  had 
been  evoked,  ho  might  fairly  withdraw  hia 
propositiou  and  let  tbe  Committee  proceed 
with  tbe  discussion  of  tbe  Bill.  W^ith 
regard  to  Ibe  action  of  the  Government 
resi»ecting  the  measure,  he  might  say 
tbat  as  one  of  the  least  of  tbe  Liberal 
Party,  he  had  been,  in  and  out  of  tbe 
House,  one  of  its  consistent  supporters. 
He  had  done  bit*  best  to  assist  in  the 
return  to  that  House  of  Members  pletlged 
to  support  Lilieral  measures^  because  he 
l>elieved  those  measures  were  best  for  the  , 
class  to  which  they  belonged  ;  but  durinf 
the  present  Session  they  bad  seen  the ' 
most  complete  setting  aside  of  any 
recognition  of  the  views  he  and 
those  from  the  North  had  expressed. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  ExchequeffJ 
said  that  sulBcient  time  had  beea^ 
given  to  the  House  to  allow  Mem- 
l>ers  to  prepare  themselves  for  tliat 
Debate*  From  time  to  time,  he,  with 
others,  hatl  put  questions  to  tbe  right 
hon,  Geutieman,  asking  him  to  name  the 
date  on  which  the  Debate  ^aidd  be  Iak6%j 
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and  to  Mtate,  as  nearlr  as  be  eould^  the 
amoiujt  of  time  which  would  be  nilotted  to 
it.  But  there  had  been  the  most  constant 
evasion  of  the  questions.  He  had  done  his 
very  best  to  ftscertaiii  that  they  might  be 
prepared,  but  he  ventured  to  say,  looking 
at  the  pairs  which  had  been  made*  as 
pairs  are  continually  made,  ou  Party 
lines,  that  the  Honse  was  not  iu  a  statue 
in  which  a  questiou  like  that  could  be 
properly  discussed.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Government  had  taken  upon 
their  shoulders  a  burden  they  shrank  from 
carrying.  If  they  were  so  euamoured  of 
the  raeasfire,  why  had  they  not  mad^  it 
a  Government  measure— why  were  they 
goi  ng  to  allow  it  to  pass,  with  their  support, 
as  a  private  Member's  Bill,  He  knew  that 
he  was  expressing  the  opinion  of  a  large 
number  of  working  men  outside  when  he 
said  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  had  not 
been  treated  in  the  fairest  of  manners, 
but  he  wouhl,  nevertheless,  advise  the 
hon*  Baronet  that,  having  obtained  that 
expression  of  opinion  from  both  sides  of 
the  House,  he  should  allow  the  Com- 
mittee to  proceed  with  the  discussion  of 
the  BilL 

•8m  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said,  he 
bud  the  honour  of  representiug  a  large 
mining  constituency — indeed,  he  !)elieved 
the  majority  of  those  on  the  Register 
were  employed  more  or  less  iu  mining 
occupations*  He  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  a  large  number  of  his  con - 
Btituents,  and  be  felt  that  it  would  be  a 
grave  injustice  to  them  if  the  Bill  were 
forced  tlirough  the  House  of  Commons  at 
the  present  time.  The  feeling  against 
the  Bill  was  most  earnest  and  emphatic 
on  the  part  of  a  large  proportion  of  the 
raining  population — a  proportion  so  large 
tbnt,  though  a  minority,  it  was  entitled 
to  the  ntniost  respect — and  he  felt  that 
the  great  questions  involved  in  the 
measure  could  not  receive  due  considera- 
tion so  late  in  the  month  of  August*  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  rc^ 
minded  the  Committee  that  the  Second 
Reading  was  carried  by  a  large  majority  ; 
but  the  Bill  was  essentially  a  measure  of 
detail,  and  many  Members  who  supported 
the  Second  Reailing  were  anxious  to  see 
carried  important  Amendments  which 
would,  in  their  opinion,  make  the  Bill 
more  effective.  The  discussion  of  those 
Amendments  must  occupy  some  time. 
The  interests  invoh^ed  were  gigantiei 
overwhelmiagf     almoet    overpowering  ; 


and  he  felt  that  the  House  wonld  not  be 

doing  justice  to  those  affected — em- 
ployers, employed,  or  the  country  at 
large — if  they  proceeded  further  with  the 
measure  that  day.  For  it  was  not  only 
the  employers  and  employed  in  the 
mining  districts  who  were  ooneerned  in 
the  matter — there  was  the  great  body  of 
coosuniers  ;  and  he  was  certain  that  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  would  enhance  the 
price  of  coal. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not  think 
that  is  quite  the  question  under  considem- 
tion. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  :  I  onty  men- 
tioned it  as  an  illustration  of  the  gigantic 
interests  involved  in  this  question,  and, 
therefore,  as  a  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  not  be  discussed  at  this  period  of 
the  Session.  I  am  glad  to  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  making  this  protest,  and 
I  know  I  shall  have  the  thanks  of  many 
i^  the  borough  I  represent. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberland, 
Tyneside)  said,  the  Leader  of  the  House 
had  stated  that  he  proposed  to  resist  the 
Motion,  on  the  ground  that  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  had  been  affirmed  by  very 
large  majorities  of  the  House.  He  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  analyse  the  figures  of 
the  Divisions,  and  he  found  that  in  May, 
1893,  the  number  of  Members  who  took 
part  was  484,  and  that  the  majority  was 
78.  In  April,  1894,  this  year,  479  Mem- 
bers took  part,  and  the  majority  was  87. 
Of  the  Members  who  voted  in  the  Aye 
Lobby  last  year  45  were  absent  this  year, 
and  63  who  voted  in  the  No  Lobby  last 
year  were  absent  this  year.  One  changed 
his  vote  from  Aye  to  No*  Four,  owing 
to  e:xtreme  pressure  from  the  Govern- 
ment, changed  tfieir  votes  from  No  to 
Aye.  Therefore,  the  total  of  those  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  was  326,  and  of  those 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill  were  257.  Those 
who  faced  both  ways  were  five,  and 
those  who  were  absent  altogether  were 
82.  The  majority  of  those  who  voted  was 
therefore  69,  and  that  did  not  equal  the 
number  of  those  who  abstained  from 
votings  He  thought  that  if  a  Bill  of  this 
importance  was  to  be  proceeded  with,  It 
should  only  be  with  the  support  of  the 
majority  of  the  whole  House.  This  had 
never  been  the  case  with  respect  %o  this 
measure,  and  was  another  reason  why 
they  should  not  now  legislate  iu  a  hurry. 
In  the  majorities  to  which  be 
.,  had      referred     the     Nationalist    votto 
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pf  64  Members  went  aoUdlj  m 
favour  of  tlie  Second  Readiag.  He 
hoped  that  tbat  solidity  would  not  be 
BQainUined  in  any  future  Diviaioua  on 
the  Bill,  for  though  the  Nationali^it 
Members,  iu  voting  on  the  Second 
RcAdiugj  might  have  beli^^ed  that  they 
were  supporting  a  democratic  principle 
they  were  not  voting  for  the  advantage 
of  the  whole  community.  Another 
reason  why  the  Bill  shonhi  not  go  at  that 
late  period  waj<  that  the  Labour  Com- 
misdiou  Report  had  been  issued  &ince  the 
Secoud  Reading  Division*  That  Report 
should  have  due  weight  attached  to  it  iu 
the  consideration  of  such  a  measure  as 
this.  But  that  was  an  advantage  which 
they  could  not  have  at  this  late  period  of 
the  Session, 

Mii.  D.  A.  THOMA  S  (Merthyr  Tydvil) 
said,  he  wished  to  join  in  an  appeal  to 
the  hou*  Baronet  not  to  press  his  Motion 
to  a  Division.  A  very  timely  protest 
Iiad  been  entered  against  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  specially  fatjilitating 
the  Bill,  but,  that  protest  having  been  <  passed  into  law.     In  the  textile  and  in 
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pledge  tbat  the  BUI  should  be  considered 
in  Committee,  and  he  would  be  sorry  to 
be  a  piirty  to  causing  the  Government  to 
break  auy  pleilg^es;  therefore,  he  sug- 
gested that  the  Bill  should  be  proceeded  ^ 
with.  It  was  not  properly  discussed  on 
the  Secoud  Reading,  and  that  was  all  the 
more  reason  why  they  should  now  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  considering  it 
fully,  so  that  those  who  did  not  fully 
approve  of  it  might  point  out  in  what 
respects  they  considered  that  it  failed 
most  serious ly« 

•Mn.  TOMl^INSOK  (Preston)  said,  he 
desired  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  behalf  of 
a  class  whose  interest  hml  not  been 
taken  into  view.  He  represented  a  con- 
stituency which  was  not  directly  con 
nected  with  the  mining  industry,  yet 
depended  for  its  livelihood  on  the  regular 
and  cheap  supply  of  coal,  and  all  the 
great  industries  conducted  in  his  part  of 
the  country  would  gtitfer  seriously  if  that 
supply  were  to  be  diminished,  as  certainly 
he  thought  it  would  diminish  if  this  Bill 


entered,  he  did  not  think  anythiug 
further  would  be  gained  by  persisting  iu 
the  Motion,  and  if  a  Division  were  taken 
Upon  it  a  wrong  impression  might  l>e 
created.  At  the  same  time,  he  fully 
agreed  with  the  strictures  which  the  hon, 
liaronet  hail  passed  upou  the  shiliy- 
^ally  nttitnde  of  the  Government,  who, 
be  thought,  had  not  eveu  treated  their 
own  supporters  fairly,  and  whose  action 
in  no  way  redounded  to  their  credit. 
JJot  only  had  no  adequate  diiicussion 
taken  phice  so  far,  but  the  country  hail 
bad  no  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
"  *  either  on  the  Bill  itself  or  on  the 
is  which  would  be  made  to  amend 
iL  rUe  Bill  was  uot  in  the  Government 
programme  ;  it  was  not  in  the  Newcastle 
programme.  More  than  that,  it  was  de- 
liberately excludoil,  after  full  considera- 
tion, from  that  programme,  on  which, 
practically,  the  Government  were  re- 
turned to  power.  Several  reasons  bad 
been  given  for  the  curious  attitude  of  the 
Government,  but  ho  did  uot  know  that  it 
was  desirable  to  miuce  matters,  and  his 
own  belief  was  tbat  that  attitude  was 
due  to  the  fact  that  several  right  bom 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Ministerial 
Bench  represented  constitiieueies  in  which 
the  mining  vote  was  too  iraportaut  to  be 
lightly  treated.  At  the  same  time,  the 
Prime    Minister    had    given   a   distinct 


the  iron  trades  the  depression  was  now 
very  great,  many  concerns  were  carried 
on  without  profit,  and  if  they  were  sub- 
jected to  a  considerable  additional  charge 
for  coal  it  would  be  difficult  to  carry  on 
business  at  all.  The  Bill  would  operate 
very  seriously  in  that  direction  if  instead 
of  eight  hours  actual  work  in  mines  per 
day  the  work  was  reduced  to  6  or  5| 
\  hours,  which  would  be  the  actual  result. 
The  Representatives  of  other  than  mining 
districts  had  not,  perhaps,  given  attention 
to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and  many  of 
them  had  paired  and  were  away  from  the 
House.  The  discussioD  would  suffer 
from  their  absence  just  at  the  time  when 
they  could  make  themselves  acquainted 
with  the  real  working  of  the  measure. 
He  protested  strongly  against  the  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  was  being  pushed 
through. 

Mr.  FENWrCK  (Northumberland, 
WansbeckJ  hoped  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  put  the  Committee  to  the  in- 
convenience of  a  Divisiou,  but  would 
yield  to  the  appeal  made  to  him,  and 
withdraw  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. He  quite  agreed  that  a  protest 
agaiust  the  action  of  the  Government 
was  called  for  and  in  stronger  terms  than 
had  been  used.  In  their  own  opinion  the 
Government  had  made  an  adroit  more, 
but,   in  bis  opinion,    their  conduct  had 
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been  neither  candid  or  courageous.  This 
conduct  would  be  noted  out  of  doors  and 
public  attention  would  be  secured  by  tliiB 
Motion,  which  bowever  might  now  Ihj 
withdrawn  and  tlie  discussion  of  the  Bil! 
allowed  to  proceed. 
•Sir  M.  H1CK8-BEACH  (Bristol, W,) 
bad  no  desire  to  comment  on  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the  Bill, 
tbougb  he  could  say  a  good  deal  about 
that.  It  was  quite  uniiecessarj,  after 
the  strong  and  cutting  language  which 
had  been  hefird  from  supporters  of  the 
Government  representing  districts  where 
the  Government  had  hitherto  appeared 
to  eujoy  a  considerable  amount  of 
popularity.  If  tliiss  conduct  should 
decrease  that  popuhirity,  the  Opposition 
could  afford  to  look  on  the  result  with 
some  complacency.  To  his  mind  it 
appeared  quite  indefeo.sible  that  at  the 
very  moment  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  announced  that  it  was 
impossible,  looking  at  the  lecgth  of  the 
Session  and  the  exhauBtion  of  the 
House,  for  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceeil  with  any  single  Bill  of  their  own 
if  it  was  in  the  slighteat  degree 
opposed,  that  they  should  ask  the  House 
to  proceed  with  as  thorny  and  difficult  a 
question  as  could  be  presented  to  the 
Houso  of  Commons,  But  bis  object  in 
rising  was  solely  to  add  bis  request  to 
others  that  had  been  motie  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  press  his  Motion  to  a 
Division.  Enough  had  been  said  to 
make  sufficient  protest  on  the  part  of 
Members  against  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  this  matter,  but 
for  himself  be  would  say  that  whatever 
might  be  the  view  taken  of  this  Bill  as 
the  Houso  was  sitting  this  evening  there 
would  surely  be  a  desire  to  proceed  with 
some  business  or  other.  But  if  Members 
would  look  at  the  Order  Paper  having 
regard  to  the  statement  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  fact  that 
effective  Supply  had  not  been  put  down, 
it  would  be  seen  that  If  this  Motion  were 
carried  iu  about  10  mlDutes  the  House 
would  iwJjourn.  He  therefore  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
not  press  the  Motion  to  a  Division,  but 
having  made  bis  protest  would  allow"  the 
cousideration  of  the  Bill  to  proceed* 

Mu,  R  AT  f  IB  ONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfou)  had  some  hesitation  in  speaking 
on  this  subject,  but  it  did  seem  to  him  a 
rerjr  dangerous  thing  for  the  House  in 

Mr,  Fenwiek 


its  present  state  and  under  the  circttm* 

stances  of  the  time  to  enter  upon  a  poJicy 
entirely  novel,  contrar)^  to  all  precedent^ 
and  opjiosed  to  English  character  and 
traditions*  The  House,  which  was 
unable  to  discharge  its  own  business 
satisfactorily,  was  now  going  to  regniate 
the  details  of  labour  for  the  whole  of  the 
country  in  all  its  varied  forms.  ['*No, 
no  !  *'],  That  was  so,  because  when  tbb 
new*  departure  was  understood  in  the 
country  it  was  evident  where  it  would 
lead.  In  other  trades  the  questioD 
would  be  raised,  "  If  miners  have  this 
restriction  of  hount  why  should  noi  we  ?** 
The  consequences  would  be  very  iti- 
jnrious.  He  was  interested  neither  on 
behalf  of  employers  or  employed  in  this 
controversy,  but  speaking  in  the  interest 
of  cmploffts  generally  he  believed  that 
this  step  would  have  the  effect  of  en- 
dangering, and  if  proceeded  with  would 
largely  decrease  the  employment  and 
means  of  subsistenceof  large  masses  of  our 
population.  We  were  entering  upon  the 
application  of  a  principle  which  slates- 
men  of  the  past  had  considered  most 
dangerous  and  objectionable.  Perhaps 
the  man  who  Inwi  done  more  than  any 
other  to  promote  the  shortening  of  hours 
of  labour  was  the  hon»  Member  for 
Gorton  (Mr.  Mather),  and  bis  testimony 
was  emphatic  on  this  question. that  a 
rigid  law  passed  by  members  of  an  Im- 
perial Legislature  when  votes  were  given 
as  required  for  Party  reasons  could  never 
provide  a  safe  remedy  for  the  difficulties 
that  arose  in  connection  with  hours  of 
labour.  This  question  was  now  brought 
on  in  a  House  that  could  not  be  said  to 
represent  the  opinion  of  the  country^ 
while  so  many  Members  were  absent, 
having  no  expectation  that  this  business 
would  be  taken,  and  who  had  not  a 
chance  of  returning  the  pleilges  they  had 
given  on  the  subject, 
'^SiR  J.  PEASE  rose  in  response  t^  the 
invitations  given  to  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Motion,  which  had  served  its 
purpose  as  a  humble  though  strong  pro- 
test on  his  part,  strongly  emphasised  by 
others,  against  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  bringing  forward  a  Bill  promoted 
by  private  Members  on  the  13th  of 
August  with  the  House  in  its  present 
condition. 

Mr.  ABRAHAM  objected  to  the  Mo- 
tion being  withdrawn  now  that  it  had 
served  its  purpose.     If  there  was  any 
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rftlidity  in   the   reason   alleged  against) 
voeeading  witli  the  Bill  that. there  were 
00  few  Members  present,  let  that  allega-  | 
ion  be  subjected  to  the  test  of    Divi- 
ioD.    Then  woiild  be  shown  where  was  | 
iio  desire  to  have  a  fair  discussion  and 
rhsre  the  intention  to  merelj  obstruct 
Jte  Bill  and  prevent  its  consideration. 

Mr,  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  was 
rery  sorry  the  hon.  Baronet  was  going 
»  withdimw  his  protest,  because  a  I)ivi-> 
noQ  would  haye  shown  the  country  the 
aftent  and  character  of  the  support  given 
0  tiie  Grovemment  on  bringing  forward 
» important  a  Bill  at  this  period  of 
ht  Session.  He  thought  the  hon. 
hionet  by  his  Motion  had  offered  the  Oo- 
ranmient  a  golden  bridge  to  enable  them 
ttrstire  from  their  opposition  and  abandon 
iMBill.  After  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Ikmber  for  Bhondda  he  might  be  allowed 
toapressthe  opinion  that  the  Bill  would 
ioa  vast  amount  of  harm  to  every  colliery 
ii  Soath  Wales.  It  was  not  an  Eight 
Boani'Billat  all,  it  was  a  Seven  Hours* 
Bill,  and  its  effect  would  be  to  reduce  work 
ud  to  risk  the  sacrifice  of  life.  He  re- 
gretted the  hon.  Baronet  withdrew  his 
Motion,  for  it  would  have  been  welt  for 
the  eountry  to  have  seen,  even  in  such  a 
tkm  House,  how  strong  was  the  condem- 
ttUioD  of  the  conduct  of  the  Government. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*Mb.  D.  a.  THOMAS  said,  if  he 
ns  in  Order  he  would,  even  at  the 
mk  of  censure  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rhondda,  suggest 
tint  this  clause  be  postponed  to 
t  Ister  period  of  the  discussion.  He 
would  not  press  this  to  a  Division  if 
tliore  was  very  serious  objection  to  it,  but 
Mainly  as  the  clause  stood  it  was  a 
iusDomer  and  misleading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Ckuse  1  be  postponed." — (Mr. 
D.  A.  Thomas.) 

Ma.  ROBT  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
^Mdd  not  press  this.  It  was  a  matter  of 
«idl  importance,  but  ^  Hours  of  Work  ** 
<<tmed  the  natural  terms  in  which  to 
^flNribe  the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mx.  J.  A.  PEASE  asked,  would  it  be 
IB  Order  to  alter  the  title  of  the  Bill, 
vUoh   at    the  present  did    not    make 
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The  CHAIRMAN :  Not  now ;  that 
will  come  last. 
*Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  said,  the  clause 
as  it  stood  was  a  misnomer  and  altogether 
misleading.  It  was  not  for  *^  Hours  of 
Work  "  ;  it  was  to  regulate  the  hours 
from  surface  to  surface,  from  bank  to 
bank,  or  hours  underground,  and  there- 
fore he  moved  to  omit  the  words  ''of 
work.**  He  did  not  think  it  could  be 
contended  they  were  hours  of  work  ;  in 
fact,  the  time  of  actual  work  would  only 
be  some  six  and  a-half  hours,  the  re- 
mainder of  the  eight  hours  being  occu- 
pied in  going  down  and  up  again,  in 
getting  to  and  coming  from  the  place  of 
actual  work. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  of  work.** — 
{Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Mr.  STUART- wort  ley 

(Sheffield,  Hallam)  said,  the  acceptance 
of  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  and  which  would  speak  for  itself, 
would  not  necessarily  be  fatal  to  the  Bill 
even  in  the  opinion  of  the  promoters.  It 
was  asserted  that  under  the  y&ry  peculiar 
circumstances  the  legislation  the  House 
was  entering  upon  should  be  given  an 
experimental  character  and  less  of  a 
cast-iron  form.  There  was  a  very  strong 
precedent  for  his  proposal  in  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act  of  1880,  to  which 
a  duration  of  seven  years  was  given.  At 
that  time  the  fears  of  those  who  objected 
to  the  Bill  were  such  as  induced  many 
to  believe  that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would 
be  bad. 

Mr.  ROBY,  interrupting,  expressed 
his  willingness  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
9,  before  the  words  '*  a  person,*'  to  insert 
the  words  **  until  the  thirty-first  of 
December  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ninety  -  nine."  —  (^Mr,  Stuart- 
fTortiey.) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

*Mr.  TOMLINSON  desired  to  substi- 
tute ^'ISS?"   for   **1899."      The  Act 
would  be  experimental,  and  for  the  pur« 
pose  of  experience  of  its  operation  a 
2  M  ..'...... 
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couple  of  years  would  be  im  ample  period 
and  much  to  be  preferred  to  five  years. 
Of  course,  what  was  contemplated  Was 
the  possibility  or  probability  that  loug 
before  the  end  of  1899  was  reached  the 
Act  in  its  operation  would  be  found 
so  disadvantageous  to  the  workmen 
subject  to .  it,  that  •  there  would 
be  a  strong  desire  for  its  re^ 
peal.  That  such  would  be  the  case 
he  was  convinced,  for  in  many  parts  of 
the  country  it  would  be  impossible  to 
carry  on  colliery  work  under  these  re- 
strictions«  The  shorter  period  was  there- 
fore desirable. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'^ninety-nine,*'  and  insert  the  words 
"  ninety-seven." — {Mr.  Tomlinson,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment.*' 

Mr.  WOODS  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  have  intervened  with 
this  after  the  Amendment  had  been  so 
promptly  accepted.  He  hoped  it  would 
not  be  persisted  in,  but  that  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  allowed  to  proceed  to 
the  discussion  of  more  important  Amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  LEGH  thought  that  a  period  of 
seven  years  was  too  long  for  the  experi- 
ment. [Several  hon.  Members  \  '^  Five 
years."]  Five  years  was  too  long  for 
experimental  purposes,  and  personally  he 
should  much  prefer  the  shorter  period. 
The  Bill  might  have  all  the  advantages 
its  promoters  claimed  for  it ;  it  might 
turn  out  to  be  a  benefit  to  everybody 
concerned,  but  on  the  other  hand  there 
must  not  be  left  out  of  consideration  the 
possibility  of  its  being  uusucoeasful.  If 
he  were  allowed  to  do  so  he  would  like 
to  refer  to  reasons  which  led  him  to 
express  some  doubt  as  to  the  effect  the 
Bill  would  have  on  our  foreign  coal  trade. 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  think 
that  to  do  that  would  be  in  Order. 

Mr.  LEGH  said,  he  was  about  to 
quote  from  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Labour  Commission  as  to  the  desira- 
bility of  making  the  Bill  an  experiment 
only.  The  Mining  Federation  did  not 
give  evidence  before  that  Comm^sion, 
but  witnesses  who  were  in  favour  el  the 
Bill  did.  There  was  Mr.  David  Mor^^fm, 
agent  for  the  At>erdare  and  Merthf r 
Mr.  Tomlinson 


Mining  Assooiation,  who  in  rei^y  to 
Questions  3,942  and  following,  appimd 
of  the  proposal  for  an  eight  hoars*  daj. 
When  asked  as  to  his  opinion  on  the 
probable  effect  on  trade,  he  said  in 
would  not  be  an  advocate  of  an  eight 
hours*  legislative  day  in  this  ooaatiy 
unless  a  similar  proposal  were  adopted  in 
foreign  countries.  And  further  on  he 
expressed  his  belief  that  foreign  eono- 
tries  would  follow  the  example  of  thii 
country. 

•The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  mmt  call  the 
hon.  G«ntleman*s  attention  to  the  Q8e»> 
tion  before  the  Committee  now,  whether 
the  date  should  be  1899  or  1897. 

Mr.  LEGH  said,  one  more  senteoee 
would  be  to  the  point.  The  witness 
went  on  to  say  that,  if  foreign  ooan> 
tries  did  not  follow  our  example  we 
should  have  to  return  to  the  existing 
system.  He  admitted  that  each  a  Bill 
might  not  be  an  entire  suooess,  and  cer- 
tainly in  taking  such  an  unusual  step  it 
was  well  to  be  cautious.  The  proposil 
accepted  was  a  fair  and  reasonable  one^ 
but  the  shorter  period  would  be  more 
satisfactory  in  view  of  contingencies  that 
miglit  arise.  Should  the  Bill  prove  s 
success  there  would  be  no  difRenlty  ia 
renewing  it,  but  if,  on  the  other  bsiid,  it 
was  destined — as  he  believed  it  was— to 
become  a  disastrous  failure,  then  it  would 
be  well  to  have  a  ready  means  of  retiring 
from  a  false  position  without  undne 
delay. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortlejf) 
agreed  to. 

•Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthy 
Tydvil)  confessed  he  was  veT 
agreeably  surprised  at  the  spirit  i 
which  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  b* 
accepted  Amendments  so  far,  and  w^ 
even  encouraged  to  hope  that  they  mi^^ 
accept  the  Amendment  he  was  about 
move.  He  frankly  admitted  it  was  of 
far  more  important  and  far-reachiJ 
character  than  those  which  had  be>i 
accepted,  yet  still  he  hoped  that  by  tl 
time  he  came  to  the  end  of.  hia  remar' 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  convinced 
the  justice  of  the  claim  he  made  on  b 
half  of  the  majority  of  thoBe  who  wob 
be  chiefly  interested.  He  had  very  litl 
doubt  that  had  the  Houaa  gone  in 
Committee  on  the    Bill    at  an    earU 
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period  of  the  Session,  whea  ^lie  Dormal 

number  of  Members  were  io  attendance, 
the  Amendmeut  he  wua  about  to  move 
wonid  have  been  carried,  but  as  to  its 
fate  now  be  had  considerable  doubt. 
Within  the  House  aod  its  precincts  there 
were  probably  not  more  than  a  third  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  he  was  in  the  unfortunate  position 
that  mariy  supporiers  of  his  Amendment 
were  absent,  having  paired  with  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  side  of  the  House,  who 
also  were  supporters  of  the  Amendment. 
He  hoped  that  those  Members  who  were 
present  w^ould  approach  the  consjiderutioii 
of  this  questiou  with  an  open  mind.  The 
Government  had  over  and  over  again  de- 
clared they  took  no  side  as  a  Government 
upon  questions  involved  in  the  Bill  ;  the 
Prime  Minister  hrnl  said  so,  the  Leader 
of  the  House  had  satd  so,  and  the  Home 
Secretary  had  said  the  same  thing,  so 
that  the  prestige  of  the  Government 
would  in  no  way  be  affected  by  any 
decision  at  whi<jh  the  Committee  might 
arrive.  Members  who  were  pledged  to 
support  the  Second  lieadiug  were  not 
committed  to  any  line  of  action  towards 
Amendments  proposed  at  this  stage, 
and  in  fact  several  hon.  Members  who 
supported  the  Second  Heading  did  re- 
serve to  themselves  the  right  to  support 
any  moditications  they  might  see  lit  to 
adopt  in  Comroitteo,  and  several  declared 
that  they  would  not  be  prepared  to 
support  the  Third  Reading  unless  the 
Bill  were  considerably  modified  in  Com- 
mittee. That  view  was  taken  notably 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  He  would  refer 
later  on  to  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
in  his  clear  and  able  speech  in  support  of 
the  Bill  a  couple  of  years  ago,  but  first 
he  would  refer  to  the  speech  of  the  late 
Prime  Minister  in  support  of  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  w^bich  was  word  for 
word  identical  with  this.  He,  for  his 
own  part,  attached  very  great  weight  to 
that  speech,  and  the  attitude  taken  iip  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occa- 
sion, atjd  believed  it  contributed  materially 
to  til e  decision  the  House  arrived  at  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  bear  with 
hlmwbtie  he  read  extracts.     In  1893  the 


right  hon»  Gentleman  recorded  his  vote 
w*ith  certiiin  reservations.     He  said — 

*'  I  iLiii  iKJund  to  siiy  I  do  feel  that  thus  is  a^ 
(piestioii  in  which  the  protection  of  minorities^ 
if  they  nre  thus  to  be  called,  is  a  subject  having 
the  ntmrjat  elaimfl  upon  oar  attention.  I 
frankly  own  that,  after  every  fair  rtllowance  for 
uncertaliUy  and  ilisputed  point!*^  I  am  not 
ready  to  consent  upon  the  Thinl  Kea^Ung  ot 
this  Hill  to  apply  the  <-i:)m pulsion  it  wouM 
impart  t/>  a  community  ^uch  as  that  which  Is 
iepi'eMJut4Kl  by  tiie  miners  of  NarthumberlarKl 
ami  Durham.  .  .  .  For  my  own  part,  it 
apjiears  to  mc^  I  confess,  that  a  compulsory 
measure  of  this  kind  ought  not  to  take  effect 
exL'ept  with  the  moral  certainty  on  our  part 
timt  the  measure  would  express  the  sense  of  a 
majority  bo  large  in  the  variuus  diiitrictii  uf  the 
eountr}'  that  it  might  be  said  to  be  the  general 
bcnse  of  the  comninnity.'* 

Now»  there  was  up  proof  whntever — fu^r 
from  a  "moral  certainty  **^no  proof 
whatever  that  the  majority  of  the  work- 
ing classes  ivfTected  favoured  the  BilMti* 
its  present  form.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 

"  It  IB  quite  clear  that  you  cannot  always 
have  regard  to  minoritiea  altogether  insiguiticant 
in  their  numbers,  but^  at  the  «ame  time^  1  most 
own  1  thiak  it  would  not  only  be  an  un* 
warranted,  Imt  a  dangt^rous  owi'se  on  the  part 
of  this  House  in  compulsory  legi^lalion  of  thiF 
character,  and  in  exceptional  IriiV:  lUi  n  of  thii? 
character,  to  haven<^  regard  t<  >  xi'ept 

to  the   fact    of  a    comidcni'  y    of 

the  mining  ctasB  at  3  t 
override  the  local  at' n 

munities  as  thofic  of  tug  .NririuuMirK-nanu  inni 
Durham  miaers.  T  almofit  thinly  that  many  of 
the  frienda  of  the  Bill,  when  they  come  to  cloae 
<piart*?rti  on  the  cpieation,  when  we  pa***  out  , 
altogether  from  the  region  of  what  might  be 
called  abstract  discuHsiou^  and  have  to  answer 
to  ourselves  what  degree  of  com  pulsion  and 
under  what  circumstanceu  we  were  prepared 
to  afiply  it,  1  almost  think  that  some  of  them 
will  Bhrink  from  the  application  of  that  com- 
pulsion in  auch  a  case  as  I  have  supposed." 

That  was  the   opiuiou  of  the  right  hou^  ^ 
Gentleman  in  1 893,  and  from  a  recout  letter, 
it   was   to  be  gatliered  that  he  had  uot,^ 
changed  hi*^  opinion.     In   that  letter  he , 
said — 

^^I  am  clear  that  if  the  iiuucr«  desire  th<^ 
Kight  Hours  Bill  with  a  degree  of  concurrence 
approaching  unanimity,  they  have  a  moral  title 
to  it.  Of  the  moral  title  to  impose  it  on  a  con- 
aide  rable  minority  I  am  very  doubtful^  and  I 
apprehend  that  if  the  minority  ia  really  con- 
Kiderable  it  will  lie  found  practically  more 
dilficult  to  overpower  than  tsome  among  the 
promotei-S  of  the  Bill  may  imagine." 

[Cries  of  *' Road   on!'']      He  had  m 
objection  to  read  the  remamJer- — 

"The  general  ailoption  of  ti 
will  give  me,  pereonallyt  very  gj 
I  must  not  omit  t^>  say  that^  vus\i^'A\*^v\\>^viv  ij-«Ji^'* 
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option,  1  contcraplflt*?  the  ftctioo  of  diBtricts 
rather  than  that  of  single  eollieries  in  uear 
neighbourhood  to  one  another." 

His  AmeodmeDt  in  coDtemplatliig  local 
option  proposed  counties  and  not  single 
collieries*  He  regarded  this  letter 
as  flbowing  that  the  right  Gentle- 
man still  held  the  view  that 
local  option  should  be  adopted  a.s 
part  of  the  BilK  He  wan  doubtful  of  the 
moral  title  of  the  majority  to  impose  a 
Bill  such  E8  this  on  a  considerable  minu- 
rity,  and  it  was  only  where  the  majority 
waB  so  great  as  to  amount  to  practical 
unanimity  that  he  would  support  the 
BQl  in  its  present  form  without  local 
option.  He  (Mr.  Tlionma)  did  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tnce  or  any  hon. 
Member  present  would  dream  of  saying 
that  there  was  anything  h*ke  prac- 
tical unanimity  amongst  the  miners 
throughotit  the  United  Kingdom  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill  In  its  present  form.  He 
should  like  to  point  out  the  very  varying 
degrees  of  reduction  which  would  take 
place  in  difFerent  parts  of  the  country 
under  the  Bill  in  its  present  form.  Jn 
some  counties  the  Bill  would  cause  hardly 
any  reduction  in  the  hours  of  labour, 
while  in  others  it  would  involve  a  reduc- 
tion of  from  20  per  cent,  to  2*5  per  cent,, 
and  thus  the  Committee  would  see  that  it 
would  l>e  very  unequal  in  its  treatment.  He 
was  not  opposed  to  the  principle  of  Par- 
'  liamentary  interference ;  his  objection 
wag  entirely  to  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form.  As  the  Committee  know,  he  him- 
self had  introduced  a  Bill  on  this  very 
subject^  so  that  his  objection  was  entirely 
to  the  Bill  in  its  present  form*  If  an 
Amendment  he  had  down  for  a  later 
stage  had  been  accepted  by  the  promoters, 
it  would,  to  his  mind,  have  removed 
many  of  the  most  serious  objections  to 
the  Bill,  and  he  should  not  have  been 
found  here  today  muviug  this  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  West  Fife 
had  stated  that  in  his  district  the  hours 
at  the  present  time  were  eight  from  bank 
to  bank.  Then,  again,  from  evidence 
given  before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Labour,  it  was  clearly  shown  the  hours 
of  work  in  many  districts  were  something 
like  eight  from  bank  to  hank.  Mr. 
Parker  Rhodes,  Secretary  to  the  South 
Yorkshire  Coalowners*  Association,  gave 
this  evidence  before  the  Royal  Com  mis- 
_si0n  on  Labour^ 

Mr.  21  A.  Thoma$ 


;  i;;7850.— Chftirman:  What  aw  the  av 
ihottTS  of  the  (filler  from  bank  to  bank  ?— I  ^ 
that  out  a^  cfirefully  as  1  could,  in  or^ler  to  make 
a  Ketoni  to  the?  Hoard  of  Tmile,  and  also  to 
your  Comroiaiiiou  ;  and  the  average  hours  from 
Wik  to  bank  are  eight. 

7H5L— That  is  fn>m  bank  to  bank?— Tea,  it 
i»  eight  botirg  and  eight  mmutes  really," 

Colonel  J»  B.  Cochrane,  Chairman  of 
the  South  Stafibrdsbire  aud  East 
Worcestershire  Coal  masters^  Associa- 
tion, gav^e  this  evidence — 

''  10915.  Mr.  Dale  :  From  your  observation 
and  experieuce,  what  would  you  put  the  average 
hours  of  the  miner  at  from  bank  to  bauk  X — 1 
shouLl  isay  7^. 

10911).  That  of  course  moist  include  the  de- 
scending time,  and  the  meal  time  ? — But  not  tbe 
ascending. 

10917-  That  is  Just  as  you  choose  to   put   it^ 
U  is  better  to  put  it  including,  the  ascending, 
time? — Then  I  would  make  it  froui  74  to  eight-^ 
hours,  I  think/' 

On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  William  Jenkins^ 
manager  of  the  Ocean  collieries — ^the 
most  extensive  in  South  Wales — ^gave 
this  evidence — 

12103.  Mr.  Dale  :  ••  Of  course  that  is  equivalent 
to  saying  yuu  know  that  the  time  now  from 
bank  to  bankiii  yj  honni?— Quite  so." 

So  th»t  in  many  districts  the  hours  at 
the  present  time  were  only  eight  from 
bauk  to  hank.  In  Fife,  Midlothian, 
Worcestershire,  South  Staffordshire,  and 
South  Yorkshire  the  hours  were  a  I  ready- 
eight  from  baok  to  bank,  so  that  the  Bill 
would  not  make  any  practical  difference 
in  those  districts  in  the  hours  of  colliers 
and  hewers,  who  formed  the  most  im- 
portant section  of  workmen  underground. 
It  might  make  a  little  difference  iu 
individual  cases,  but  nothing  of  a  serious! 
character.  It  was  most  curious  that  the 
original  demand  for  the  Bill  came  from  dis- 
tricts where  the  minors  already  had  eight 
hours.  They  practically  had  the  Eight 
Hours  Bill  Uiemselves,  aud,  not  satis JSed 
with  that,  they  wanted  to  impose  it  on  ' 
other  districts.  They  did  not  wish  to 
have  it  tu  South  Wales,  They  there  had 
nine  hours  winding  coal,  which  practically- 
meant  10  hours  from  bank  to  bauk.  On 
some  days  iu  the  week  in  various  col- 
lieries they  worked  lOi hours.  He  would 
give  three  main  reasons  for  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  proposed — first,  that  any 
district  had  a  right  to  determine  such  a 
question  for  itself,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  Parliament,  provided  that  it  did 
not  interfere  in  any  way  with  other  dis- 
tricts.    If   he   could    show   that    South 


821 


Mines  (Eight 


Wales — for  he  dpoke  more  particularly 
in  regard  to  South  Wales — might  be 
allowed  to  deeide  for  itself  what  hours 
it  would  have,  without  aflfectiug  York* 
shire  or  other  districts  lu  Eugland,  he 
claimed  that  it  should  be  allowed  to  do  it. 
His  second  point  was  this  :  that  there 
were  different  cdasses  of  coal  produceil  iu 
different  dietiict^,  aud  that,  while  the 
Bill  would  not  adversely  affect  the 
federated  or  home  trade  district  from 
which  it  emamitetl,  it  would  seriously 
affect  the  South  Wales  aud  Northumber- 
land flud  Durham,  which  dependetl  on 
foreign  export  business.  The  Committee 
would  see  that  his  secoud  point  had  a  very 
important  bearing  indeed  on  the  question 
of  local  option.  Meu  who  wanted  the 
Bill  would  not  suffer  in  any  way,  but 
the  men  who  did  not  want  the  Bill  would 
be  much  prejudiced  by  It  if  it  w^ere  passed 
in  its  present  shape,  as  they  would  have 
to  compete  with  foreign  coal,  the  produc- 
tion of  which  could  be  increased  in  pro- 
j^ortion  to  the  falling-off  in  the  output  at 
home.  His  third  and  most  important 
reason  for  asking  the  Committee  to  allow 
each  district  to  decide  tlte  matter  for 
themselves  was  this :  tliere  were 
differences  in  the  geological  and  natural 
conditions  under  which  coal  was  produced 
that  made  the  present  form  of  the  Bill 
nuilesirable,  aud  there  would,  therefore, 
be  injustice  aud  unreasonableness  iu 
applying  the  same  cast*lron  rule  in 
every  district.  But,  before  discussing 
these  points  in  detail,  he  should  like  to 
deal  with  an  argurnent  very  constantly 
put  forward,  and  which  unless  disposed 
of  at  the  outset,  might  prevent  due 
weight  being  given  to  the  considerations 
he  had  to  urge*  It  was  this  :  it  was 
said  that,  although  the  hours  might  IjO 
reduce^l,  the  output  would  not  be 
diminished,  because  the  men  would  work 
with  increased  enery,  aud  in  the  shorter 
time  would  be  able  to  produce  quite 
as  much  as  in  the  longer  hours. 
They  were  told  that  the  experience  of 
the  past  bore  that  out.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham, 
in  the  speech  he  hud  made  in  support  of 
the  Second  Reading  last  year  or  the  year 
before,  put  that  argutuent  forward  very 
clearly  and  very  forcibly.  But  he  (Mr. 
Thomas)  would  like  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  in  the  illustrations 
he  bad  used,  the  hours  had  been  reduced 
from  the  long  hours  of  12,  11,  and  10  to 
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10  and  9,  but  that  fn  this  Bill  it 
waa  proposed  to  reduce  the  hours  from 
eight — for  the  longest  period  worked  in 
South  Wales,  he  thought,  did  not  exceed 
eight — to  six  and  a-half,  or  six,  or  even, 
in  some  districts,  possibly  to  even  less 
thant  hat.  He  wanted  to  show  this  ;  that 
this  argument  of  the  experience  of  the 
past,  where  voluntary  arrangements  bad 
been  entered  into,  was  far  from  being  ao 
argument  in  favour  of  a  reduetiou  of 
hours  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  was 
really  an  argument  in  favour  of  no  inter- 
ference at  all.  In  the  past,  reductions 
had  been  made  by  voluntary  agieeraeut 
in  almost  all  cases*  What  did  that  mean  ? 
It  meant  that  employers  conversant  in 
each  particular  case  with  the  nature  of 
the  employment  engaged  iu,  considered 
that  by  a  redm!tion  of  hours  a  certain 
result  would  follow^that  w^ae  to  say,  that 
the  men  by  increased  energy  would  be 
able  to  maintain  the  output.  They  had 
done  so  in  the  coal  trade  all  over  the 
country.  Certainly  iu  South  Wales  they 
had  made  reductions  in  the  hours  of  work 
which  they  had  felt  would  be  followed 
by  no  material  reiluction  in  the  output. 
They  had  been  right.  Then  could  they 
not  claim  to  be  right  when  thi?y  said 
that  no  further  re<luction  could  be  made  ? 
That  was  w*hy  he  claimed  that  the  argu 
meut  was  in  their  favour*  The  employers 
were  right  in  the  past  when  they  said 
that  no  reduction  of  output  would  follow^ 
from  the  rcsduction  of  hours,  and  they 
thought  they  were  right  when  they  said 
now  that  further  reduction  of  hours 
would  be  followed  by  a  reduction  of  out- 
put. There  was  a  limit  to  the  argument. 
They  could  not  go  on  for  over  reducing 
the  hours  without  curtailing  the  out- 
put. There  must  be  some  limit 
beyond  which  they  could  not  go.  If 
there  was  no  limit,  they  would  soon 
l>c  iu  the  enviable  position  of  doing 
no  work  at  all,  and  enjoying  them- 
selves at  leisure  immensely  on  a 
toy  output  producetl  by  nobody.  He 
believed  the  limit  in  coal-mining  had 
been,  he  would  not  say  quite  reached,  but 
very  nearly  reached,  for  the  preseut,  aud, 
if  they  would  allow  him,  he  should  like  to 
give  his  own  personal  experience  in  the 
matter.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Rhondda  Valley  would  say  he  (Mr. 
D.  A,  Thomas)  was  not  always  against  the 
eight  hours* 
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Mr.  W,  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgwi, 
UUoiidda)  :  Clewch,  clewoh  ! 

Mr.  D,  a.  THOMAS  :  The  Uon. 
Member  sfiid  ••Clewoh,  (*l<;wch.**  He 
(Mr,  Thomas)  confessed  he  was  a 
coDvert,  though  perhnpa  uot  so  rocent 
as  some  j>eople.  He  would  tell  the 
Committee  the  rerisoa^ — which  his  hoii. 
Friend,  although  ho  knew  it,  had 
never  been  candid  euoiigh  to  state  Id 
public.  As  a  young  niau,  he  was  ambi* 
tiott5  to  be  a  pioneer  lu  this  movement, 
and  be  put  into  force  the  eight  hours 
bank  to  bank  a  v stem. 

Mr.  W,  ABRAHAM  :  With  a  double 
ahift. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  ;  Yes,  with  a 
double  shift,  and  he  was  certain  hia  boo. 
Friend  wouJd  not  get  up  and  move  the 
prohibition  of  the  double  shift  in  the 
Bill.  He  would  challenge  him  to  do  it. 
He  tried  tlie  system  in  a  collier)'  with 
the  mauagement  of  which  he  hud  a  good 
deal  to  do.  The  result  was  that,  at  the 
end  of  13  months,  with  the  desire  that  it 
should  succeed,  itud  everything  beiug 
done  on  his  part  to  make  it  succeed,  the 
men  declared  that  they  would  not  go  ou 
working  in  that  way,  L>ecause  thoy  ob* 
jected  to  the  doul>le-sl»ift  {^vHtcm.  But 
how  did  it  jiffect  their  output  atid  wages  ? 
The  output  per  collier  jwr  day,  working 
the  shorter  hours,  was  1*67  tons  per  day. 
When  they  returned  to  the  longer  hours 
it  was  2*06  tons,  or  a  difference  of  about 
23  per  cent.  Now,  he  was  curious  to 
know  what  his  hon.  Friend  would  have 
to  say  in  reply  to  that.  On'  the  expira- 
tion of  the  13  months  it  was  shown 
that  the  redaction  in  the  output  under 
the  system  was  almost  exactly  pro- 
portionate to  the  reduction  in  the  time. 
That  showed  that  rn  South  Wales, 
at  any  rate,  they  had  rejichtjd  a  limit, 
below  which  no  considerable  reduction 
in  the  liours  could  be  made  without 
materially  reduciug  the  output.  Ina  ueigh- 
bouring  pit  a  similar  res  uUiiad  been  arrived 
at,  though  the  average  was  taken  over  a 
longer  period  and  single  shifts  were 
worked.  The  hours  in  this  case  were 
10^  from  bank  to  bank  on  Fridays,  and 
eight  on  Saturdays.  From  1888  to  1892 
the  averages  showed  that  the  production 
on  Fridays  exceeded  that  of  Saturdays 
by,  roughly  speaking,  a  quantity  pro- 
portionate to  the  increased  time  workecL 
The  output  was  from  25  to  25.}  percent, 
larger    on    Friday    than    on    J^aturday, 


Those  ^ere  facts  from  actual  experience 
which  were  worth  a  ton  of  theory.  They 
were  in  this  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
question  ;  he  did  uot  know  what  view  th  ~ 
hon.  Member  fur  Eccles  took,  but  son 
hou.  Members  declared  that  no  reduction 
in  the  output  would  follow.  The  hon. 
Member  forNorraanton  said  that  whereas 
the  Members  for  luce  and  Rhondda  said 
it  would,  and  no  doubt  they  would  not 
care  a  snap  of  the  fingers  for  the  BiU 
unless  the  out  pit  were  reduced,  for  they 
belonged  to  a  school  of  economists  who 
rhouglit  that  the  less  there  was  pruducod 
the  mure  there  would  be  t^  divide.  He 
hoped  that  during  the  course  of  this  dis- 
ciission  the  hon.  Members  for  Normauton 
and  Rhondda  would  endeavour  to  settle 
their  difference:*,  and  ascertuia  which  was 
the  correct  view.  He  liad  on  thi*  poiot 
an  extract  from  a  speech  made  by  the 
Member  far  Rhondda  which  he  would 
like  to  read.     The  hon.  Memlier  said — 

*Mf  ir  by  the       '  '" 

mlh*  ;  '  irinc  ho 

tliL' ^u;v*,.^,....  uf  output  c,>..l.   .,..^.,  ...- 
carried  out  uuJer  the  present  system/* 

The  nine  hours  a  day  system  meant  nine 
hours  winding  coal  and  not  from  b»nk  to 
bank,  which  they  did  not  adhere  to  at 
present  according  to  his  hou.  Friend, 
iind  tins  in  itself  seemed  to  show  that 
there  could  be  no  very  strong  demand 
for  eight  hours  from  bank  to  bank.  The 
nine  hours'  working  day  meant  10  hours 
from  bank  to  bank,  which  was  the  system 
in  vogue  at  the  present  day. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  :  It  is  not  % 
10  hours'  dav. 

Mr.  D.  a,  THOMAS  said,  that  if  it 
was  nine  hours  winding  coal  it  was 
practically  10  hours  from  bank  to  bank, 
for  his  hon.  Friend  must  know  that  it 
took  40  or  50  minutes  in  a  big  colliery 
to  let  the  men  down,  and  a  wimilar  ttme 
to  bring  them  up,  and  as  thoy  could  not 
bring  thetu  up  in  exactly  the  oriler 
in  whif'h  they  went  down,  an  hour  must 
be  deducted  from  the  b»iuk  to  bank  time 
to  get  in  the  time  left  for  coal  winding, 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM;  The  hou. 
Member  ga%'e  just  now  this  piece  of  in- 
formation^ — that  in  South  Wales  they 
were  winding  coal  10  hours  a  i\\^y. 

Mil.  D.  A.  THOMAS  said,  he  thought 
he  had  said  10  hours  from  bank  1^  bank 
and  nine  hours  winding  coal,  l(  he  had 
not  said  that  he  had  made  a  mistake. 
Some   hon.   Members   around  him,  who 
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jjwe  on  the  smne  eide  as  the  hon.  Mem-  i  opoo  the   promoter*  of  the  Bill.     He 
ber   for   Khoodda    upon    thie    question,    contended   that   there  was    little   or  uo 


assured  him  that  ho  had  aaid  that;  The 
hon*  Member  far  Rhoudda  had  aiso  said, 
itt  a  speech  delivered  a  t'ewraontha  hack — 
♦*  Prom  A  compatation  recently  ma«le  it  wa^ 
found  that  iKftween  the  overtime  paid  for  and 
the  overfime  imt  imid  for  the  men  worked  U 
hours  per  day  instej^d  of  nine;  and  if  they 
ajrreed  to  strike  off  that  t^^o  hours  they  would 
teatrict  the  output  by  about  20  per  cent.  Two 
hours  kntxjked  off  from  the  100,000  miners  of 
South  VValea  would  give  a4idit3onal  employmeot 
to  20,000  more  men.  If  that  could  be  brought 
about  it  would  create  such  a  «iemand  for  labour 
as  to  considerably  stren^hen  the  market  and  do 
away  with  the  danger  of  rediicin^r  prices^' 

The  hoD.  Member  had  added — 

'*  And  he  appealed  to  them  most  earnestly  to 
drt  all  in  their  power  to  bring  about  the  nine 
hours'  dav." 

So  that  the  miners  iti  the  Rhondda 
Valle/,  whom  the  hon.  Member  repre- 
sented, and  whom  he  said  were  so  ex* 
tremely  anxious  to  have  ^  t^even  hours* 
winding  day,  he  had  to  appeal  to  to  do  all 
in  their  power  to  bring  about  a  nine  hours' 
winding  day.  That  did  not  look  as  if  they 
were  very  keenly  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 
He  (Mr.  Thomas)  said,  the  reduction  in 
the  output  in  South  Wales  would  be 
from  20  to  25  per  cent,»  hut  his  lion. 
Friend  art^ued  it  would  l»e  moro  than  that. 
He  made  it  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  :  No,  uo. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  said,  he  had  read 
the  hon.  Member's  speeches,  and  that 
was  his  view  if  he  was  correctly  re- 
ported in  The  South  fVaics  Dailt/ 
Ncics^  which  was  a  newspaper  on  very 
friendly  terms  with  the  hou*  Member, 
He  now  wished  to  go  a  little  more  fully 
into  his  reasons  against  tiie  compulsory 
form  of  the  Bill.  His  hou.  Friend  would 
go  with  hira  as  far  as  be  could  on  thid 
principle  he  was  snre^  because  in  the 
controversy  which  had  been  going  on 
between  the  sliding-scale  party,  and  the 
federation  is  ts  in  South  Wales,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  always  been  a  strong  advocate 
for  Home  Rule  for  Wales  on  the  wages 
question.  That  was  what  be  (Mr.  Thomas) 
was  asking  for  Glamorganshire  on  this 
qtiestion,  and  he  therefore  hoped  he 
should  be  able  to  carry  his  hon.  Fiiend 
with  him  to  some  extent  as  to  the  tirst 
point  he  was  endeavouring  to  make. 
But  he  thought  the  onus  of  showing  that 
Wales  could  not  be  allowed  to  remain  as 
it  was  and  that  the  independent  action  of 
Wales  would  affect  other  districts,  rested 


competition  between  the  Sooth  Wales 
dislrict  and  the  Midland  districts,  from 
which  the  demand  for  this  Bill  came. 
He  assumed  that  vSouth  Wales,  if  left  to 
itself,  would  not  accept  the  Bill  in  its 
present  form.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Rhoudda  would  dispute  this,  and  would 
no  doubt  speak  for  himself*  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean  disputed  it ;  but  if  he  wai* 
wrong,  when  South  Wales  came  to  take 
a  baliot  they  could  declare  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  At  a  recent  ballot  t«ken  in  the 
Merthyr  boroughs,  at  21  collieries  no 
ballot  was  taken  at  the  collieries  in  his 
hoo.  Friend*8  agency  for  obvious  reasons — 
there  was  a  majority  in  every  case  against 
the  Bill  in  its  present  form.  The  total 
majority  was  four  to  one,  the  figures 
being  2,567  for  the  bank  to  bank  and 
8,838  against.  One  little  point  arose  that 
be  should  like  to  draw  attention  to.  After 
it  was  decided  by  the  district  generally 
that  a  ballot  should  be  taken  he  receivetl 
a  letter  from  the  secretary  to  the  Dowlala 
Work  men  *s  Committee  in  April  last  say- 
ing that  the  Dowlais  workmen  wished 
him  to  vote  for  the  bank  to  bank  Bill, 
that  they  had  taken  n  ballot  some  few 
years  previously,  and  by  1,600  to  SCO 
odd  had  decidc^l  rn  favour  of  ihe 
bank  to  bank  Bill,  and  saw  no  reason 
for  taking  a  fresh  ballot.  He  went 
to  Dowlais  himself  and  callctl  a  meeting 
of  the  colliers*  About  1,0<K>  men  were 
present,  and  it  was  vory  clear  which  way 
the  meeting  was  going,  and  an  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  to  the  resolution 
against  the  bank  to  bauk  Bill  in 
favour  of  taking  a  ballot  by  the 
very  gentleman  who  had  written  to  him. 
He  suggested  that  both  the  molioii  and 
the  amendment  might  very  well  both  be 
passed,  and  they  were  parsed,  and  the 
meeting  decided  against  the  eight  hours'" 
bauk  to  bank  Bill.  On  a  bnllot  1,973 
voted  against  the  eight  lioiirs'  bank  to 
bank,  and  428  for.  This  showed  the 
tremendous  change  which  took  place  in 
the  feeling  of  the  workmen  in  two  or  three 
years.  On  the  first  micasion  there  was  an 
overwhelming  majority  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  and  then  there  was  bu  overwhelming 
majority,  even  greater,  against  it.  Tbis 
was  evidence  that  the  leaders  of  the 
miners  might  sometimes  be  mistaken  as 
to  the  feeling  of  the  men  ;  and  it  j^howed 
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was  caneerued,  what  happen^  in  repitd 
to  the  lioun?  of   laWiir  ;  biit    rn    Koiith 
Wales,  where  60  or  70  per  cent,  of  the 
outputwjii*exporteti,iftlie  Binp€i!!<s*edin»t8 
preseut  form  it  would  have  a  very  diftftstroa* 
effect  ujiou  iheirtriule,  inereasiug  the  cost . 
of  proline tiou   by  20,  or,  as  some  people' 
believed    30   per  rent*      He    was     loth 
to   my    much    about    the    quest iou    of 
forei gu  competition,  because  he  knew  it 
had  often  been  put  forward  as  a  bogie  ii* 
order    to    get    reductions    and    put    off 
advances    in    wages.       There    was    no 
doubt,  however,    that   foreign   countrietf 
had   made  very  great  progress    as  com- 
pared with   this  country  in  recent  yeart, 
A    few    years    iigo    we    were    niillionaj 
and  tenis  of  mi  11  ions  of  tons  In  advance 
of  the  United   States,  but  now  they  hadi 
very  nearly  caught  us    up.     He  shouhij 
like  to    give   au    instance   or  two  opoO| 
this  question  of  foreign  competition,  an^ 
the    Houae    ^ould    understand    that    he 
was  speaking    from    actual    experience, 
because  he  was    engaged    every  day  of 
his    life    in     selling    coal,     and     knew 
^lomething    about    foreign     competitioD, 
In  mauy  places  abroad  tlie  eompetitioD 
Wfts  becoming  exceedingly  severe,  so  that 
English  coal  wai?  Ijeing  rapidly  driven  out 
by  foreign  coal,     lie    knew  it  had  been 
poiuteti  out    that    notwithstauiling    this 
the  total  aggregate  exports  of  tlie  coun- 
try were    increasing.     That,    no    doubt, 
was  so  ;  but  many  causes  had  coutrihuti}d 
to  that»  to  which  he  would  refer  later. 
Figures  showed  that  in  1892    the   eosi 
exported     to     eoropeiitive     points    was 
materially     le?8     than     in     1883,     not- 
withatttuding  tlmt    thoro    was    a   vastly 
increased      number      of      stearaers,      as 
against  10  years  ago.     In   1883  w^e  ex- 
ported to  the  Russian    Southern    ports, 
312,333  tons  ;  in  1892,42,506  tons;  to 
British    East    Indies,    323,620    tons    in 
1883,  and  202,894  in    1892;    to  China 
and  Hoag  Kong,  64,804    tx>ns  in   lHs:i, 
and  19,110    tons    in    1892;    to    British 
North  America,  174,314    tons  in  1888, 
and    71,674    in    1892;    to    the    Unitod 
States,  111,736  tons  in  1883,  and  22,576 
in    1892;    and    to    the    Foreign    West 
Indies,  272,453  tons  in  1883,and  117,788 
tons  in  1892.     The  total  result  was,  that 
whereas    in     1883     we    exportetl    over 
1,250,000  tons,  in  1892  we  exported  lesa 
thnu  500,000  tons.     He  knew  from  his 
own  personal   experience   that  steamers 
went   out   to    the    East    wad    returibfid 


alto  that  that  House  ooght  to  take  great 
care   not   to  pass   hurried  legislation  in 
regard  to  this  matter.     He  had  now*  he 
thought,  convinced   the  Committee  thut 
he  had  some  authority  for   speaking  for 
South  Wales,     They  had  ttiken  a  ballot, 
aod    over    and    over    aguiu    they    hud 
chatleugetl  their  friends  on  the  other  side 
to  take  a  ballot ;    but  they  would  not  do 
80,  and  the  ouly  conclusion  he  could  eome 
to  was   that  they  wei-e  afraid   to  do  so* 
He  came  now  to  his  next  point — ^namely, 
the,  oliaraot^r  of  the  South  Wak?3  trade. 
The  South  Wales,  Northumberland,  and 
Durham  trade  w^as  a  foreign  trade,  while 
the  trade  in   the  Federation  dii-tncts  wai- 
a  home  trade.     He  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  this  fact — 
the  South  Wales  and  the  Lancashire  and 
the   Northumberland    and    tlie    Durham 
miners  comprised   altogether  very  nearly 
half  the  miners  in  England  and   Wales. 
There  were  over  250,000  miners  in  those 
districts,  and  330,0(X)  in  the  rest  of  Eng- 
land, which  they  might  call  the  Federu- 
tion  district.     In    1892   he   found,  from 
Returns   which  were  available  to  every 
Member    of    the    Committee,    that    the 
foreign  exports  from  England  and  Wales 
(he    was    not     speaking    of    Scotland) 
were  rather  less  than  25,500,000  tons  ; 
the     export    from     South     Wales     and 
Monmouth  and    Tyne   ports    was    over 
22,5(X),000    tons^— that  was   to    say,  the 
exports    from     non-Federation    districts 
were    22,500,000    out     of     a    total    of 
25,000,000,      Consequently,  from   these 
districtii  there  was  exported  nine-tenths 
of  the  whole  of  the  coal  sent  abroad  from 
England    and   Wales,     He    would    now 
point  out  what  proportion   of  coal  pro- 
duced in  South  Wales  w*as  exported,  and 
what  proportion  in  the  Federation  districts. 
In  1892,  Glamorgimshire  and  Monmouth- 
ahire   exported   for  foreign  and  bunker 
use    18,000,000    to    20,000,000    ont    of 
ita    total    production    of    30,000,000,    or 
between   60  and   70   per  cent.      In  the 
Federation  districts,  out  of  a  total  out- 
put of  90,000,000,  there  was  exportefl 
only  3,000,000,  or  less  than   3  per  cent. 
That  showed  the  Committee  how  entirely 
dilTerent  the  trade  of  the  districts  w^as.  He 
thouglit  this  had  a  very  important  bearing 
on  the  fjuestiou  of  local  option.     It  was 
clear  that  a  very  insignificant  proportion 
of  the  coal  produced  in   the   Federation 
district  was  exported,  and  therefore  it  did 
not  matter,  as  far  as  foreign  competition 
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without  using  aoy  Enf^lis^b  coal  at  all. 
They  ootiled  at  Antwerp,  where  they  got 
Btjlgiaii  cofti  at  138.  6iU  a  tou,  huiI  ut  the 
other  flitle  they  got  Japtia  coal  at  Singa- 
pore at  7»*  per  U>u  less  than  best  Welsh, 
The  coal  trade  had  been  matennlly 
heuefitad  during  the  ladt  10  years  by  the 
enormous  drop  in  freights  aud  the 
consequent  cheaper  conveyance.  There 
ha<l  been  enormous*  retliictioneiu  freights. 
The  freights  to  Singapore,  Martini(|ue, 
and  Bombay,  which  were  something  like 
£1,  8ay»  in  1880,  were  to-day  lOs.,  7h.  6d., 
and  8&,  respectively.  The  quotation  to 
Antwerp  was  now  4s.  3d,,  aud  to  Malta 
4s»  This  great  fall  had  iunnensely 
stifliulated  tlie  Sotith  Wales  coal  trade, 
but  it  could  not  be  expected  to  coutinne. 
It  had  reach<*d  its  limit  in  fact»  and 
Steamers  had  ceased  to  be  remunerative* 
Japanese  coal  waa  fast  cutting  us 
out  in  Singapore,  where  it  could  be 
obtained  at  something  like  7s.  per 
tou  lees  than  Welsh  coal.  Another 
point  he  wished  to  make  was  the 
difference  between  the  working  con- 
ditions io  the  Welsh  mines  and  the 
Midland  districts,  imposed  by  nature, 
and  which  could  not  be  altered  by 
thig  Bill.  He  h«d  worked  out  frorti 
Government  Returns  some  figures^ 
ahowing  how  much  more  difficult  it 
was  to  work  coal  in  South  Wales  than 
in  some  of  the  districts  from  which  the 
demand  for  thi^  Bill  came.  The  hours 
were  longer  in  South  Wales,  and  the 
output  was  less  ;  and  the  hours  were 
longer  because  the  nature  of  the  stratJi 
demanded  it.  He  daresay  hon.  Members 
had  often  observed  how  frequent  acci- 
dents were  in  South  Wales  from  falls  of 
the  roofs  aud  siJes  as  compared  with 
other  districts.  The  reason  for  that 
was  the  brittle  character  of  the  strata  as 
compared  with  that  in  English  collieries* 
In  England  one  might  go  along  distance 
through  a  colliery  without  seeing  any 
pit  wood,  whereas  in  W^ales  the  sides 
of  tiie  road  were  studded  with  props  ; 
aud  it  took  three  or 
more  pitwood  in  a  South 
than  in  an  Englisb  mine, 
mously  increascfl  the  cost  of  production. 
It  was  not  only  the  pitwood  itself  that 
was  expensive,  but  there  was  the  cost  of 
putting  it  up  to  be  taken  into  account  as 
well.  lu  order  to  produce  l,OtX),000 
tons  of  coal  per  annum,  with  eight  hours 
bank  to  bank,  it  look  338  repairers  in 
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South  Yorkshire,  while  in  Glamorgan* 
shire  it  took  734.  Again,  four  men  in 
Glamorgan  shire  could  only  produce  the 
^aine  amount  of  coal  in  a  given  time  that 
three  could  produce  in  Nottioghamahire. 
Hon,  Gentlejnon  would  see  what  bearing 
this  had  upon  the  Amendment  he  was 
moving*  If  it  took  so  many  more  men 
to  produce  the  same  quantity  of  coal  in  a 
giren  time  it  w^as  unreasonable  to  lay 
down  the  same  workiug  hours  for  each 
district.  By  reason  of  the  natural  con- 
dition of  things  men  in  the  more  difficult 
districts  must  either  work  longer  hours 
or  receive  less  wages.  He  believed  that 
in  South  Wales  the  men  would  prefer  to 
work  a  little  longer  than  iu  other  dis- 
tricts, and  have  their  wages  maintained. 
He  would  make  an  appeal  to  the  lion* 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire,  who  was  a 
very  strong  oppoueufc  to  the  principle 
iuvolve<l  in  this  Bill  some  little  time  ago; 
he  appealed  to  him  to  explain  to  the 
Committee  the  change  in  Ins  opinion 
that  hnil  occurred.  Thehon.  Gentleman 
told  his  constituents  recently  that  he 
would  do  his  utmost  to  put  the  Bill  into 
a  practical  and  working  shape.  He  (Mr, 
Thomas)  did  not  know  what  experience 
his  hou.  Friend  had  of  the  matter  they 
were  discussing,  but  he  hoped  he  would 
tell  them  what  changes  he  proposed  to 
make  in  the  Bill  in  order  to  make  it 
workable.  Did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
think  this  Amendment  a  practical  one? 
If  not,  why  not  'f 

Mr.  HALDANE  said,  his  statement 
was  that  he  should  do  his  best  to  make 
the  Bill  workable. 

Mu.D,A.THOMAS(contiuuing)8»id^ 
he  was  bound  to  say  he  should  very  much 
like  to  have  the  views  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  He  (Mr.  Asquith)  had  said 
he  was  convinced  that  this  Bill  was  a 
practical  one.  Holding  the  position  he 
i\id^  he  thought  they  were  entitled  to 
have  his  opinion,  aud  that  he  should 
show  them  how  this  Bill  could  come  into 
operation  witliout  prejudice  to  the  di^ 
triet  he  represented.  He  did  not  know 
whether  he  might  make  auy  appeal  to 
the  Irish  Memtters,  but  he  hoped  that 
they  would  carefully  consider  this  Ameud- 
ment  and  come  to  a  decision  entirely  upon 
its  merits,  Hon.  Members  on  his  »i<le  of 
the  House  were  divided,  and  he  would 
remind  them  that  three  of  the  direct 
Labour  Representatives  were  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment,  while  three  were  opposed 
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to  il.     The  Liberal  Party  waa  divided 

upon  this  qaestioD,  and  he  begged  bon. 
Members  from  Irolaud  in  their  own 
intertjBt  not  »«  a  body  to  take  sides  or 
to  do  aijytbiQg  which  might  damp 
enthusiasm  for  their  cause*  Fiuallr^  he 
askeil  each  iudividuul  of  the  Committee 
to  recoguiise  the  vast  responsibility 
that  rented  upon  the  shoulders  of  those 
who  recorded  their  vote  upon  tliis 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  m  page  1,  line 
9f  after  the  hist  Amendment,  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  In  any  county  in  which  a  majority  of  the 
workmen  employed  underground  in  the  mines 
therein  ahall  so  resolve^  in  manner  herein- 
after provide<i|  and  so  long  a.**  such  resolution 
shall  remain  uoresoiiided," — QMr.  D.  Thmmts.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

Mr.  ROBY  said,  he  regretted  that 
be  should  be  tn  any  way  opposed  to  bis 
friends  from  Kortbimiberlaud^  Durham, 
and  Wales,  but  be  could  not  help 
thinking  that  they  looked  with  a  too 
conservative  eye  at  their  own  arrange- 
raenU,  without  couaidering  how  much 
could  be  done  without  incurring  the 
chaugos  and  risks  that  tliey  feared. 
All  these  difficulties  were  dealt  with  upon 
the  occasion  of  the  Second  Heading  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  thought  that  those  who 
voted  for  the  Second  Reading  would  be 
of  opiuiou  that  the  decision  arrived  at 
really  involved  the  rejection  of  this 
Amendment  also.  He  could  understand 
the  desire  of  the  hou.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amend meut  to  show  that 
there  was  no  corapetitiou  between  Dur- 
ham and  South  Wales  and  the  rest  of  the 
country  ;  but,  unfortunately,  he  was  not 
right  in  that  matter,  because,  during  the 
coal  strike,  the  colliery  owners  availed 
themselves  of  any  opporumity  they  hail  of 
entering  into  competition  with  other  dis- 
tricts. This  Bill  had  from  the  first  been 
one  of  a  very  limited  and  definite 
character.  It  did  not  permit  any  excep- 
tion whatever,  and  he  believed  that  no 
substautial  exception  could  be  admittetl 
to  the  Bill.  If  they  bad  eight  hours 
enacted  by  the  Legislature  in  one  pari  of 
the  country,  they  80  far  tied  tlie  bandAof 
the  masters  and  workmen  in  that  part  ^^s 
against  the  other  partd  of  the  country 
iTbey  could  not,  in  a  country  which  ha< 
jflo  tuauy  facilities  for  carrying  coal  froi 
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one  district  to  another,  to  he  used  in  the 
manufactorieftf  proceed  upon  the  same 
linee  as  though  a  primitive  state  of 
affairs  existe<i,  and  coal  was  consumed 
only  in  the  districts  in  which  it  was  pro- 
duced. If  the  coal  of  South  Wales  was 
consumed  only  in  South  Wales  there 
might  be  more  to  be  said  for  the  case  of 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill*  His  hon. 
Friend  spoke  of  Wales  as  though  the 
miners  there  were  all  of  his  way  of 
thinkings  and  as  though  their  nnmber 
was  very  large.  The  number  of  undei*- 
ground  raiucrs  in  South  Wales  was 
70,000,  ^^^ 

Mk,  ABRAHAM:  110,000.  ^H 

Mk*  D.  a.  THOMAS  :  The  only  pla^ 
where  the  matter  has  been  tested  there 
were  four  to  one  against  the  Bill. 

Mk.  KOBY  said,  he  did  not  think  that 
would  be  a  reasonable  conclusion  to  draw. 
Such  figures  were  really  for  a  purpose  of 
this  kind  worth  very  little.  What  should 
be  done  was  to  take  the  large  organisa- 
tions and  see  how  they  had  continuet!  to 
act  year  after  year  in  this  important 
matter.  The  Aberdare  and  Merthyr  dis* 
tricts  were  spoken  of  by  Mr,  David 
Morgan  before  the  La1>our  Commission  ; 
but  he  could  only  speak  for  the  men  in 
the  Union.  The  nnml>er  of  men  in  the 
Union  was  7,000,  while  there  were  15,000 
men  in  the  Valleys,  so  that  more  than  half 
were  not  represented  by  the  Union,  in 
which  only  a  majority  i^***  ^^  favour  of 
the  old  system.  As  to  Northuml>erland 
and  Durham-^  he  frankly  admitted  that 
from  the  first  he  had  seen  that  the  case 
of  those  two  counties  was  a  strong  one. 
If,  however,  this  Bill  were  carried  it 
would  not  force  upon  the  hewern  in 
Durham  and  Northumberland  more  hours 
of  labour  than  they  had  at  present,  as 
they  were  now  working  seven  or  six  and 
a  half  hours.  The  persons  whose  woik 
it  would  reduce  were  boys,  who  were  now 
working  10  hours,  and  in  whose  interest 
the  eight  hours  might  well  be  enfo 
He  regretted  that  this  and  other  Am* 
ments  in  the  same  direction  had 
placed  on  the  Paper.  He  believed  he 
was  only  expressing  the  opinion  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  when  he  said  that 
they  regarded  one  and  all  of  those 
Amendments  as  fatal  to  the  Bill,  and 
were  not  prepared  to  go  on  with  the  Bill 
if  they  were  carried.  If  this  Amendment 
were  adopted,  on  Northimiberland  and 
Durham     aud    the    Aberdare    Diiitrieta 


&33  Mmes  (Eight 

wauUl  rest  the  roAponsibility  o!  rejecting 
a  measure  whicb  was  desired  by  alt  tbe 
other  districts,  and  which  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  of  jsfreat  nasiatauce  to  the 
countrj  geuerally.  The  proposal  muat 
be  fatal  to  the  BUI,  because  it  would  pre- 
vent the  system  working  with  harmoiij 
&LI  over  the  couDtry,  and  would  thus 
prevent  the  removal  of  cue  great  cause 
of  strife, 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  .(Glamorgao, 
Eh  0  odd  a)  said^  hi^  bon,  Frieud  the 
Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  D.  Thomas) 
hud  admitted  that  he  had  laid  himself 
open  to  the  uccusatiou  of  having  changed 
his  opiuions.  No  one  knew  better  than 
his  hon.  Frieud  how  many  times  he  had 
changed  his  opinions  on  this  question, 
and  any  one  who  would  look  through  tho 
list  of  Amendments  to  this  Bill  would 
see  that  his  hou.  Friend  had^  with  gre^t 
ability,  proposed  a  considerable  uutnber 
of  coutradictory  Amendments,  His  boo* 
Friend  had  trimmed  his  sails  so  as  to 
catch  every  wind  that  blew.  Anything 
that  was  accepted  he  would  accept,  and 
if  anything  was  refused  he  would  also 
have  a  finger  in  the  pie*  His  hon.  Friend 
hud  contended  that  the  difHculty  in  regard 
to  the  production  of  coal  lu  South  Wales 
was  the  pliysical  difficutty  of  strata.  The 
facts  eonnecteil  with  hts  hon.  Friend's 
own  collieries,  however,  proved  other- 
wise. The  men  in  Wales,  it  was  said,  were 
able  to  produce  25  per  cent,  more  coal 
than  the  men  in  Kottingham^  but  lately 
the  system  called  "  the  Nottingham 
ay  stem  "  had  been  introiluced  into  South 
Wales,  and  where  it  had  been  tried  it  had 
been  found  that  the  men  were  able  to 
produce  aWut  2.5  per  cent,  more  umler  the 
new  system  than  under  the  old,  so  that 
means  had  already  been  provided  by  his 
hon.  Friend  and  other  coal  owners  of 
making  it  easier  to  carry  out  the  change 
proposed  by  thus  Bili.  He  did  not  think 
it  mattered  'much  to  that  House  what 
were  the  personal  opinions  of  his  hon. 
Frieud  and  himself  withi  regard  to  this 
question.  They  wanted  to  know  the 
Opinions  of  the  working  men  themselves. 
It  was  well  known  that  in  iSouth  Wales 
and  Monmouthshire  there  were  110,000 
people  working  in  and  about  mines. 
Since  1887  these  men  had  been  repre- 
sented in  the  Trade  Union  Congresses  in 
this  country,  and  had  always  voted  in 
favour  of  the  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill, 
f^4  tbejr  bad  sent  representatives  to  the 
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I  International  Congress,,  tnd  the  miners 

of  South  Wales  each  time  until  the  last 
occasion  had  gfven  their  votes  solid  in 
favour  of  miners*  eight  hours  from  bank 
to  bank.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  D.  Thomas) 
himself,  when  a  candidate  for  Merthyr, 
and  for  some  time  after  tlmt»  was  known 
to  be  a  strong  advocate  of  the  eight  hours 
from  bank  to  bank.  He  had  changed 
hii  opmions,  and  had  given  his  reasons 
why. 

Mr.  D.  A.  THOMAS:  My  hon. 
Friend  Is  quite  wrong. 

Mr.  W,  ABRAHAM  :  I  again  say 
my  hon.  Friend  during  the  time  he  was 
a  candidate  for  the  borough  of  Merthyr, 
and  for  some  time  afterwards,  was 
a  strong  advocate  of  the  Mines  (Eight 
Hours)  Bill  from  bank  to  bank. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  :  U  I  may  be 
allowed  to  correct  the  hon.  Member,  in 
1891  I  voted  against  the  eight  hours 
bank  to  bank.  In  this  House,  in  18B8» 
1  think  there  was  no  talk  of  any  Eight 
Hours  Bank  to  Bauk  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  said,  that  ex- 
plained his  position,  because  his  hon. 
Friend  had  no  vote  when  he  was  a  can- 
didate. In  moving  the  Amendment,  the 
greatest  argument  adduced  by  his  hon. 
Friend  was  that  a  portion  of  the  miners 
of  South  Wales  were  against  the  Bill. 
But  that  was  beside  tbe  question  entirely. 
That  was  not  the  Amendment  before  the 
House,  His  hon.  Friend  imd  not  been  able 
to  quote  a  single  voice  among  the  leiidera 
of  the  workmen  in  Southj  Wales,  who  were 
in  favour  of  this  Amend  men  t.  The 
ballot  that  was  taken  among  them  was 
on  the  question  whether  they  were  in 
favour  of  eight  hours  from  bank  to  bank, 
or  eight  hours  working.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  20,000  miners  in  his  constituency, 
but  he  was  only  able  to  account  for 
10,000  of  them  in  the  ballot.  With  all 
respect  to  people  who  had  changed  their 
minds,  they  hud  not  changed  theirs,  and 
they  did  not  see  the  necessity  of  taking  a 
ballot.  The  men  themselves  did 
not  see  the  necessity  of  taking  a 
ballot,  and  if  they  were  to  take  a  ballot 
at  the  request  of  bis  hou.  Friend,  they 
would  want  to  kuow  from  him  whether 
he  had  finally  made  up  his  mind  upon 
this  question.  They  had  not  heard  of  any 
leader  of  tbe  men  in  South  Wales  who 
had  changed  his  opinion,  and  there  was 
nobody  in  South  Wales  who  had  the  same 
opinion  as  his  hon.  Friend. 
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•8iH  F,  a  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
tbe  Bill  would  have  unequal  effects  in 
different  districtii.  In  some  cases  tlie 
coal  workings -were  at  the  shaft,  in  others 
thej  were  at  a  great  distance  from  the 
shaft,  and  tliere  tbe  effect  of  the  Bill 
woald  be  most  disastrouf^  upon  tbe  boors 
of  work.  There  was  a  large  colliery?  in 
his  constituency  where  tiie  tame  «pent  in 
gofng  down  to  the  face  of  the  coal  was 
au  hour  anil  the  return  to  the  bank  was  75 
minutes,  making  altogether  135  minutes, 
and  there  was  lui  incidental  waste  of  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  in  the  lowering  and  in 
the  ascent.  The  total  result  was  the 
loss  of  one  hour  and  oO  ni  inn  tea,  and  the 
ours  of  work  would  be  only  six  hours 
Ind  10  minutes.  In  another  colliery 
the  time  sipent  in  going  back%varks  and 
forwards  was  an  hour,  and  that  only  left 
seven  hours  actual  work.  The  nature  of 
the  working  and  the  character  of  the 
coal  must  also  be  considered.  In  some 
cases  it  was  worked  much  more  easily 
than  in  other  cases,  and  to  have  a  severe 
limit  of  hours  would  give  them  a  gre^t 
advanfuge  compared  in  collieries  where 
the  working  was  more  difircnlt.  In  some 
cases  the  charge  would  be  so  great  that 
collieries  would  he  entirely  closed  and 
men  would  be  deprived  of  their  occu- 
pation. He  contended  that  danger  must 
arise  if  the  limit  of  hours  was  eight. 
There  was  danger  from  the  haste  in 
which  some  men  worketl.  It  was  not 
easy  to  restrain  the  eagerness  of  the 
young  collier  who  desired  to  get  down 
thi?  eoal  iu  as  little  time  as  he  could. 
In  jiddition  to  that  natural  eagerness, 
there  was  the  fnrther  difficulty  of  his  being 
pressed  by  legislation  ;  and  be  was  quite 
sure  that  danger  would  be  greatly  in- 
creased,and  tbe  number  of  accidents  would 
be  considerably  multiplied-  There  was 
another  injustice  which  they  desired  to 
avert  by  carrying  this  Amendment,  that 
was  the  injustice  to  slow  workers.  Some 
men  constitutionally  w^orked  more  slowly 
than  others ;  and  probably  a  careful  work 
man  who  desired  to  protect  himself  and 
avert  danger  from  his  neighbour  worked 
more  slowly  than  a  more  impetuous 
man.  Therefore,  on  the  ground  of 
danger,  he  contended  that  the  privi- 
leges and  exemptions  claimed  by  this 
Amendment  ought  to  be  conceded.  The 
necessity  for  the  Bill  could  not  T>e  put 
upon  the  plea  of  health,' for  they  knew, 
from  statistics,  that  the  occMipation  of  the 


miner  wals  a  healthy  one.  H^  WAS  sur- 
prised to  hear  his  boo.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eccles  speaking  against  tbe  priti- 
crple  of  local  option  in  this  respect.  The 
Bill  meant  coercion  ;  it  meant  compelling 
workmen  who  desired  to  be  free  to  sub- 
mit to  what  they  regarded  as  bondage  ; 
and,  in  supporting  the  Amendment,  he 
did  so  on  behalf  of  a  large  number  of  work- 
men in  Wigan  whose  sentimeuts  were 
well  known  to  him, 

*Mn.  TOM  LIN  SON  said,  he  believed 
the  Bill  contained  in  itself  the  seeds  of 
HO  much  real  disaster  to  tbe  general  in- 
teref^ts  of  the  country  that  he  only  looked 
upon  an  Amendment  of  this  kind  as  io 
some  degree  mitigating  that  disaster. 
He  believed  that  the  feeling  in  favour  of 
tbe  Bill  which  had,  no  doubt,  been  ex- 
pressed by  large  bodies  of  workmen  at 
different  times  was  being  diminished  the 
more  tbe  workmen  became  acquainted 
with  the  possible  or  probable  results  of 
carrying  it  out.  Though  he  did  not  look 
with  any  great  amount  of  satisfaction  on 
any  of  these  so-called  local  option 
Amendments,  the  carrying  of  them  wouW 
have  this  advantage.  Upon  workmen  of 
each  colliery,  or  each  district  or  countT» 
or  whatever  unit  was  taken,  would  rest 
the  res|K>osihility  of  carrying  into  opera- 
tion tbe  provisions  of  the  Bill.  Another 
thing  that  would  happen,  if  rn  any  way 
local  option  WAS  carried  out,  was  this : 
that  the  men  would  have  to  consider  the 
question  not  as  it  atfected  the  day^s 
work,  but  as  it  would  affect  the  week's 
work,  the  month's  work,  and  eveu  the 
year's  work.  At  the  present  moment  in 
Lancashire  no  individual  collier  worked 
more  than  five  days  a  week,  and  he  be* 
lieved  tbe  avenige  all  over  the  Kingdom 
was^  rather  less  than  five  days  a  week^ 
the  last  Returns  putting  it  at  from  4j 
to  4|  days.  In  no  large  district  in  the 
country  did  tbe  miners  work  six  days  a 
week, but  if  this  Bill  passed  and  the  men 
wished  to  make  the  same  wages  they 
made  now  they  would  have  to  work  six 
days  a  week,  and  therefore  the  men  ought 
to  be  left  to  decide  for  themselves  the 
course  they  would  adopt.  Local  option  un* 
doubtedly  brought  tbem  face  to  face  wnth 
these  alternatives,  and  it  should  be  left  in 
tbe  hands  of  the  men  to  decide  whether 
they  would  accept  lower  wages  or  work 
for  a  greater  number  of  days.  The  reason 
this  Bill  was  regarded  with  less  favour 
in    the   districts    of    South   Wales    and 
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the   East    Coast,    waa    that    those    dis- 
tricts were  the  chief  ex  port  log  J  is  trie  ts, 
and  the  meo  came  to  tho  conclusion  that 
the  result  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  raise 
the  price  of  coal  ia  those  districts,  and 
tend  to  interfere  with   the  export  trade. 
The  same  thing  would  apply  to  the  Mid- 
land coalfields,  inclading  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire,  although  the  operation  would 
not   be  so  direct.     Even  at  the  present 
moment   it  was   extremely   difficult    for 
those  io  teres  ted  in  and  dependent  upon 
the  coal  industry  to  maintain  themselves 
■against  foreign  competitioii,  and  it  was  a 
matter    of  cominou    notoriety    that    the 
Belgium  ironworks  were  driving  out  the 
trade  of  the  English   ironworks  in  many 
parts  of  the  country.      He  knew  of  one 
large  building  now  in  course  of  erection 
intendeil  for  manufacturing  purposes,  and 
in    the  heart  of  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, ia  which  the   whole  of  the  iron* 
work   came   from    Betgitim,    and    there 
was   no  doubt  that    the   competition    of 
Belgian    iron    was    even    now  depriving 
British  works  of  the  business  formerly 
carried  on.      He  knew  there  were  many 
hon.  Members  who  said  that  the  price  of 
coal  would  not  be  matorially  increased  by 
the  adoption  of  this  Bill^  but  he  believed 
that  those    who  said   so  had  wot   fully 
studied   the   effect   of  the    Bill.      It   so 
happened  that  he  had  In  his  hands  the 
result  of  an   experiment  which   had  been 
carried  on  at  a  certain  colliery  with  a  view 
to  ascertain  what  the  effect  of  the  shorter 
hours  would  be  :  8J  hours*  winding  coal 
was  equivalent  to  10  houra  from  bank  to 
bank,  and  the  output  in  that  case  from  1.55 
men  was  313  tons  ;  when  the  working 
time  got  down  to  8}  hours  from  bank  to 
bank,  with    169    men,  the   output  sank 
to    247    tons ;    and    an  eight-hour  day, 
from    bank    to  bank,    with    152  miners, 
gave  an  output  of  2D8  tons.     He  need  not 
go  through  all  the  details  ;  but  the  in- 
creased cost  per  ton  worked  out,  for  8  J 
hours'  day,  at  6^1, — 7,  and  with  a  reduc- 
tion   to    8   hours   the   increase   of   cost 
was  lid. — 8.      If  the  workmen   were  to 
earn  as  much  upon  the  new  basis  as  upon 
the  old,  they  would  have  to  be  paid  as 
much  as  would  make  the  additional  cost  of 
getting  the  coal  2s.  5d.— 3,  If  the  result  of 
the  Bill  was  to  increase  the  price  of  coal  to 
that  extent  it  would  make  it  extremely 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  for  a  consider- 
able numl>er  of  industriea  which  required 
coal   to  be  carried  on,  and  the  inevitable 
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consequence  would  be  to  drive  trade  luto 
foreign  countries,  and  to  throw  large 
bodies  of  men  out  of  work  in  this  country 
altogether.  His  view  in  supporting  the 
Amendmentwas  that  before  theBill  became 
operative  in  any  district  the  colliers  who 
were  to  be  the  subjects  of  it  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  putting  themselves 
face  to  face  with  what  the  real  effects  of 
the  measure  would  be  likely  to  be — 
namely,  the  alternative  of  lower  wages 
or  a  greater  number  of  hours, 

Mr.   WOOTTON     ISAACSON 

(Tower  Hamlets,  Stepney)  said,  it  was 
now  something  like  a  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury since  he  had  the  control  of  perhaps 
the   largest  coalfield  in  South  Wales,  so 
that  credit   would  be  given  to   him   of 
having  some  experience  of  this  subject* 
He   might   also    mention   that   while    a 
great  many  of  the  enthusiastic  advocates 
of  to-day  of  eight  hours  for  miners  were 
in  the  nursery,  he  was  advocating  such  a 
limitation  of  h^ur^,  ao  that  the  subject 
was  not  in  any  sense  a  new  one  to  him. 
On    the   cootrary,   it   was   a  subject  to 
which  he   had    devoted   a    cousidemble 
amount  of  thought  aud  attention  ;  and 
it  was  one  which  was  very  near  and  dear 
to  his  breast.     But  he  took  the  liberty  of 
snying  that  this  was  not  an  ei^^ht  hours 
Bill  at  all.     It  was  a  very  short  Bill,  but 
it  was  a  very  mischievous  Bill.     It  had 
been  conceived  by  those  who  knew  little 
or  nothing  about  colliers  or  colliers*  in* 
terests  ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  If 
the  hon.  Member  who  drew  this  Bill  had 
his  time  over  agaiu  he  was  certain  he 
would  never  dream  of   drawing  a   Bill 
such  as  that  which  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  this  Session.     There  were 
several  points  in  the   Bill  which,  to  the 
experienceil  mind,  weut  to  prove  that  it 
WAS   not  an   Eight  Hours    Bill    at    alb 
When    ho   advocated    eight    hours     for 
underground  men,  he  took  the  line  that 
the  eight  hours  should  mean  from  the 
working ;  but  it  was  well  known   that  a 
certain  amount  of  time  was  occupied  in 
a  man  getting  to  his  work  in  the  mine, 
and      this     ought     not     to      be      in- 
cluded    in    the    time    devoted    to    the 
working  of  the  coal.     To  include  that 
time  in  the  hours  of  working  would  be 
just   the   same  as   if   in    a    warehouae, 
where  young   mon   had    to   go   from   d 
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o'clock  in  the  moroing  tlU  '6  o^clock  id 

the  evening. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  call  tbe 
hon,  Member*8  attention  to  tbe  fact  that 
be  is  not  speftkiug  to  the  Amend- 
meut. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  ^aid, 
be  would  eudetivoar,  us  far  as  possible, 
to  keep  within  the  limits  of  the  Amend- 
ment, but  he  thought  that  what  he  was 
saying    was    coming   to  the  point.     He 
maintained  that  if  tbe  AmendmeDt  wad 
not  carried  the  effecl  of  the  Bill  woyld 
be  to  increase  the  cost  of  the  production 
of  coal,  to  decrease  the  wages   of   tbe 
men,  and  to  increas^e  the  nnmlier  of  acci- 
dents in  the  mines.  The  viewft  that  were 
stated  bj  the  bon.  Member  for  Merthjrr 
Tydvil    represented   the   views    of    the 
majority  of  the  miners  in  South  Wales. 
He   was   rather    amazed    at    tbe    Httl© 
quibble  which  was  made  with  regard  to 
the  meeting  which   had  been  called  bj 
tbe  bon.  Gentleman,  and  at  which,  out 
of  2,300  men  present,  U900  were  on  bia 
side,  and  400  against.     He  maintained 
that  any  gentleman  who  represented  a 
constituency  in   South  Wales   who  waB 
able  to  get  together  a  meeting  of  2,300 
miners  had  secured  a  very  represeotativ© 
gathering,  and   one  which  be  was  qujte 
justified  iin  being  proud  of.     If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  come  into  hia  district, 
into  Blaenau,  or  into  Nantyglo,  or  into  tbe 
Ebbw  Vale  district,  he  would  find  hun- 
dreds of   thousands  of  miners  ready  to 
rally  around  him  and  to  vote  in  identi- 
cally tbe  same  manner  as  those   1,900 
men    did.       This    provetl    beyond    the 
shadow  of  a  doubt  that  the  hon,  Meml>er 
for  Eccles  knew  nothing  of  the  require- 
ments of  South  Waies.    He  might  know 
Bomething    about    y'orkshire   and   Lau^ 
cash  ire,  but  be  maintained  that  he  knew 
nothing  of  what  was  required  for  South 
Wales.     If  tlie  Committee  would  permit 
liim,  he  would  point  out  that  tbe  eight 
hours  which  were  in  this  Bill  were  not 
oven  reduced  to  seven  hours,  but  were  re- 
duced to  six  and  a-half  hours  in  many 
instances,  and  he  was  sure  hon.  Gentle- 
men never  could  have  contemplated  pass- 
ing  a    Bill   which    not  only    gave   the 
colliers  the  right  to  work  eight  hours, 
but  also  gave  them  tbe  privilege  of  re- 
ducing  those   eight   hours    to    six   and 
a-half  hours.    There  was  another  matter 
to  which  he  would  like  to  call  the  atten* 
tion   of   the   Committee,     A  collier,  in 
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order  to  earn  his  livelihood,  was  paid 
for  the  amount  of  coal  ho  cut.  It  was 
manifestly  clear  that,  if  a  collier  was 
paid  by  the  amount  of  coal  be  cut, 
with  all  tbe«?e  drawbacks  In  getting 
to  his  work,  be  could  not  pobstbly 
cut  a  sufficient  amount  of  coal  to  earn  a 
livelihood.  In  cutting  the  coal  a  man 
was  obliged  to  leave  what  was  know^n  a^ 
a  vast  amount  of  rubbish  In  tbe  pit,  and 
if  he  had  to  vacate  the  pit  whUe  that 
rubbish  w^as  being  removed  he  would  lose 
a  great  deal  of  time  in  which  he  might 
be  earning  money. 

Ma.  LITTLE  (Whitehaven)  rose  to  a 
point  of  Or*ler,  He  submitted  that  the 
hon.  Member  W|as  not  speaking  to  the 
Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  ask  tbe 
hon.  Gentleman  to  speak  to  tbe  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  said, 
tbe  Amendment  embodied  so  much  that 
it  was  difficult  in  speaking  upon  it  not 
to  refer  to  many  points  bearing  upon  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  for  Eccles 
had  stated  that  the  Amendment  embodied 
so  much  that  if  it  were  carried  they 
would  have  to  abaudou  the  Bill,  and  as 
It  embodied  the  whole  Bill 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  think 
the  Amendment  emlwdie^^  the  whole  Bill. 
The  quej*tion  raided  by  the  AmendmeDt 
is  whether  the  majority  of  workmen  in 
tbe  country  should  have  the  power  of 
adopting  the  Bill  or  not. 

Mk.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  sa!d» 
he  was  explaining  these  different  matters 
in  order  to  show  that  if  the  men  had 
local  option  they  would  have  the  course 
most  beneficial  to  themselves,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  explain  tbat  point  without 
showing  tbe  great  number  of  objections 
there  would  be  from  the  view  of  the 
colliers  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill  in  its 
present  form,  and  how  much  preferable 
it  would  be  that  they  should  have  local 
option.  There  was  also  the  matter  of 
repairing  in  the  pits.  Everybody  knew 
peifectly  well  that  if  a  colb'er  was 
deprived  of  that  privilege,  which  l>e  bad 
hitherto  enjoyed^  and  special  men  should 
have  to  go  into  the  pit  to  do  this  work, 
the  collier  would  consequently  lose  a, 
large  amount  of  his  pay.  Theu  they 
came  to  the  matter  of  local  option,  and 
he  ventured  to  say  tbat  if  this  Amend* 
ment  was  agreed  to  by  the  Committee,  at 
least  96  per  cent*  of  the  tmen  in  South 
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Wales  would  agree  to  the  Bill  on  tbose 
terms  immediately.  An  hon,  M6ral>er 
said  **No.*^  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  boil.  Meml>er  had  the  sfttiie  koow ledge 
of  South  Wales  that  be  had,  bnt  from  the 
experience  be  had  bad  iu  South  Wales  be 
had  tto  besitatiou  in  saying  that  there 
was  no  point  on  which  the  men  were  so 
rigid  as  that  of  local  option.  Only  quite 
recently,  in  1892,  they  bad  a  strike  in 
South  Wales.  The  men  went  out,  not  of 
their  own  choice-,  but  by  order  of  their 
delegates.  The  men  bad  no  more  idea 
why  they  went  out  than  the  man  in  the 
raoon,  but  an  soon  as  they  were  approached 
and  asked  on  what  terms  they  would  go 
back  to  work  they  at  ouce  snid  they  would 
go  back  if  they  could  have  local  option. 
The  bon.  Member  who  bad  brought  in 
the  Bill  bad  thrown  a  sort  of  political 
grenade  into  the  midst  of  his  Party,  and 
be  did  not  appear  to  l>e  a  very  welcome 
guest  among  theiu.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  take  bis  (^Mr.  Isaacson's) 
advice  he  would  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment, which  would  thereby  greatly 
strengthen  his  Bill. 

•Sir  C.  M.  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jarrow)  said,  bis  constituents,  who  were 
entirely  working  meu,  mauy  of  them 
being  miners,  naturally  felt  that  this  Bill 
wat*  one  of  the  most  serious  importance 
to  their  district.  In  Northumberland  and 
Durham  it  was  believed  that  if  the  Bill 
passed  in  its  present  shape  it  would 
paralyse  mining  and  other  industries. 
He  was  possibly  one  of  the  largest 
coal-owners  in  the  Nortli  of  England, 
and  when  this  Bill  was  introduced 
he  felt  it  was  only  due  to  the  miners 
to  investigate  the  whole  subject  and 
inquire  bow  the  proposal  would  affect 
them.  He  did  so  with  a  natural  desire 
to  reduce  the  hours  of  labonr  as  much 
as  it  was  in  bis  power  to  do  so.  He 
found  on  consulting  the  agents  of  bis 
mipes,  which  prodnceil  upwards  of 
2,000,000  tons  of  coal  a  year,  that  if  the 
Bill  were  passed  as  it  now  stood  the  out- 
put would  be  reduced  at  least  10  to  20 
per  cent.  This  reduction  in  the  output 
woujd  mean  that  a  large  number  of 
miners  would  be  thrown  out  of  employ- 
meot,  while  the  cost  of  coal  would  be  in- 
csreased  by  from  Is.  to  2is*  per  ton.  This 
would  render  it  impossible  for  many  of 
our  national  industries  to  be  carried  on  and 
would  paralyse  our  export  trade*  The  ex- 
port taide  employ^ed  Bhipptng,  and  thus 


gave  employment  to  the  sblpbuildinR 
yards  and  to  other  industries  connected 
with  them.  Bad  as  the  shipping  industry 
was  now,  it  would  be  rendered  much 
worse  if  the  Bill  became  law.  He  held 
in  his  hand  an  extract  from  a  news- 
paper article  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  our  export  of  coal  to  Hamburg  bad 
fallen  from  820,000  tons  in  the  first  six 
months  of  last  year  to  760,000  tons 
during  the  corresponding  period  this 
year,  while  the  import  of  coal  to  Ham- 
burg from  *Vestpbalia  in  the  same  period 
had  risen  from  420,000  to  540,000.  The 
fact  was  that  we  were  losing  our 
markets,  not  only  in  the  North  Sea,  but 
also  in  the  Baltic  and  other  places.  The 
Bill,  if  passed,  would  have  a  most 
disastrous  eflect  upon  the  trade  of  North- 
umberlaud  and  Durham,  and  he  hoped 
that  if  the  Representatives  of  other  parts 
of  the  Kingdom  were  desirous  of  having 
the  hours  of  labour  curtailed  they  would, 
at  ail  events,  give  the  miners  of  North* 
umbcrlttud  and  Durham  the  right  of 
saying  whether  the  Bill  should  apply  to 
them  or  not, 

Mr,  fen  wick  (Northumberland, 
W^ansbeck)  said,  his  bon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Eccles  (Mr.  Roby)  had  said 
very  truly  at  the  opening  of  his  speech 
that  this  Amendment  raised  the  whole 
question  of  locul  option.  The  proposal 
was  to  his  (Mr.  Fenwick"'s)  mind  so 
natural  and  so  reasonable,  having  regard 
to  all  the  difficulties  of  mining  operations, 
that  ho  should  have  thought  that  the 
least  that  coidd  have  been  expected  from 
bis  bon.  Friend  was  that  he  should  have 
listened  with  a  free  and  open  mind  to  the 
arguments  and  facts  brought  forward  in 
support  of  the  Amendment.  His*  hon. 
Friend^  however,  had  told  the  Committee 
in  effect  that,  however  strong  tfie  facte, 
however  cogent  and  conclusive  the  argu-, 
ments  brought  forward,  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  bad  made  up  their  minds,  and 
would  withdraw  the  Bill  if  the  Amendment 
were  carried.  His  hon.  Friend  bad  said 
that,  if  this  happened,  ou  the  supporters 
of  local  option  would  rest  the  responsi- 
bility of  having  Tvitbheld  the  privileges 
conferred  by  the  Bill  from  those  who 
would  have  enjoyed  them  had  the  measure 
become  law.  He  (Mr.  Fen  wick)  should 
have  thought  that  not  on  those  who  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  but  on  those  who 
withdrew  the  Bill  in  the  event  of  the 
Amendment  being  carried  would  re^t  the 
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responsibility  referretl  to.  He  was  glad 
tlittt  tlio  Debute  hjid  been  so  far  con- 
dnctcil  iu  tbe  best  of  good  temper^ 
tliougb  ho  was  bound  to  saj  he  deeplj^  re- 
gretteci  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Eecles  and  those  who  were  actiug  with 
him  should  ha^e  come  to  the  couelusioti 
which  had  been  announced  before  hearing 
the  case  the  8Uf*porter8  of  the  Ameud- 
meut  had  to  present  to  the  CoraiDittee, 
Hi  J*  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Eccles 
aeemetl  to  treat  somewhat  lightly  the 
argument  advanced  by  \iU  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  D. 
Thomas)  in  referee ce  to  the  question  of 
foreign  competition.  Of  course  it  was  a 
common  thing  to  meet  that  argument  by 
fiftying  it  waa  tlm  old,  old  bogey  that 
bad  lieeu  trotted  out  again  and  again. 
He  (Mr.  Fen  wick)  was  not  very  much 
given  to  being  startled  by  bogies,  but 
having  considered  this  question  very 
<^arefully  and  fully »  and  the  effect  it 
was  likely  to  produce  iu  the  district  he 
iiitil  the  honour  toreprei*ent»  he  had  come 
to  the  couclusion  that  there  was  more 
real  substance  m  this  bogey  than  would 
1>€  found  in  many  other  bogies  that  were 
brought  forward.  He  wished  to  deal 
with  the  tjuestion  almost  exclusively  in 
its  relaliou  to  the  County  of  Northumber- 
land, Koughiy  speaking,  the  output 
of  coal  in  the  United  Kingdom  was 
1 8 U,  001)^  Dt >0  t  o a  s  p  e  r  n  n  n  u  m .  T  he  o  u  t  pu  t 
in  the  County  of  Northumberland  was 
about  10,000,1)00  tons  per  aunum,  or 
about  one-eighteenth  of  the  entire  output 
of  the  Kingdom.  He  believed  he  was 
correct  iu  siaying  that  at  least  80  per 
cent,  of  the  coal  produced  iu  North  urn- 
berlaud  was  exported,  having  to  compete 
in  the  open  uinrkot  with  coal  that  was 
prod u ceil  in  France,  Belgium,  Germany, 
and  other  parts  of  Europe,  The  total 
export  from  the  United  Kingdom  in 
1892,  when  the  coal  trade  waa  in  a 
fairly  normal  condition,  was  rather  under 
30,500,tX>0  tou^,  but  it  was  fair  to  say 
thfttthis  iucluded  cinders  and  pateutfuel. 
He  had  taken  the  figures  from  the 
Stadsticat  Abstract >  They  showed  that 
practically  Northumberland  seat  out 
more  than  33  per  cent,  of  the  entire 
export  of  coal  from  the  United  Kingdom, 
Under  these  cireumaiatices,  wlion  there 
were  only  2,000,000  tons  of  the  total 
export  left  for  local  consumption  and  for 
domestic  purposes,  it  was  absurd  to  say 
that  Northumberland  competed  with  Uiq 
Mr,  Fenwick 


districts  which  w*ere  generally  demand- 
ing that  this  Bill  should  become  law* 
He  had  heard  it  said  that  dnriog  tbd 
recent  dispute  iu  the  coal  trade  a  cerliun 
^>ercentage  of  coal  came  from  Northutn- 
bertand  and  Durham  and  the  Midlands, 
and  that  was  an  evidence  of  competitiOD. 
U  was  absurd  to  tell  the  Committee  that 
J»t cause,  during  the  prevalence  of  mi 
abnormal  state  of  things  such  ae  existed 
during  that  dispute,  coal  was  brooghl 
from  Northumberland  and  Durham  into 
the  Midland  districts  that  was  au  evi* 
deuce  that  those  district*  had  ordinarily. 
to  face  the  competition  of  Northumber- 
land and  Durham*  ludeeti,  to  advance 
such  arguments  savoured  of  an  attempt 
to  impose  on  the  Committeej  though  he 
mu.^t  do  bis  hon*  Friend  the  justice  of 
saying  that  he  did  not  think  be  had  any 
such  iutention, 

Mk,  EOBV  :  I  merely  instanced  the 
case  aa  showiug  what  might  occur — tixat 
NorthuraWland  and  Durham  could,  if 
tbey  chose,  compete  with  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kiogdonj, 

Mr.  FENWICK  agreed  that  it  might 
occur  in  an  entirely  abnormal  state  of 
affairs  such  as  was  brought  about  by  the 
great  coal  strike,  but  denied  that  itoccuired 
under  normal  conditions.  Over  and  over 
again  he  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
lefulers  of  the  men  in  the  Federation  dis- 
tricts to  their  own  statements  to  the 
effect  that  the  northern  counties  did  not 
compete  with  them  ;  and  when  he  agalti 
quottnl  those  statements  at  the  Bir* 
miugham  Conference  in  July  last  year 
not  a  single  one  of  his  friends  ventnreil 
to  get  up  and  contradict  him.  What 
were  those  statements  ?  Again  and 
again  during  the  coal  dispute^  when  the 
owners  advanced  the  argument  that  it 
was  owing  to  the  competition  of  Durliam 
aod  Northumberland  that  they  were 
driven  to  seek  for  a  reduction  of  wages, 
the  reply  was  made  by  his  friends,  the 
leaders  of  the  men  in  the  Federated  dis- 
tricts, that  Durham  and  Northumberland 
in  no  way  competed  with  the  coalowoers 
of  those  Federated  districts.  Ke turning 
to  the  question  of  foreign  competitioD|  he 
would,  in  order  to  show  how  real  aad 
tangible  was  the  danger,  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Contmittee  to  certain  facta 
which  any  hon.  Member  could  verify  in 
the  Library.  There  they  would  find* 
from  evidence  given  before  a  Roy»l 
Commission^  that  in   1883  the  output  ia 


HU 


Mines  (Eight  {13  August  1894} 


Hours)  BilK 


845 


the  Uuiced  Kingdom  was  45  per  eeiit.  ( 
^eater  than  thnt  of  Fnmce,  Belgium, 
Gefmau>\  Austria,  llunifary,  Japan, 
Russia,  aud  the  Uoited  States  all  com- 
biued.  What  were  the  facts  10  years 
later?  In  1892-3,  although  in  the  in- 
terim the  output  iu  the  United  Kiugdom 
had  iijc^reased  by  more  than  20,000,CK)0 
tonf»^  we  were  69  per  cent*  below  the 
combined  output  of  the  countries  to 
which  he  bad  referred.  That  wag  to 
him  a  very  serious  and  a  very  important 
question,  representing  as  he  did  a  district 
HO  per  cent,  or  more  of  the  produce  of 
which  was^  gent  abroati*  and  had  to  com- 
pete with  the  produce  of  the  countries  of 
which  ho  had  spoken.  He  really  thought 
the  Ameudmeut  which  had  been  nioved^by 
his  hon.  Frietid  the  Member  t'orMerthyr 
Tydvil  ttfibrded  them  ou  the  qnestioo  a 
re;isonable  modus  viveniii — -a  fair  com- 
promise ou  a  plain  question*  He  knew, 
of  course,  that  those  who  took  the 
position  he  held  were  very  freqneutlv 
midrepresented  both  by  other  public  men 
and  by  writers  in  the  public  Press,  It 
was  only  a  few  days  before  that  he  took 
up  a  London  jourual,  iu  which  he  was  not 
a  little  surprised  to  find  himself  descnbed 
aft  a  yehemout  and  unqualified  oppouent 
of  the  eight  hours  day;  while  another 
London  paper  a  few  days  ago  described 
him  as  a  violent  and  uucompromlsing 
opponent  of  the  movement.  He  did  not 
koow  what  other  people  thought  of  him, 
hut  he  had  never  been  disposed  to  regard 
himself  as  violeatly  opposed  to  an  eight 
hours  day  or  to  a  legislative  eight  hours 
Jay,  for  he  had  never  heeu  one  of  those 
vrho  declared  that  Parliament  had  no 
right  or  authority  to  interfere  with  the 
hours  of  adult  labour.  He  had  treateil 
the  question  they  were  consideriug  as 
one  of  practical  politics,  and  from  the 
point  of  view  of  tlte  practical  effect  it 
would  be  likely  to  have  upou  the  district 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
and  the  interests  of  which  he  was  charged 
to  protect  and  defend.  Ho  did  not  feel 
called  upon  to  define  for  the  thousand 
and  first  time  hii*  position  iu  relation  to 
the  matter,  hut  it  was  practically  the 
same  as  that  which  be  told  bis  const itu- 
enCs  that  he  held  tn  I8B7,  when  the  qnea- 
tion  first  came  before  them*  On  that 
occa^iou^  after  poioting  out  to  the  miners 
present  at  a  large  meeting  in  his  own 
county  the  diflSculties  that  would  have  to 
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be  eucounter^jd  in  the  event  of  na  eight 
hours  day  being  forced  upou  them,  he 
defiueil  his  owu  position  by  saying,  as 
he  said  now,  that  if  they  were  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  responsibilities 
and  to  face  all  the  eousequeoces  that 
might  follow  such  an  iroportAUt 
change  as  the  Bill  involved  to  their 
own  district,  he  for  one  would  not 
he  fouud  to  stand  in  the  way  of  Its  pas«)- 
ing;  but  practically  his  position  iu  re- 
ference to  the  question  had  always  been 
one  in  favour  of  local  option,  and  he  was 
glad  to  find  that  iu  that  opinion  he  w*ad 
strongly  supported  by  evidence  which 
was  given  before  the  recent  Royal  Cora- 
mission  on  Labour*  One  or  two  instances 
he  would  like  to  bring  briefly  Ijefore  the 
House,  and  his  extracts  should  be  taken 
from  the  evidence  of  gentlemen  who  could 
not  be  said  to  be  in  any  way  prejudiced 
against  the  adoption  of  a  legal  eight 
hours  day.  He  would  first  take  the  tes- 
timony of  one  who  had  lakeu  a  very 
active  part  in  the  labour  movement,  and 
who  was  a  very  firm  and  fervent  advocate 
of  the  legal  eight  hours  day — ^Mr.  Tom 
Manu.  A  question  was  put  to  him  by 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  to  the 
following  effect: — **  You  also  spoke," 
said  the  hon.  Member, 

**of  trailc  and  local  option,  and  I  under 
Atatid  from  that  that^  evtm  in  eonoection  with 
the  same  trade,  where  through  certain  local 
rircomstancea  there  may  be  a  deaire  to  be 
ext-mpt  trom  any  system,  whatever  it  might  be, 
you  would  allow  there  an  exemption  r»  to  the 
eight  hours  7 " 

Mr»  Mann*8  reply  was — 

**  I  have  not  even  propoaed  that  they  should 
ha  pat  to  the  trouble  of  asking  for  exemption. 
I  have  proposed  a  plan  whereby  those  who  de- 
sire it  must  ask  for  it/' 

Then  this  question  was  put  by  the  hon. 
Meml>or  for  one  of  the  divisions  of 
Leetls — 

"  The  plan  which  you  suggeat.  of  local  option 
and  trade  option  c^jmbined  woulrl  obviously 
give  greater  elA&iicity  than  a  uniform  eig^bt 
hours  Act : " 

and  the  reply  was — 

Then  in  answer  to  another  question  Mr» 
Mann  added — 

**  I  hare  said  do  not  cover  the  whole  trade- 
in  order  to  give  this  i^uisite  elasticity  I  ihould 
l»e  content  with  covering  the  diitrict." 
And  that  was  practically  all  that  was 
asked  for  in  the  Amendment— that  there 
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should  be  gtvea  to  the  difitrict  iUo  right 
of  option  either  to  come  within  the  pro* 
visioug  of  the  Bill  or  to  refuse  to  do  so 
if  the  colliei-s  of  that  district  thought 
their  interests  would  be  in  uny  way 
jeopardised  by  the  euforcemeut  of  those 
provisions  iu  that  particular  district*  He 
would  like  to  tiike  another  example  or 
two  from  the  evidence  given  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Ham.  Tlie 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  put  this  ques- 
tion^— 

'♦  If  it  could  be  piovefl  that  the  mining  in- 
ctttstry  in  any  particular  district  would  be 
seriously  prejutiioed  by  the  establishment  of  an 
eight  hours  dny— so  sciiously  prejudiced  that 
many  of  the  collieries  in  that  district  would 
have  to  be  cIobc^I — would  you,  neverthpless,  iti- 
fiiat  ui>on  ami  press  for  a  legril  eight  hours 
tlay  ?  ^' 

The  reply  was  in  the  negative.  **  If," 
went  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds — 

^' it  could  be  Bhown  that  the  economical  result 
of  it  would  be  disastrous  in  certain  districts, 
you  would  abandon  your  ailvocacy  of  an  Klght 
honrsBill?" 

The  reply  was — 

•*  I  should  meet  the  case  in  the  way  in  which 
similar  difficulties  are  met  under  the  Coal 
Mines  Regnlation  Act.  There  are  certain  clauses 
of  that  Act  from  which  exemption  can  lie  ob- 
tained on  application  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  if  it  could  Im;  shown,  and  the  miners  in  any 
given  district  declared  by  a  majority  of  thuir 
members,  that  the  operation  of  the  Act  would 
injure  them  and  their  trade,  I  would  give 
them  power  to  obtain  exemption  from  the 
Eight  HonuB  Act  So  long  as  it  was  that  way/' 

Aod  that  was  all  which  they  who  sug- 
gested the  AmendmeDt  asked  for.  So 
long  as  they  were  convinced^  and  the 
miners  of  the  Korth  of  England  were 
convinced^  that  it  would  ho  injurious  to 
thera  and  detrimental  to  their  interests  to 
have  the  pro  vicious  of  such  an  Act  as 
that  forced  upon  theiu,  they  desired  that 
they  should  have  the  power  to  free  them- 
selves from  its  injurious  consequences. 
The  Member  for  Leeds  went  on — 

*'  But  I  am  speaking  now,  not  of  a  trade^  but 
of  a  district/' 

— for  he  was  careful,  evidently,  to  diet  in- 
guish  between  trade  option  and  local 
option.     My  hon.  Friend  said — 

*'  Yes,  I  know,  but  in  the  case  of  the  miners 
■not  that  I  believe  thnt  any  disa^strous  results 
h  as  are  antieip*ited  wouM  follow%  but  in 
*tfflder  to  obtain  our  Eight  Houiu  Bill  for  the 
benefit  of  these  districts  which  at  present  work 
unduly  long  hours — I  would  be  preparetl 
seriously  to  consider  a  proposal  of  that  kind/* 

Mr,  Ftnwich 


Still  more  importaut  U  the  reply  giveit 
by  my  hon*  Frieud  to  a  question  wldressed 
o  him  by  my  hou.  Friend  mid  colleague 
t^he  Meraher  for  Morpeth,  who  asked — 

^  Suppose  you  have  a  body  of  men  who  arc 
fidrly  well  organised,  and  who,  after  coa- 
sadering  the  subject  very  fully,  have  oome  ta 
the  conclusion  tlmt  an  Eight  Hours  Bill  would 
be  very  injurious  to  them,  would  you  enforce 
an  Act  of  the  kind  upon  them  reganllesa  of 
their  wishes  and  opinions.'  " 

The  reply  was — **  I  would  not."  Thus 
he  hwl  found  in  the  testimony  of  the 
two  witnesses  he  had  cited  strong 
support  of  the  opinion  which  he  per^ 
sonally  held,  and  wliich  he  had  stated  to 
the  Committee.  It  was  their  tielief^ 
their  sincere  belief,  in  the  North  of  Eng» 
laud,  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  if 
they  were  imiversally  and  tiniformaUy 
applied^  would  injure  their  trade  and 
their  interests  ;  aud  here  again  he  might 
call  to  his  aid  the  testimony  of  his  hon. 
Frieud  the  Memlier  for  West  Ham,  who^ 
iu  a  recent  article  in  The  Scottish 
Leader^  pointed  out  in  uumistakeable 
terms  that  the  establishment  of  an  uni- 
versal miners'  eight  hours  would  meau 
*Hhe  breaking  up  and  upheaval,  so  far  a» 
the  Counties  of  Durham  and  Norlhuniberlaai) 
are  conceraed,  of  old  and  long-eatablisheil 
custom?," 

That,  he  thought,  was  a  fair  statemeut 
of  what  would  he  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
if  its  provisions  were  forced  upon  the 
whole  miuiug  industry.  He  thought  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  met  all  reasonable  and 
legitimate  requirements,  and  aiforded  to 
districts  which  honestly  and  sincerely 
believed  that  their  interests  would  suffer 
by  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  an  opportunity  of  freeing  them* 
selves  from  its  injurious  consequeuces. 
He  did  hope  the  Committee  would 
seriously  pause  before  rejecting  such  a 
reasonable  proposal  as  had  been  placed 
before  it,  aud  he  again  expressed  hb 
deep  regret  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  should,  before  they  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  listening  to  arguments  for 
the  Amendment,  have  closed  their  minds 
aud  have  come  to  a  determined  conclu- 
sion that,  whatever  the  case  for  local 
option  might  be,  they  would  rather  re- 
ject the  Bill  than  accept  it  with  a^ich  a 
principle* 

•Mr,    WRIGHTSON     (Stockton-on- 
Tees)   Baid,    he   had  listened  with  very 
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great  ioteneet  to  the  remarks  of  his  lion, 
Friemi     the     Member     for     Wansbeck, 
because  It  was  in  that  ^livision  that  his 
own   interests    lay.      The   effect  of    an 
Ameiidrneut   whicl»    was    proposed    and 
agreed  to  at  \\i\  earlier  part  of  the  evening 
rather,  II ji  he  co a sidereii,  altered  the  scope 
of  the  Bill,  (ind  mude  it  uu  experlmeiitai 
one.       The  Bill   was    now  to   termiuate 
at   the  end  of    December,  1899,  and  aft 
thia   was    the    case,   he  would    ask    the 
Committee  to  deal  with   the  experiment 
id  the  ordinary  way   in  which    prudent 
men  usually  dealt  with  ex^>erimenta,  aud 
that  was,  to  limit  the  area  of  the  experi- 
ment in    sueh   a  way   that    the    danger 
might    not   be    iueurred    of   wrecking   a 
great  deal  of  the  tnule  of  this  country* 
With  regard  to  the  present  Amendment, 
he  supported  it  from  the  point  of  view  of 
a  Northumberland  coalovf  ner,  because  he 
was   convinced   thut    the   Bill   if  passed 
would   largely   reduce   the  trade   of    the 
county.     About  80  to  90  per  ceut»  of  the 
coal    raised     in     Northumberland     was 
exported.      Therefore,     if    the   coj^t    of 
raising    their  coal  were  increased,  a^  it 
certainly  would  hy  this  Bill,  they  would 
be  handicapped  in  a  most   eerions  way  in 
their  exports  of  coal.      It   was  quite  a 
differeDt  thing  in    the  midland  countiea, 
The  midland  counties    might    l)e    quite 
justified  in  making  this  experiment,  but 
an  experiment  of    this    kind   in  North- 
umberland might    be    disastronp*      The 
right 'Course  would  be  to  try  the  experi- 
ment within  the  area  which  sent   repre* 
seutatives  in  favour  of  the  Bill.     They 
in  Northumberland  would  be  most  willing 
to  look  on  and  see  how  it  worked,  and  if 
by  December  1899  it  had  been  a  success 
in  the  tlistricts  in  which  it  was  tried,  they 
might    then    be    disposed     to    consider 
whether  the  area  should  be  extended,  and 
the  Bill   made  permanent.     There  were 
tnaoy     reasons      why     Northumberland 
should    be    so  exerapteiL      The   county 
differed  from  other    districts  in  that    it 
had     no     mannfactories     amongst     the 
collieries .       It     was     true     that     there 
were      manufactories      on      the     Tyne, 
bat  they  could  be  served   equally  well 
from  the  County  of   Durham.     The  fact 
that  80  to  90  per  cent,  of  their  saleable 
coal  waa  exported    made    it    peculiarly 
neceSBary  that  the  etfect  of  any  change 
which    would    lead    fvo    increased  foreign 
competition  should  be  takeu  into  account. 


He  had  mentioned  that  he  now  looked 
upon  the  Act  as  an  experimenttiloue^aud 
he  might  l>e  in  Onler  in  drawing  atten* 
tion  to  the  failure  of  another  experiment 
on  very  similar  lines  whicli  hail  just  been 
annouuco<i.  On  the  9th  of  this  month  a 
deputation  from  the  E<ist  End  of  London 
was  introduced  to  Lord  Spencer  for  the 
purpose  of  urging  that  contracts  for  the 
construction  of  ships  of  the  Royal  Navy 
should  li«5  given  to  theahipbuildiag  yards 
of  the  Thames, 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  1 
The  Question  here  is  whether  a  majority 
of  miners  shall  decide  whether  the  Act 
shall  be  enforced  lu  their  district. 

•Mb.  WRIGHTSON  said,  that  of 
course  he  l>owed  to  the  Chairman'* 
ruling,  but  he  had  thought  he  was  in 
Order,  as  he  was  merely  pointing  out 
that  by  a  previous  Amendment  the  Bill 
had  become  an  experimeutAl  measure,  and 
that  another  like  experiment  had  so 
utterly  failed  that  it  did  not  encourage 
them  to  make  further  experiments  in  that 
direction^  He  trusted  he  had  said  enough 
lodraw  attention  to  the  fact  that  an  experi- 
ment whicli  was  proposed  by  certain 
so-called  Labour  Members  representing 
Metropolitan  Divisions  had  utterly  failed^ 
and  that  now  they  were  asking  that  the 
Admiralty  should  give  orders  on  the 
Thames,  because  it  vfi\^  found  that  owing 
to  that  experiment  having  failed  such 
orders  could  not  be  obtaine<l  by  legiti- 
mate competition.  He  would  jwint  out, 
with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the  Bill  in 
Northumberland  and  Durham,  that  the 
increase  of  the  cost  of  coal  whicli  won  hi 
assuredly  take  place  after  the  passing  of 
the  measure  would  afiect  other  industries 
of  the  district.  Durham  and  Cleveland 
were  the  largest  centres  of  the  iron  and^ 
Bteel  industries  in  the  world  ;  coal  was 
largely  employed  in  those  industries,  and 
he  hoped  the  Committee  w^onld  not  forget 
that  any  increase  in  the  cost  uf  coal  must 
necessarily  largely  increase  the  cost  of  the 
steel  and  iron  produced  in  the  district. 
There  was  an  enormous  anion nt  of 
competition  on  the  Continent  for  orders, 
and  he  could  assure  the  Committee  thai 
merchants  of  the  City  of  London  were 
giving  their  orders  to  a  very  serious 
extent  t<>  the  Continent,  and  they  were 
orders  which  had  to  be  paid  for  largely 
by  English  money.  We  must  on  no 
account     carry    any    legislation    which 
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would  so  rabe  our  cost  that  we  bIiouIU 
put  oiirBelvef§  out  of  position  to  compete 
witli  foreigners.    It  was  well  known  that 
with  the  hostile  tariffs  which  were  placed 
aguiuMt  the  adtnissiou   of  Euglish  goods 
into    Belgium    and    Germany    that   the 
Belgians  aud  Germans  were  able  to  under- 
sell us  in  our  markets,  because  they  sacri- 
ficed part  of  the  large  profits  which  they 
made  in   the  articles  supplied  for  their 
own  home  congumptiou,  and  lowered  the 
cost    when     they    had    to   export    their 
produotioDB     in     competition    with     us. 
What  with  the  advantage  which   protec* 
tive  tariffs  gave  to  these  countries,  what 
with  the  fact  that  our  day  of  8,  8  j,  or  9 
hours  had  to  compare  with  their  day  of 
\\\  hours  or   13  from  the  time  the  men 
entered  the  factory  to  the  time  they  left 
it,    what    with  the  fact  that   they   had 
lower  wages  also  ;  if  they  added  another 
difficulty  by  increasing  the  cost  in  this 
country  they  would    sacrifice   the    posi- 
tion they  had  held  of  being  the  greatest 
mannfiuniirers  of  the  worhL     Up  to  this 
time  there  had  been  a  great  reluctanee 
on   the  part   of   civil    engineers   iu   this 
country  to  sub-letting  work  t^o   Belgium 
and  Germany,  on   the  ground    that  the 
quality  of   their    workmanship   was  not 
equal  to  ours  ;    but  he  had  ascertained 
from  civil    engineers   of   prominence    in 
this  country,  who   had    been  obliged    to 
plaoe   their    orders    In    those   countries, 
that     the     quality    now     produced     by 
the    Germans    and    tlie    Belgians    was 
quite  equal   to  what  we   had    been  pro- 
ducing.    Therefore,  be  submitted  that  at 
a  time  like  this,  when   competition  had 
become  so  keen,  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary   that  the   House  should    refuse    to 
oountenanoe  any  legislation  which  would 
add  one  iota  to  the  cost  of  our   produc- 
tion. 

Mr.  S,  woods  (Lancashire,  Ince) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wans- 
beck  (Mr.  Fen  wick)  charged  them 
with  not  approaching  this  question 
of  locfd  option  with  an  open  mind. 
They  did  not  approach  it  with  an  Of)en 
mind  simply  because  it  struck  at  the  vital 
part  of  the  Bill,  that  it  would  vitiate  the 
whole  principle  upon  which  the  measure 
was  founded,  and  that  if  this  local  option 
clause  were  to  pass  nine- tenths  of  the 
miners  of  this  country  would  be  in  a 
thousand  times  worse  position  than  they 
were  at  present.     The  hou.  Member  for 

Mr^  f¥r%gh(s<m  ' 


the  Wansbeck  Division  complained  that 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill  had  not  waited 
until  the   facta   were  Itefure   the  House. 
But  they  had  been  familiar  with  the  facta 
for    the   last  three   years,  and  the  very 
same  arguments  that  were  used  by  the 
hon.   Member  were  uae<l  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  and  had   been  urged 
again  and  again.     The  contention  of  tbo 
supporters  of  the   Amendment  was  that 
some    particular     coal-mining     districta 
would  be  seriously  affected,  if  the    Bill 
bec4ime  law,  by  foreign  competition.  Not 
a  single  word,  however,  had  beeu  said  %» 
to  the   action    of  this  Amendment  with 
respect   to   local   optiou    in    causing    one 
district  to  compete   with  another.     The 
Amendment,  it  was  clear,  would  put  dis- 
tricts into  a  very   unequal  position  with 
regard  to  competing  one   with    another, 
and   local  optiou  of  this  character  would 
be  injurious  to  the  whole  botly  of  miners. 
As  to  what  had  been  said  with  reference 
to    the   effect   it   was    alleged    the     Bill 
would    have   in  increasing   foreign  com- 
petition, he  would  point  out  that  during 
the  16  weeks*  tock-out  of  the  miners  less 
than  2,000  tons  of   coal   were  imported 
into  this  country.     That  was  an  illustra- 
tion of  how  far  they  were  affected   by 
foreign    competition.       What     he     was 
most    struck    al>out    iu    regard    to    the 
opposition     to    the     Bill     was     that    it 
came    from    districts    where     the    men 
were  working  7  and  1\  hours  a  day.     He 
could  have  understood   the   AmcudmenI 
if  it  had  come  from  the  counties  where 
these  men  were  kept  going  to  the  extent 
of  1 1    hours  a  day.     But  the  fact  was, 
that  where  long  hours   were  worked  the 
men  were  in  favour  of  this  Bill.     He  be- 
lieved that  this  measure  ought  to  apply 
equally  to  all  miners  and  to  all  employers, 
and  that  it  would  l>e  very  unfair  to  allow 
a  body  of  employers  in  one  portion  of  the 
coal-fields   to  work  their  men  10  or  11 
hours  a   day,  and   at   the  same  time    to 
legislate  so  that  other  employers  could 
only  work  their  men  eight  hours  a  day. 
The  Mover  of  the  Amendment  set  out 
by  remarking   that   they  had   not  proved 
that  the  miuers  of  this  country  desired 
this  Bill   without  the  Amendment.     He 
thought  it  was    self-evident   that  there 
was  not  the  slightest  doubt  but  that  the 
preponderating  majority  of  the  miners  of 
this  country  had  not  two  opinions,  and 
had  decided  that  there  should  be  no  lrH?al 
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option  or  exemption  from  the  operation 
of  the  Act.  He  was  uot  sure  whetiier, 
if  thej  looked  to  Nortliuiul*erland  and 
Dtirham,  they  would  find  that  in  either 
of  those  r'oiitities  there  was  a  majority  iu 
favour  of  this  Amendment.  He  kuew 
that  hi8t  year,  when  he  moved  the 
Second  Keailiog  of  this  Bill,  lie  quoted 
some  statistics  given  by  the  seeretarieH 
from  Durham  and  Northumberland  be- 
fore the  Royal  Commission  on  Lalx»ur, 
8howio«sC  that  if  every  man  had  been 
allowed  to  vote  the  reBult  would  have 
been  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  : 
Every  man  in  the  mines  of  the  County 
of  Durham  is  allowed  to  vote  in  every 
ballot  that  is  taken. 

Mr.  woods  :  The  difficulty  is  that 
the  boys  are  not  alloweil  to  vote. 

•Mb.  J.  WILSON  :  I  am  compelled, 
for  the  character  of  the  county,  to  say 
that  that  is  not  exactly  correct. 

Mr*  WOODS  (continuing)  said,  he 
thought,  according  to  the  statement  of 
Mr.  PrttterRon  before  the  Labour  Com- 
mission, and  of  Mr.  Young,  that  the  boys 
under  16  were  not  allowed  to  give  a 
vote.  This  Bill  would  aft'eet  a  large 
number  of  boys  who  were  now  working 
10  and  lOi  hours  a  day. 

An  hoti.  Mem  bee:  How  many  boys  .^ 

Mr.  WOODS  said,  that  information 
on  this  point  could  l>e  got  from  his  pre- 
vious speech  reporteil  in  Hansard, 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr  J. LowTHEK) 
said^  he  thought  it  was  very  uudesirable 
to  carry  out  controversy  in  this  way. 

Mil.  WOODS,  proceeding,  said,  that 
reference  ha*l  been  made  to  a  letter  from 
the  right  hon,  Member  for  Midlothian, 
The  reference  was  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Ameudment, 
and  he  fancied  the  impression  was  con- 
veyed to  the  House  that  the  opinion  of 
the  Midlothian  miners  was  in  favour  oF 
the  local  option  clause.  The  leader  of 
the  Midlothian  miners,  who  waited  upon 
the  late  Prime  Miuister  laat  year,  stated, 
Jiowever,  that  almost  to  a  man  iu  that 
constituency  the  miners  were  against 
the  local  option  ideii  and  in  favour  of  the 
BUI  as  it  stood.  The  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  said  the   Bill   would  bring 


about  a  great  amount  of  jnequality  aud 
disturbance  In  some  districts  If  the  local 
option    clause    were  not  carried.     That 
was  the   very  principle  underlying  their 
conduct.      What    they    said    was    that, 
matters  were    unequal  now  aud  uufairj 
and  what  they  wanted  to  do  was  to  put^ 
every  employer  in  the  same  position  aud 
give  them  e4|ual  facilities  for  competing 
in  the  markets  of  the  world.     Who  were 
the    advocates  of  this   BilL      They  re- 
cognised   amongst    them    some    of   the 
largest    colliery  owners  in  the   country. 
What    evidence    %va8    given  before   the 
Boyal  Commission  on  Labour  from  Wales 
and  Scotland,  and  some  parts  of  Eugland 
and  from  distrii^ts  to  which  reference  had 
l:»cen    made  ?       Almost    the    unanimous 
verdict  of  these  men  was  that  they  were 
opposed  to  the  local  option   idea,  and  in 
favour  of  eight  hours  from  bank  to  bank. 
One  thing  struck  him  with  great  force, 
and     that    was    that    most    of    the  op- 
position     to      the      Bit!     as     it      now 
stood,  and  it^  strongest  opponents,  came 
from  Members  .fitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House,      That   was    yery  remarkable  if 
they   made  a  comparison   of  what  took 
place  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  aud 
what  had  takeu   place  to-night.     They 
were  discussing  at  the  beginning  of  last 
year  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  aud  he  found 
that   those   who   wanted    to    put    local 
option  into  this  Bill  were  those  who  were 
amongst  the  most  strenuous  opponents  to 
the  insertion  of   the   local   option   clause 
for     UIstcT.       He    contended    that    thi? 
Amendment  would  be  very  unfair  in  its 
application,  and  he  would  mention  here 
that    the    employers     in    the    Midland 
Counties    were  as    strongly  opposed  to 
local  option  as  the  miners   themselves  ; 
and  he  would  ask  whether   it  w^ould  be 
fair,  in  the  face  of  the  united  opinion  of 
employers  and  employed,  that  the  House 
should  carry  lo:;al  option   into  the   Bill. 
Hon.  Members  would  find  in  this  Amend- 
ment something  that  had  been  overlooked* 
and  that  was  the   machinery  which  was 
to  be   established  to   carry  it  into  opera- 
tion.    He  knew   the  hon.   Member  had 
another  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  the 
etfect  that  there  should  be  a  ballot  takeu 
every  three  years  as  to  whether  the  men 
wished  to  he  exempted  from   the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  ;  iiut  he  asked  whether 
the   House   would  commit   itself  to  the 
establishment  of  such  machinery  aa  would 
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be  required  to  carry  out  a  ballot  erery 
three  years.  It  must  be  evident  to  every- 
body that  such  a  proceeding  would  create 
perpetual  friction,  and  they  would  have 
one  part  of  the  British  coal-fields  work- 
ing eight  hours  a  day,  another  part 
working  9  hours  a  day,  and  still  another 
part  working  10  hours  a  day  ;  and  every 
three  years  this  state  of  things  would  be 
reversed.  He  thought  this  Amendment 
was  cue  of  a  most  harmful  character, 
and  one  that  could  not  be  put  into  opera- 
tion without  the  greatest  difficulty.  The 
promoters  of  the  Bill  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  support  them  in  maintain- 
ing the  principle  of  the  measure,  which 
was  carried  by  a  majority  of  87  this  year. 
They  felt  sure  that  the  gloomy  fore- 
bodings of  some  of  the  hon.  Members 
who  had  spoken  would  never  be  fulfilled. 
Every  question  of  an  understood  or 
economic  character  discussed  in  that 
House  for  the  past  50  years  had  been 
met  with  the  same  arguments,  but  none 
of  the  adverse  and  disastrous  results  pre- 
dicted had  come  about.  They  had 
shortened  the  hours  of  labour  in  many 
instances,  giving  the  people  more  leisure 
and  a  higher  rate  of  wages,  without  pro- 
ducing any  evil  ;  and  in  this  case  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  be  afraid  of 
maintaiuiug  the  principle  of  a  practical 
and  useful  Bill,  which  would  bring  good 
to  many  and  harm  to  none. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Newton)  said,  that  speaking  for  those 
whom  he  represented,  he  found  it  difficult 
to  say  which  was  the  more  obnoxious — 
the  Amendment  or  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape.  If  they  reconciled  themselves  to 
the  fact  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
committed  itself  to  the  principle  of  inter- 
fering with  adult  male  lahour,  ho  was 
afraid  that  all  that  remained  for  them  to 
do  was  to  consider  how  this  principle  was 
to  be  enforced.  That  being  the  case,  his 
opinion  was  that  local  option  was  prefer- 
able to  the  hard  rigid  rule  which  the  Bill 
proposed  to  establish.  It  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  those  who  supported  the  Bill 
and  by  those  who  most  strongly  opposed 
the  Amendment  that  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  varied  consider- 
ably in  different  localities,  and  that  the 
difference  of  time  required  to  get  out  a 
given  quantity  of  coal  varied  in  different 
parts  of  the  country.  What  stronger 
argument  than  that  could  be  adduced  in 

Mr.  Woods 


favour  of  the  fairness  of  allowing  tl|9 
miners  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
country  to  decide  themselves  what  would 
be  a  fair  day's  work  ?  Surely  if  there 
was  one  question  more  than  another  on 
which  a  man  of  ordinary  intelligence  was 
fitted  to  give  an  opinion,  it  was  that  of 
deciding  the  number  of  hours  which  it 
was  to  his  best  advantage  to  work.  The 
Labour  Representatives  did  not  consider, 
however,  that  the  miner  had  any  right  to 
give  an  opinion  on  the  matter  at  all, 
although,  curiously  enough,  they  con- 
sidered him  in  turn  to  be  the  best  judge 
of  the  time  that  a  third  party  should  or 
should  not  be  allowed  to  work.  They 
might,  in  his  opinion,  quite  as  justly  deny 
that  a  man  had  a  right  to  eat  his  dinner 
because  his  neighbour  had  been  unable  to 
enjoy  his  breakfast.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  not  to  reduce  the  hours  of  labour 
so  much  as  to  reduce  the  amount  of  the 
output  of  coal.  He  did  not  believe  that 
there  were  any  representatives  of  the 
miners  who  were  not  in  the  House  or  who 
were  Parliamentary  candidates  who  were 
in  favour  of  the  eight  hours  from  bank  to 
bank.  There  were  doubtless  only  some 
miserable  500  or  600  coalowners,  on 
the  one  hand,  whilst  there  were  on 
the  other  some  500,000  or  600,000 
votes  to  be  obtained  from  the  miners. 
Moreover,  it  was  said  that  the 
wretched  owners  were  divided  among 
themselves  on  the  question.  The  division 
of  opinion  among  the  owners  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  owners  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland  thought  oneway,  whilst 
the  other  owners  thought  the  other.  He 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  he 
voted  for  local  option  he  should  be  strik- 
ing a  blow  at  the  district  he  represented, 
whilst  if  he  voted  against  it  he  should  be 
doing  an  injustice  to  other  districts.  In 
these  circumstances  he  felt  that,  as  an 
honest  man,  he  had  no  course  open  to 
him  but  to  refrain  from  voting  either 
way. 

Mr.  W.  ALLEN  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  said,  the  coalowners  were  support- 
ing this  Amendment  because  if  it  were 
adopted  the  case  of  the  boys  in  the 
Durham  and  Northumberland  mines 
would  have  to  be  given  up.  The  hon« 
Member  for  Northumberland  warned 
them  not  to  interfere  with  the  customs  of 
the  northern  counties,  and  his  speech 
would   have   been  rather  convincing  if 
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the^  did  not  reHeet  whni  those  customs 
were.  But  these  customs  were  that  iho 
bewers  worked  7  or  7i  hours,  while, the 
boys  were  kept  working  10  or  lOj  hoars. 
it  might  be  aaid  that  the  work  of  these 
hoys  wtL^  comparatively  light,  but  ho 
believed  it  was  just  as  hard  work  as  any- 
body could  do,  and  it  was  work  which 
had  to  be  dooe  by  the  boys  just  at  the 
time  when  they  were  developing  and 
before  they  had  got  their  full  strength  ; 
and  it  seemed  to  him,  if  they  accepted 
this  Amendment,  and  Northumberlaud 
and  Durham  were  allowed  tocontr^ictout 
of  the  Bl\U  they  would  he  permittiug  these 
boys  t^  be  driveu  and  worked  tilmot^t  as 
galley  slaves,  which  was  an  iniquiry 
which  the  House  of  Commons  would 
never  tolerate, 

•Mk.  J.  WILSOX  (Durham,  Mid)  : 
The  hon.  Geutlemau*s  statement  is  most 
unfair  and  unjust  to  the  men  of  North- 
umberland and  Durham,  of  whom  he  is 
speaking* 

Mr,  W.  ALLEN  said*  that  the  work 
of  the  boys  employed  as  hand  putter.s 
WAS  the  hardest  that  could  be  conceived. 
They  hail  to  work  in  a  stooping  position 
in  narrow  and  ill- ventilated  passages  at 
a  time  of  life  when  they  were  not  fully 
developed.  lie  repeated  that  they  were 
driven  and  worked  like  galley  slaves, 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  :  I 
deny  that. 

Mr,  W,  ALLEN  sald^  that  these  boys 
worked  as  hard  as  any  men  could  do,  and 
U  was  most  unjust  that  they  should  he 
tnade  to  do  such  work  for  such  a  nnmber 
of  honr«. 

*Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  :  I 
deny  that  they  are  worked  like  galley 
slaves. 

Mr.  W,  ALLEN  said^  these  boys 
worked  as  har'tl  as  any  men  could  do  in 
nn  ill-ventilatoil  place  for  over  10  hours 
a  day,  and  it  was  most  unjust  that  they 
should  be  made  to  do  such  work  for  such 
a  number  of  hours.  Injustice  would  also 
be  done  to  those  connected  with  the  mines 
iu  other  parts  of  the  country  if  the 
Amendment  was  accepted.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Durham,  when 
introducing  a  deputation  the  other  day 
to  Lord  Salisbury,  staited  that  the  Durham 
meu  were  practically  united  on  this 
Iqtiastion.      But    in    the    ballots    which 


had  beea  taken  a  great  number  of  the 
men  abstatned  Irom  voting,  and  did 
not  »eem  to  care  very  much  one  way  or 
the  other.  Under  all  the  circumstances 
he  sjhould  certainly  vote  against  the 
Amendment, 

•Sir  J.  PEASE  »aid,  that  whilst  he 
did  not  doubt  the   ability  of  the  North 
Country  collieries  to  face  this  queatloot 
they  would,  if  the  Bill  were  passed  as  it 
now  stood,  have  to  face  it  at  great  loss  of 
labour  amongst  their  workpeople*     There 
was  not  a  finer  set  of  boys  than  those 
employed  in  the  mines  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland.       It    was     true    they 
worked  longer  hours  than  the  men,  but 
they  were  not  working  the  whole  of  the 
It)  honris  that  they  were  below  ground- 
They  worked  practically  about  7^  hours. 
Some  lads  had,  no  doubt,  very  hard  work, 
but  the  question  was  whether  they  were 
suffering  from  it,  and  the  Health  Ee turns 
showed  that  they  were  not  ;  neither  was 
there  a  single  complaint  from  the  Govern- 
ment Inspectors.     He  asked   the   Com- 
mittee whether  it  was  reasonable  to  follow 
the  advice  of  hid  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  luce  (Mr.  Woods),  and  because  one 
fox  had  got  its  t4ii!   cut  off  iu  the  trap, 
that  every  other  fox  should  have  his  tail 
cut  off.     The  real  point  whicii   they  had 
to  cousider  in  the  trade  and  to  look  at  in 
the    interests  of  their  men  wa«.   Would 
there  be  employment  for  the  men  under 
the  altered  circumstances,  and  would  lljev 
be   able  to   preserve    their   trade  ?     He 
thought   that    iu  two   minutes  he   could 
show  the  Committee  why  he  held  they 
ouglit  to  have  local  option,  ami  wljy  they 
J^ielieved  they   would   be   injureti  by  the 
Bill,     They    would,  If  the   Bill  past^ed, 
have    to    provide    two   shifts    of    boys 
and  they  could  uot  get   two  sets  of  boys 
to  begin  with.      If  they  had  two  shifts, 
each  must  either  work  at  a  loss  price,  or 
if  they  got  the  same  price  they  increased 
the  expenditure,  aud  this  must  greatly  i 
increase   the   cost   of    production.      Ha 
i^tAted    on    the    Second     Reaijiug     that ' 
North umbcrland  aud  Durham  objected  to 
bo  placed  in  the  siime  category  as*  dis- 
tricts which  were  not  affected  by  foreign 
competition  and  by  the  iron  trade,  which 
was    at    present    utterly    unproductive* 
Belgian  girders  had  been  put   up  not  far 
from  tho  House  of  Commons,  aud  during 
thej|*reseut  unfortunate  moulders'  strike 
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castings  were  coming  from  abroad  in  cod- 
Biderable  quantities.  •  Competition  was 
thus  at  their  very  doors,  and  in  the  iron 
trade  thej  could  not  lay  out  a  single  six- 
pence for  an  J  increased  cost  of  coal. 
The  Bill  would  therefore  be  attended 
with  the  utmost  and  gravest  mischief. 
Half  the  Cleveland  furnaces  were  now 
using  Spanish  ore,  and  if  the  Bill  passed 
the  increased  cost  of  Cleveland  iron, 
amounting  to  2s.  6d.  per  ton,  would  pro- 
bably drive  the  whole  of  the  furnaces  to 
use  Spanish  ore,  on  which  it  was  acknow- 
ledged there  was  a  less  margin  of 
loss — and  in  some  cases  a  profit.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  madness  for  the 
Committee  to  say  to  Durham  and 
Northumberland  that  they  must  be  l)Ound 
by  Act  of  Parliament  to  work  eight  hours 
a  day  when  they  preferred  other  arrange- 
ments which  suited  them  better.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  the  Bill  became 
law  the  firm  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected would  have  to  lay  in  three  out  of 
the  11  collieries  which  they  owneil,  and 
thus  700  or  800  men,  wirti  their  wives 
and  families,  would  be  thrown  out  of 
employment.  They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
of  agricultural  depression.  If  the  people 
engaged  in  the  coal  and  iron  and 
kindred  industries  were  kept  well  em- 
ployed, instead  of  having  work  taken 
from  them  by  legislation  of  this  kind, 
there  would  be  more  flour  and  more 
meat  taken  in  every  cottage,  and  that 
would  produce  a  \ery  difi^erent  state  of 
things  in  agriculture.  The  miners  were 
well  able  to  take  care  of  themselves,  and 
why  should  Parliament  interfere  with 
them  by  legislation  which  was  perfectly 
uncalled  for  ?  So  long  as  they  had  to 
look  to  foreign  trade,  as  they  had  to  in 
the  North,  they  could  not  handicap 
themselves  by  such  legislation  as  this. 
He  had  represented  a  mining  constituency 
for  many  years,  and  the  only  question  he 
had  been  asked  in  connection  with  this 
matter  was.  Would  he  vote  in  favour  of 
the  miners  being  free  to  make  any 
arrangements  they  liked  ?  He  would  not 
detain  the  Committee  any  longer,  and  he 
would  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  he 
should  not  have  spoken  so  strongly  on 
the  subject  as  he  had  done  if  he  had 
not  felt  that  the  policy  of  this  Bill  was 
a  fatal  policy. 

Mr.  C.  M*LAREN  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  on  behalf  of  the  coaloTv^^ers 

Sir  Jn  Pease 


—of  whom  he  was  on©--K)f  the  MidlaiKl 
district.  If  this  AmendmoDt  were  carried 
the  Miners'  Federation,  which  waa  all- 
powerful  in  the  Midland  district,  would 
put  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  into  force. 
If  they  were  to  believe  hon,  MemberB 
who  had  spoken  for  Durham  and  South 
Wales,  the  Bill  would  not  be  pat  into 
operation  in  those  districts  ;  so  that  at 
the  very  outset  enormous  differences 
and  inequalities  would  be  imported  into 
the  industry.  Everj'body  knew  that  at 
the  present  time  colliery  owners 
were  happy  if  they  could  make 
6d.  a  ton  profit  on  their  coal* 
and  he  found  that .  4d.  a  ton  was  the 
lowest  limit  which  they  could  put  upon 
coal  as  the  effect  of  this  Bill.  If  this 
Bill  passed  as  it  stood,  the  cost  of  getting 
coal  in  the  Midlands  would  be  at  least 
4d.  a  ton  of  an  increase,  and  in  manj 
cases  the  increase  would  be  from  6d.  to 
8d.  a  ton.  In  Derbyshire,  South  York- 
shire, and  Nottinghamshire  they  ha«l 
coal  centres  which  sent  a  very  large 
quantity  of  coal  to  London.  They  were, 
as  everybody  knew,  in  very  close  com- 
petition with  the  Tyne.  During  the  last 
12  months  the  Tyne  had  put  a  larger 
quantity  of  coal  into  London  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Midlands  than  ever  they  did 
l)efore.  If,  therefore,  this  Amendment 
were  carried,  so  great  would  be  the 
restriction  which  would  be  put  on  the 
output  of  the  Midlands,  that  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  whole  of 
the  London  Trade  from  Nottinghamshire 
and  South  Yorkshire  would  be  destroyed. 
It  would  be  absolutely  impossible  for  the 
Midland  owners  to  send  a  ton  of  coal  to 
London.  But  London  was  not  the  only 
market  for  the  Midlands.  They  sent  an 
enormous  amount  of  coal  to  the  Eastern 
Ports  for  shipment  to  the  Baltic,  to 
France,  and  to  other  parts  of  the  world,, 
and  that  coal  was  also  in  direct  com- 
petition with  Durham  and  Northumber- 
land. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  J.. 
Pease)  was  right,  and  they  were  now  at^ 
a  point  at  which  it  was  difficult  to  com- 
pete with  the  foreigner  in  the  export  of 
coal,  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  if  thi» 
Amendment  were  carried,  and  the  Mid- 
lands were  placed  in  a  disadvantageous- 
position  with  regard  to  Durham  and' 
Northumberland,  they  could  not  expect 
to  export  any  more  coal  from  Derbyshire 
or   South    Yorkshire.     There   was    the; 
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question  of  gas  coDtracts,  and  there  was 
also  the  question  of  railway  contracts, 
which,  as  everybody  knew,  were  of  enor- 
mous importance  to  the  Midlands,  and  if 
they  were  to  be  handicapped  not  merely 
with  the  foreigner,  but  in  their  competi- 
tion with  two  such  important  districts 
as  Durham  and  Northumberland,  he 
ventured  to  say  the  effect  of  this  Amend- 
ment would  be  destruction  to  that  trade. 
Supposing  Derbyshire  adopted  the  Bill 
and  South  Yorkshire  refused  to  adopt 
the  Bill.  He  would  undertake  to  say 
the  effect  of  this,  course  would  be  that 
South  Yorkshire  would  sell  every  ton  of 
coal  to  the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and 
Lincolnshire  Railway  Company,  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company,  and  the 
Midland  Railway  Company,  consumed  in 
that  county,  and  that  Derbyshire  would 
have  nothing  left  to  sell.  He  saw  the 
possibility  of  au  annihilation  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  trade  of  these  counties  if 
the  Amendment  was  carried.  And  the 
worst  of  it  would  be,  that  no  district 
would  know  what  was  going  to  happen 
next.  This  Amendment,  by  a  pro- 
vision which  stood  lower  down  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr,  provided  for  a  ballot  to 
be  taken  every  three  years.  What 
was  to  be  the  position  of  the  coal- 
owner  in  Nottinghamshire  six  mouths 
before  the  period  of  expiration  ?  His 
contract  for  gas  coal  was  to  go  for  a 
period  of  12  months  in  advance,  or  his 
railway  coal  contract  had  to  go  for  the 
same  period,  and  under  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment,  taken  together  with  the 
provision  for  the  ballot,  he  would  be 
utterly  unable  to  know  what  price  to  put 
upon  it.  He  did  not  want  to  say  any- 
thing on  the  side  of  the  miners*  view. 
That  had  been  very  ably  represented  that 
night  by  those  Members  who  more  par- 
ticularly represented  the  miners,  and  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ince  ; 
but  when  they  had  the  conditions  affect- 
ing the  coalowners  coinciding  with  the 
conditions  affecting  the  miners,  he  thought 
the  Committee  ought  to  pause  before  they 
passed  an  Amendment  which  had  far 
more  widely  reaching  effects  than  the 
Committee  were  apt  to  suppose.  The 
Bill  itself,  in  its  present  form,  would 
make  a  very  considerable  change,  but  the 
House  had  accepted  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  humbly  submitted  that  that 


being  so  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House 
now  to  put  provisions  into  the  Bill  which 
would  make  it  work  with  as  little  friction 
and  as  little  injury  as  it  were  possible  to 
conceive  ;  and  if  any  other  hon.  Member 
intervened  in  this  Debate,  he  should  be 
very  glad  to  hear  in  what  way  he  should 
propose  to  ensure  those  districts  under 
the  Miners*  Federation  against  the  unfair 
competition,  the  State-protected  competi- 
tion it  would  be  under  this  Amendment, 
with  the  industry  of  Northumberland  and 
Durham  and  South  Wales.  He  hoped 
they  would  see  nothing  in  this  country  of 
local  option  in  trade  matters  as  between 
one  district  and  another.  Surely,  if  they 
were  deliberately  to  allow  the  Legisla- 
ture or  a  Government  Department  to  in- 
terfere in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade 
they  would  be  lessening  all  those  dis- 
tinguishing features  of  commerce  which 
had  made  this  country  great  in  the  past. 
They  would  tie  themselves  hand  and 
foot,  and  he  ventured  to  think  that  even 
if  this  Bill  did  take  a  step  in  the  direc- 
tion which  many  hon.  Members  opposite 
thought  it  did,  as  perhaps  against  the 
right  principle  in  these  matters,  there  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  go  further 
and  more  deeply  into  what  might  turn 
out  to  be  a  morass,  and  so  clog  their 
footsteps  that  any  retrocession  became 
impossible.  If  this  Bill  passed  as  it 
stood,  he  did  not  think  the  coal  trade  of 
this  country  would  suffer,  for  districts,  on 
an  average,  would  be  treated  all  alike,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  the  difficulties  which 
their  Durham  friends  talked  about  in 
working  their  pits  would  be  counter- 
lialanced  by  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
price  of  coal.  He  believed  the  working 
classes  throughout  the  country  were,  in 
the  main,  in  favour  of  this  measure  both 
as  consumers  and  as  miners.  The 
difficulties  of  taking  ballots  of  the 
men  to  decide  as  to  whether  a 
particular  county  should  be  in  the  Bill  or 
should  not  be  in  the  Bill  were  illustrated 
by  the  different  Amendments  which  they 
had  heard  to-night  as  to  the  feeling  of 
the  men  in  Durham  and  Northumber- 
land. If  they  could  not  on  an  important 
question  of  this  kind  really  find  out,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  all  parties,  how  the 
miners  of  Durham  and  Northumberland 
felt  he  thought  it  was  pretty  plain  they 
could  not  find  out  their  opinion  if  this 
Amendment  and  its  corollaries  were  car- 
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ried*  He  strongly  op^oeed  tbe  Amend- 
ment,  and  he  implored   hoii.  Gentlemen 

who  represented  the  employers^  or  hon* 
GeDtlemeQ  who  represented  the  iuterestB 
of  miners,  to  pause  before  they  voted  for 
it,  and  be  aasuretl  thora  that  if  they  voted 
for  it  they  would  he  doing  an  injury, 
which  he  was  sure  would  be  very  lasting, 
to  one  of  the  largest  and  most  important 
industries  of  this  country. 

Mr.  EoBY  rose  in  hh  place,  and  claimed 
to  move,  **  That  the  Quentiou  he  now  put ; '' 
hut  the  Chairman  witbheld  hi;?  assent, 
uud  ileelrned  then  to  put  that  Question. 

Mh*  storey  (Sunderland)  said,  be 
thought  the  bon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  bad  talked  too  much  aWut 
interests  and  too  little  about  things  more 
important.  For  his  own  part,  he  was  not 
coucerueil  very  much  about  the  talk  of 
foreign  competition,  nor  was  he  troubletl 
by  the  fact,  which  he  learned  from  an 
hou.  Menjber  opposite,  that  all  tbe  coal- 
owners  were  ligaiust  tbe  Bill.  That 
would  be,  he  confessed,  rattier  a  tempta- 
tiou  to  him  to  vote  for  the  Bill.  But  be 
would  apk  tbe  House  before  it  went  to  a 
vote  upon  tbis^the  only  iniportunt  Amend- 
ment to  this  Bill  in  his  optuton,  to  con- 
sider seriously  what  ibey  were  going  to 
do,  and  what  it  was  to  end  in.  Every 
man  who  bad  listened  to  the  speeches 
which  bad  been  made  that  night,  and 
who  had  studied  the  matter  outside, 
kuew  this :  that  if  this  Bill  were  passed  in 
its  present  shape  it  was  not  the  only  Bill 
that  would  l»e  passed*  This  Bill  was 
but  tbe  precursor  of  many  Bills  of  a 
similar  tyjK?  that  were  to  follow  until 
they  were  all  bard -bound  in  Atlantic  or 
Arctic  ice  ;  and  instead  of  having  free 
play  to  work  out  their  own  salvation, 
subject  only  to  the  limitations  which 
human  kindness  imposed  upon  them, 
they  would  be  in  a  |msition  which  he  for 
one  should  not  desire  to  see.  If  this  Bill 
was  the  precursor  of  other  Bills,  would 
it  not  be  a  very  reasonable  thiug,  when 
they  were  settling  that  night  or  to- 
morrow tbe  most  important  Amendment 
they  bad  to  settle  on  that  Bill,  that  they 
should  seriously  ask  themselves  what 
were  the  principles  upou  which  they 
were  going  to  vote,  not  only  on  this 
Amendaient,  but  all  tbe  Amendments 
and  all  tbe  Bills  that  were  to  follow. 
For    his    part    he    would    state   to  the 


House  clearly  what  were  the  lines  upou 
which  he  should  act  upon  this  Amend- 
rnent*  He  thought  he  had  been  all  hifi 
life  in  favour  of  the  limitation  of  the  hours 
of  labour  aud  in  favour  of  the  demand  of 
the  poor  man  to  have  leisure  to  develop 
bis  higher  faculties,  hut  he  had  all  hb 
life  preached  that  In  his  judgment  that 
was  best  to  be  got  by  the  action  of  free 
men  acting  together  outside  tbe  interfer- 
ence of  Parliament.  And  when  he  daw 
so  many  of  his  bon.  Friends  coming  to 
Parliament  and  asking  Parliament  fo 
adopt  another  method  he  beseecbod  them, 
and  all  Radicals  in  tbe  House,  to  consider 
seriously  what  was  the  method  upon 
which  tbey  were  to  act.  What  was  tbe 
condition  of  facts  that  was  before  them 
that  night  ?  Here  was  a  Bill  which  said 
to  all  the  coalminers  in  all  England, 
wherever  (bey  might  l)e,  under  whatever 
limitations  they  might  work — whether 
they  were  in  hot  or  in  cool  pits,  whether 
they  were  in  hard  or  in  soft  coal,  whether 
they  had  to  walk  two  miles  to  tbe  face  of 
tbe  coal  and  find  it  bi-oken,  or  whether 
they  could  go  down  the  pit  and  find  fresh 
coal  there  to  work  ;  which  said  to  every 
one,  strong  or  weak,  old  or  young,  under 
ail  the  conditions  of  getting  into  the  pit — 
whether  ihey  wanted  to  work  a  longer 
or  shorter  time  according  to  their  local 
circumstances,  *'  You  must  all  work  the 
same  time.  You  must  work  not  mora 
than  eight  hours  whether  you  will  or  no, 
whether  you  are  a  man  with  12  childreUt 
or  whether  you  are  a  bachelor.  You  are 
only  to  work  eight  hours,  and  no  more/^ 
There  were  only  two  conditions  upou 
which  he  would  ever  submit,  as  a  free 
man,  to  vote  for  or  support  that.  The 
first  was  :  this  that  it  sljould  be  proved 
to  him  that  it  was  for  tbe  general  interest 
that  this  should  be  done.  If  that  be 
proved,  there  was  the  first  coudition  bo 
wanted.  He  had  said  that  in  his  sober 
judgment  (he  limitations  of  the  hours  of 
lal»our  to  eight  all  over  the  country  for 
every  working  maTi  would  bo  for  the 
geueriil  advunfiige,  and  therefore  on  that 
ground  be  had  no  objection  to  take  to  the 
present  proposal.  But  what  was  the 
second  thing  he  demanded  ?  He  demanded 
that,  if  tbey  departeil  from  the  general 
eight  hours  principle  and  came  to  a 
specific  eight  hours  in  a  specific  trade, 
before  ever  they  ventured  to  legislate  In 
that  House  for  that  trade,  he  submitted 
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to  the  commoti  sense  mud  good  judgmeot 
of  tbe  House  tliiU  they  ought  to  have 
behiod  them  general  couourreuce  and 
opiaion  amoogst  the  persona  who  were 
engaged  la  that  trade.  Did  aoyone  say 
they  had  got  that  that  uight  ?  Would 
his  hon,  Frieud  the  Member  for  Ince 
(Mr.  Woods)  veuture  to  tell  him  that  of 
the  hiiudreda  of  thousaode  of  men 
engaged  iu  miuitig  iu  tbis  country  he  had 
an  immensely  preponderating  opinion, 
well  defined  and  intelligent,  in  favour  of 
tills  general  proposal  ? 

Mr,  woods  :  A  hirge  majority  ;  a 
very  large  majority. 

Mu.  STOREY  had  not  asked  lor  that, 
though  he  would  even  di repute  that  as 
boing  the  fact.  But  if  there  were  abso- 
lute proof  of  it,  he  would  yet  put  it  to 
bis  hon.  Friend  that  this  proposed  change 
would  effect  not  merely  interests  aud 
profits,  but  also  the  general  well-being 
and  life  of  hundreds  of  thousandn  of  his 
fellow  working  men,  and  that  l>efore 
he  made  the  change  the  hon.  Member 
ghould  be  assured  that  the  enormous  pre- 
ponderance of  the  people  lu  that  trade 
demanded  it.  The  iion.  Memtier  who 
Imd  just  spoken — he  was  a  coal  owner — 
tiaid  with  a  sneer,  **  We  have  be4*rd  a 
great  deal  of  Durham  and  Northumber- 
land to-night."  So  the  Committee  had, 
Aud  they  could  not  hear  about  a  more 
intelligent  part  of  the  country.  He  did 
not  speak  of  the  coal  owners  tliere  or  of 
iie\Tspaper  bodies  like  himself  ;  but  he 
eaid  of  the  working  men  of  these  couotiefe 
that  there  did  not  exist  a  body  of  men 
more  competent  than  they  to  give  an 
opinion  either  upon  general  politics — 
well,  nearly  all  the  Members  from  these 
counties  were  RadicaJ,  and  what  could 
he  say  more  than  that  ? — or  upon  books, 
or  upon  the  history  of  their  country,  and, 
abore  all^  upon  the  common  eirenmstauces 
of  their  daily  live,*.  These  men  liad  a 
very  clear  opinion  on  this  subject.  He 
had  the  means  of  aaeertiiining  ail  round 
the  district  what  they  thought,  and  he 
ftsserteil  that  an  enormous  preponderance 
of  the  intelligent  workmen,  the  men  who 
were  aecustomed  to  tliink  of  these  things 
and  t^  guide  their  fellow-men,  said  to  this 
honourable  House,  **  Gentlemen,  you  are 
sent  to  London  to  legislate  for  us  accord- 
ing to  our  wishes,  and  our  de2>;ire8,  unless 
Ottr    wishes    conflict    with    the    general 


interest,  and  we  aay  to  you  that  if  you 

choose  to  legislate  for  men  who  want 
this  Bill,  legislate  if  you  like  ;  but  so 
long  as  we  are  satisfied  that  our  interests 
and  our  desires  are  better  served  by  the 
existing  condition  of  things  we  beg  you 
to  refrain  from  interfering  with  our 
arrangements,"  He  would  therefore  ] 
say»  if  the  Committee  wouJd  have  an 
Eight  Hours  Bill  for  those  who  wanted 
it,  then  iu  the  name  of  freedom  and  in  the 
name  of  commoc  sense  let  them  not 
impose  it  upon  those  who  did  not  want 
it. 

•Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid.) 
said,  he  would  not  det^iin  the  Committee 
very  long,  because  he  gathered  from 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  that  they 
were  desirous  of  taking  a  vote ; 
but  as  one  who  could  speak  with 
some  authority  for  the  workmen  of 
Durham,  and  who  had  taken  some  part 
in  arranging  not  only  for  wages  but  for 
reductions  of  hours,  he  desired  to  add  his 
quota  to  the  discussion.  As  it  appeared 
to  be  a  time  of  sou  1 -searching  he  would 
put  himself  on  the  altar  for  a  minute  or 
two.  He  was  against  State  interference 
with  the  honrs  of  adult  labour  all 
round  where  men  could  combine*  He 
opposeil,  two  or  three  years  ago,  a 
f^imilar  Bill  when  it  was  before  the  Hou8% 
not  l>ecause  he  was  against  a  reduction 
of  hours,  but  because  he  was  in  favour  of 
obtaining  them  in  the  most  expeditious 
and  permanenriy  satisfactory  manner 
possible.  He  said  this,  because  he  had 
now  to  vote  for  a  species  of  State  in- 
terference iu  voting  for  the  Amendment. 
But  as  the  choice  was  between  two  evils 
he  was  going  to  take  tlie  lesser ;  as 
the  issue  was  between  giving  a 
county  a  voice  in  the  fixing  of  hours 
and  fixing  a  rigid  unworkal4e  law, 
he  would  be  best  serving  the  interests  of 
tho?^e  who  sent  him  there,  and  be  most 
in  harmony  with  their  views,  by  voting 
for  what  he  had  called  the  lesser  evil. 
He  was  one  who  was  called  nu  old 
Trades  Unionist,  stereotyped,  fossilised, 
ready  to  be  placed  in  some  museum  of 
antif|uilies  and  curiosities.  He  had 
always  been,  and  was  now,  a  believer  in 
free  ancl  full  negotiation  between  em* 
ployer  and  employ e.l.  He  rDcognised 
that  »he  House  had  never  interfered 
with  the  hours  of  adult  labour,  but  only 
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with    those    of    boys    and  javenileB    in 
factories. 

An  bou.  Member  :  And  of  women. 

•Mr.  J.  WILSON  m\d  that  women 
were  not  concerned  here,  and  he  there- 
fore left  that  j^ection  of  workers  out  of 
consideration.  He  aleo  rocogniRed  that 
the  short  hours  that  had  come  to  them  in 
the  North  and  iu  Scotland  had  been 
secured  and  kept  by  Trades  Oro^aoisation, 
and  that  it  was  oulj  where  tho  organ rieta- 
tion  became  weak  that  thin  advantage  had 
been  lost.  Fie  therefore  l>eHeved  in 
free  and  full  negotiation  between  em- 
ployers and  emph>yed  in  preference  to 
any  rigid,  fixed,  unalterable  law  that 
Parliament  might  pass.  The  Committee, 
he  was  afraid,  had  had  a  rather  meagre 
view  of  the  trade  and  occupation  of 
miners  presented  to  them  by  eiome  hon. 
Members  ;  and  they  would  forgive  him 
when  he  said  that  no  question  had  come 
before  the  House  on  which  grosser 
ignorance  had  been  manifeste^l  than  had 
been  shown  with  reganl  to  miners  and 
the  technicalities  of  their  work.  Even 
the  hon.  Member  iu  charge  of  the 
Bill  had  confessed  his  ignorance  of 
the.se  technicalities,  although  he  no 
doubt  bad  had  the  most  complete 
coaching  from  experienceii  practical 
men.  He  thankeil  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr4  Storey)  for  the  high 
eulogy,  not  unjustifie*!,  he  had  expressed 
on  the  men  of  Durham  and  Northumber- 
land. They  were  able  to  take  care  of 
themselves.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ncwcastle-iinder-Lyme  (Mr.  Allen) 
talked  about  the  1:>oys  of  Durham  being 
galley  slave**,  he  (Mr*  Wilson)  asked 
himself  whether  he  was  fully  developed, 
for  he  was  once  one  of  those  boyg.  Fie 
went  down  the  mines  when  he  was  about  1 0 
or  1 1  years  of  age,  at  a  time  when  the 
working  hours  were  three  or  four  hours 
a  day  louger  than  they  now  were  ;  and 
whether  he  was  fully  developed  in  brain 
and  physique  he  would  allow  the  House 
to  say.  As  to  the  spec^'h  of  tho  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bos  worth  Divit^iou  (Mr* 
C.  McLaren),  he  would  assure  him  that 
wheu  the  owners  of  the  Midlands  8eut 
jx>uiid  the  hat  they  would  be  relieved  in 
the  hour  of  their  dire  distress  and  neces- 
sity ;  but  he  had  not  heard  of  many 
owners  in  the  Midlands  going  into  the 
Bankruptcy   Court,  and   they  had  been 

Mr.  J.  mhon 


for  some  years  in  eompetitton  with 
Durham  and  Northumberland.  He  was 
confident  that  the  hon.  Member  had  & 
much  greater  circle  of  learning  than  he 
conid  lay  claim  to  ;  but  he  M'ould  recom- 
mend to  his  enreful  reading  that  one  of 
tiie  Ten  Commandments  which  said  : 
•^'Thou  shalt  not  covet  thy  neigh l»f3ur*» 
goods,"  It  struck  him,  during  the  whole 
of  the  bou,  Member^s  s|)eerh«  that  be 
was  coveting  the  commercial  and  indus- 
trial superiority  of  the  owners  of  DuHmtn 
and  Northumberland.  The  hon.  Member 
left  oat  of  account  the  idea  of  the  pro* 
uioters  of  this  Bill  that  it  was  necessary 
to  give  miners  more  leisure  and  greater 
exemption  from  danger,  and  all  he  con  Id 
say  for  the  Bill  was  that  it  would  place 
the  owners  in  the  Midlands  in  a  more 
advantageous  position  than  the  Amend- 
ment would. 

Mr.  C.  M'LAREN  ;  I  said  nolhiugof 
the  kind.  I  objected  to  local  option  be- 
cauifie  that  would  place  us  in  a  worse 
position.  It  is  my  hon.  Friend  who 
covets  our  goods. 

*Mr.  J-  WILSON  understood  thai  the 
hon.  Membei'  entered  into  a  description 
of  the  d liferent  clashes  of  coal — gas, 
railway,  &c. — to  show  that  the  owners 
in  the  Midlands  were  iu  an  infenor 
position  to  those  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland,  aud  argued  that  as 
they  were  not  now  able  to  compete  with 
thei^e  two  northern  counties,  local  eptieii 
should  be  refusetl  iu  order  that  the  Mid- 
land coll ierti should  im]^>oseupon  theminera 
of  the  two  northern  counties  the  rigid 
eight  hours'  day,  and  thus  restrict  their 
opportunity  for  competition.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle- 
under-Lyme  (Mr.  Allen)  was  not  in  bia 
place^  for  he  uttered  words  which,  in  hia 
opinion,  were  unbecoming.  He  did  noi 
like  to  use  liarsh  words  about  anyone^ 
livit  the  hon.  Members  remarks  about  the 
Durham  boys  were  untrue,  and  were  in- 
!4tdltng  to  the  men  of  Durham.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  (Sir 
C*  Dilke),  speaking  wheu  he  was  sur- 
rounded by  \\\^  supporters,  also  said  thai 
the  liovsof  Durham  and  Northumberland 
were  like  galley  slaves.  He  must  repeat 
that  such  an  expression  was  an  insult^ 
unbecoming,  aud  uncalled-for.  Did  the 
Committee  think  that  these  were  boya 
brought  from   some  workhouse,  sent  bj 
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the  mioes  to  bring  profit  to  tbe  pocket  of 
the  men  ?  Tbei^e  bojs  were  the  meo^s 
own  lads,  their  owq  flesh  and  hlood.  The 
men  had,  as  lads,  passed  through  the 
same  experience,  and  knew  exactly  what 
was  beat  for  them,  and  the  boys  were 
confident  that  their  fatliers,  and  brothers, 
and  kinsmen  would  do  the  best  they 
could  for  them.  It  hud  been  said  that 
the  boys  under  16  were  not  allowed  to 
vote,  and  some  stres.s  was  laid  upon  the 
statement  that  the  putters  were  below  16 
years  of  age.  But  the  hand-putters  did 
not  put  at  16  ;  they  were  young  mt'n  of 
18, 19,  and  20.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  when  he  took  his 
excursion  down  one  of  the  northern  coal 
mitkeg,  went  with  his  mind  biassed  \  and  a 
biassed  nriau  was  generally  able  to  extract 
the  ideas  and  '*  facts  "  which  were  in 
accordance  with  his  own  preconceived 
opinions.  In  the  North  some  of  the 
hand -putters  wore  married  men,  and, 
iu  nearly  every  case,  above  18  years 
of  age,  and  were  not  the  boys  that 
they  had  been  described — below  16  years 
of  age-  They  were  young  men,  and  there 
^as  hardly  one  of  them  but  had  a  vote  in 
the  ballot  that  was  submitted  upon  the 
eight  hours^  questiou,  and  consequently 
ihey  were  not  excluded  from  recording 
their  ideas.  If  he  understood  the  Amend- 
ment aright,  it  would  giYe  everj  boy  a 
right  to  vote  ;  it  would  take  into  its  cog- 
nisance not  only  every  man  above  20,  but 
every  workman  in  the  pit,  the  boys  below 
16  being  able  to  turn  the  scale  of  voting  ; 
and  if  hou.  Meml>6rs  thought  that  local 
option  would  turn  the  scale,  why  should 
they  fear  local  option  't  For  his  part,  he 
did  not  think  they  should  discuss  this 
question  from  the  viev^  of  foreign  compe- 
titiou.  It  was  not  before  his  mind, 
and  he  had  never  expressed  any  fear  in 
that  direction.  He  had  heard  it  said  that 
leaders  of  Trades  Unions  and  workmen 
should  not  have  any  regard  for  the  result 
of  any  legislative  enactment.  That  was 
not  his  idea  ;  he  thought  they  should 
have  full  and  due  regard  to  the  results  of 
any  enactment  they  might  pass  through 
this  House  or  through  this  Committee. 
He  believed  the  ailoptiou  of  this  resolution 
would  be  in  accord  with  the  generally 
expressed  view  of  the  Trades  Uuion  Con- 
grass.  He  saw  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Ham  (Mr,  Keir  Hardie)  opposite, 


and  perhaps  the  hon.  Memberi  who  had 
b«eu  already  referred  to,  would  forgive 
him  for  referring  to  him  again.  The 
hon.  Member  moved  a  resolution  in 
the  Trades  Union  Congress  of  1891  to 
this  effect  :  '*  that  l^islation  restricting 
hours  of  labour  to  eight  per  day  should 
be  enforced  in  all  trades  and  occupations, 
save  where  an  organised  majority  of  the 
meml)ers  by  ballot-voting  were  proved 
against  the  same,"  It  might  be  thought 
that  applied  to  a  whole  trade.  Why  was 
the  majority  of  the  trade  put  in  that 
resolution  ?  Simply  Ijccause  there  were 
divergencies  and  differences  between  the 
different  trades,  and  consequently  one 
trade  did  not  bind  another.  That 
being  the  case,  he  said  they  were  right  in 
supporting  this  local  option.  The  hon. 
Member  for  luce  (Mr.  Wood^)  in  his 
speech  used  two  words  for  the  purpose  of 
impressing  the  minds  of  hon.  Members, 
and  these  words  were  ** unfair**  and  ** un- 
equal,** He  referred  entirely  to  trade, 
but  he  had  no  word  for  the  workmen^ 
The  hon.  Member  for  Eecles  (Mr. 
Roby)  spoke  about  competition  be- 
tween districts — ^that  was  to  say,  that  if 
they  had  a  uniform  Bill  passed  far  the 
whole  of  the  country  they  would  avoid 
com  petition  between  counties.  That  idea 
implied  there  was  a  uniformity  of  condi- 
tions all  over  the  coal  mines.  If  they 
spoke  about  an  Eight  Hours  Bill  for  the 
engineering  trade  they  had  a  uniformity 
of  conditions,  [Cric*  of  "No!'*] 
He  was  going  to  tell  thorn  what 
it  was  if  they  would  only  listen 
before  saying  *'  No."  They  might 
take  a  man  from  the  Tyne  who  was  in 
an  engineering  works  and  place  him  in 
a  shop  in  London,  and  the  conditions 
surrounding  him  would  be  as  nearly  as 
possible  uniform.  ["No,  no  I  **]  He 
said,  yes  ;  the  same  conditions  were  iu 
operation  In  the  one  shop  as  in  the  other, 
but  they  could  not  speak  of  uniformity 
in  coal  mining  when  nature  was  against 
them.  They  might  as  well  pass  au  Act 
of  Parliament  to  say  every  roau  sh  »nt  I 
bo  of  one  stature.  All  nature  was  again -^t 
them.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
Forest  of  Dean  would  not  bo  able  to 
compete  with  the  thick  seams  of  the 
Midlands,  and  they  could  not  make  uni- 
form nature's  conditions  by  any  Act  of 
Parliament ;  therefore  the  men  iu  the 
various    counties,    knowing    their    owa 
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sifuatioQ,  should  be  left  to  settle  their 
ditference«  between  their  employers  and 
theiii selves.  He  would  like  to  draw 
atteutioti  to  one  or  two  expressions  of 
igDoraiiee  thtit  l»ati  fallen  from  hon.  Mein- 
\mt^  who  ought  to  know  l^etter,  l>ecatise 
one  of  the  hon«  Members  had  l^een  a 
workiug  miner  aud  the  other  had  become  a 
professor  bjr  theory.  The  Member  for 
Ince  (Mr.  Woods)  had  beea  a  work- 
ing miner,  and  in  1893^  in  moving  the 
Second  Residing  of  the  Bill,  he  miid  be 
would  undertake  to  prove  that  the  aver- 
age time  in  going  and  returning  from 
work  in  the  pits  was  nearly  a  quarter  of 
an  honr  each  way.  That  wa**  not  the 
experience  in  any  locality  that  he  (Mr, 
Wilson)  knew  of.  The  other  wan  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Forest  of  Dean  (Sir  C.  Dilke),  The 
right  hon.  Member,  speaking  in  the 
Forest  of  Dean,  said  that  if  every  man 
was  to  be  punished  who  should  l>e 
more  than  eight  hours  below,  the  hours 
would  have  to  be  still  further  reduced 
to  make  it  impossible  that  any  one, 
eveu  by  chance,  should  be  more  than  eight 
hours  below»  He  (Mr,  Wilson)  was  a 
miner,  and  when  he  heard  expressions  like 
those  he  had  commiseration  for  the  igno- 
rance of  such  persons. 

*SiR  C.  W^  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  said,  perhaps  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  point  out  that  that  referred  to 
au  Amendment  that  stocnl  lower  down  on 
^he  Paper,  and  upon  that  Amendment 
they  would  have  the  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  question, 

•Mr.  J,  WILSON  said,  it  was  one  of 
the  ditticulties  they  had  to  meet ;  how 
were  they  to  get  the  man  who  went  down 
at  6  come  up  first  except  they  put  a 
ticket  round  bis  neck  to  show  that  he 
was  the  first  to  go  down.  Had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ever  been  down  a  pit  ? 

Sir  C.  W' .  DILKE  said,  this  showed 
the  inconveoience  of  discussing  the  ques- 
tion interrogatively.  He  agreed  with  the 
hoti«  Member,  and  his  argument  was 
directetl  to  that  very  point, 

•Mr.  J.  WMLSON  said,  he  wished  to 
poitit  out  when  such  ignorance  was  mani- 
fested—[CriM  of  **  Question  r*]  He 
thought  he  was  speaking  to  the  Ques- 
tion, and  during  the  few  minutes  he  had 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Committee 

Mr.  J.  fVihon 


he  had  not  divergeil  fnwn  the  Question, 
If  iie  had  he  begge«l  leave  t/>  aj^ologise 
to  the  Committee  ;  but  what  ho  wanted 
to  »ay  was  that  when  there  was  such 
ignorance  in  the  Legislature,  there  was 
no  wonder  there  was  confusion  of  mind 
outside.  Now  he  would  appeiil  again  to 
the  Irish  Membert*.  If  there  w^as  one 
part  of  the  country  where  the  Irish 
Members  had  strong  and  solid  sup- 
porters it  was  the  part  ho  came  from.  He 
had  often  heard  the  Irish  Members  say 
that  a  Hill  was  being  forced  upon  Ireland 
by  the  English  votes  and  not  by  tb« 
Irish,  and  he  would  venture  to  say  that  if 
this  Amendment  were  lost  it  would 
be  lost  this  evening  by  the  Irish  votes. 
The  Bill  did  not  affect  Ireland,  and  to 
throw  out  the  Amendment  would  be 
forcing  upon  the  English  workmen  a 
thing  they  did  not  require,  and  it  would 
be  done  by  the  Irish  vote.  He  hoped 
the  Irish  Members  would  hesitate  before 
they  gave  the  vote  they  did  on  the  Second 
Reading.  If  the  Hill  did  not  interest 
thetn  he  would  appeiil  to  them  to  take  a 
ditierent  courj*e,  and  not  do  anything  to 
repel  those  who  had  been  their  staunch 
supporters* 

Mil.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  he  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eccles  ( Mr.  Roby)  should 
a  short  time  ago  have  asked  the  Chairmiiti 
to  impose  the  Closure  on  this  dit^cussion, 
because  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
from  beginning  to  end  of  this  Debate  the 
argument  had  been  entirely  on  one  side. 
He  cou!<l  not  think  this  Debate  had  cod- 
tiuued  at  all  too  long  ;  nay,  he  did  not 
think  it  ho^l  continued  long  enough. 
There  were  a  great  many  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  whose  opinions  they^ 
would  have  been  glad  to  have  u}X)n  this 
question,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
it  was  an  extraordinary  circumstance 
that  upon  an  Amendment  of  this  im- 
portance and  character  they  had  not  had 
the  least  guidance  from  any  Member  of 
the  Government.  Upon  a  Bill  so  im- 
portant as  this  they  would  have  liked  to 
know  the  opinion  of  the  right  hoti. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  and  they 
would  very  much  have  liked  to  have 
heard  the  Chief  Secretary  on  this  stibject, 
upon  which  he  held  very  strong  views. 
To  proceed  from  the  Front  Bench  to  the 
back,  they  would  have  been  glad  to  hear  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Haddington 
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(Mr.  Haldaoe),   as   it   was  well  knowu 

tliitt  he  was  opposed  lo  the  priuciple  of 

the  Bill,  though  he  had  heard  that  the 

hou»   Member   might   vote   agaiuat  this 

Ameodtnent.     They   would   very   mucb 

like  to  kuow  why  the  hoii.  Gentlemau 

aposed    to    vote    agaiust    it.      There 

ras    hiij    right  hon*    Friend  the  Mem* 

Br   for   Bodraiu    (Mr*    Courtney),  who 

iras  always  ready   to  give  au  impartial 

adgmcDt    wpoa    every    questiou.     The 

ight   hou.   Geutleinau  had  been  a  Mem- 

Ejr  of  the  Commissiyu^  aud  he  thought 

_  tie  right  hon.  Geutlemau  waa  acquainted 

with  this  matter.     Again,  the  right  boo* 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 

)ean   (Sir  C.  Dilke)  bad  not  uttered  a 

rord  in  this  Debate,  yet  surely  this  waa 

a  question  of  sufficient  motive  for  them 

have  beard    what    be    bad    to    eay. 

Lnd^  lastly,  the  bon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 

er    for    West  Ham  bad  been    directly 

appealed  to  in  this  Debate,  and  he  mnst 

%f  he  trusted  l>cfore  tlie  Debate  came  to 

eonchiaiuu  the  bon.  Member  would  be 

ersuaded   to    stand  by  the  answer    he 

nade  or  Btate  be  had  changed  biM  opinion, 

ind  if  he  bad  changed,  why  he  had  done 

Before  be  proceeded  to  consider  the 

rger  question  raised  by  the  Amendment 

:  the  hon.  Member  he  ahould  like  to  say 

word  or  two  on  the  Amendment  to  the 

^Amendment  that  stood  first  in  bis  name* 

The  boo,  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  D. 

■Thomas)  proposetl   to  make  the  county 

^ne  unit  of  local  option.     He  did  not  con- 

pider   himself  that  the  county  would  be 

lltogether  a   satisfactory   unit    to  take» 

There  was  no  donbt  very    much   to  be 

lid  for   taking  the  iudividual  colliery  as 

the  unit,  but  if  a  district  was  to  be  taken 

he    did   not  think  the   county  was  the 

proper  district ;  what  they  wanted  was 

.that    it    should    constitute    an   area  of 

similar     conditions    in    respect    to    the 

lining  industry,  and  be  did  not  think 

jiey  hail  any  reason  to  suppose  that  the 

geographical   limitation   of    the    connty 

irould  correspond  exactly   to  the  limita- 

'tlon     of     areas     of     similar     condition. 

It     might     be      that     such     au     area 

l^ould  embrace    more   than    one  county, 

(or    it    might    be    that   more  than  one 

listrict    would    embrace   more  than  one 

|uch  area.      Ho  listened  to  the  dispute 

between  the  bou.  Member  for   Merthyr 

\Ji/lj'  D*  Thomas)  and  the  hon.  Member 

for  Rhondda  (Mr.  Abraham)  \    he  web 


not  competent  to  decide  the  merits  of  itf 
but  he  would  assnme  there  M*as   in  the 
mind  of  the  bon.  Member  who  opposed 
the    Amendmetit  Just  such   a   difference 
as  he  hail    describetl.       They  bad    one 
hon.  Member  representing  South  Wales 
moving  the  Amendment,  and  another  hon. 
Member  representing  South  Wales  also, 
opposiug    it*       He   did   not    think    the 
county   would  be  a  satisfactory  unit  for 
the  application  of  local   option,  and,  in 
bis    opinion^  it  would  be  far  better   to 
trust  to  the  discretion  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, who  would  lie  guided  somewhat 
by  the  districts  allotted  to  the  Inspectors 
of  Mines,  and  still  more  by  the  organisa- 
tions  which    e:?isted  among  coalowners 
and  miners^.     He  attached  considerable 
importance  to  his  Amendment,  and  even 
more  importance  to  the  one  following  it ; 
but  of  course  be  recognised  that    both 
were  of  small  importance  when  compared 
with  the  question  raised  by  the  original 
Amendment,  and  be  wished  to  make  the 
point  plain.     He  should  not  necessarily 
ask  the  judgment  of  the  House  ou  the 
Amendment,  he  bad  placed  on  the  Paper, 
and  if  it   were  rejected  he  should  vote 
with  complete  conviction  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  (Mr.  D.  Thomas),     If 
his  Amendment  were  accepted  those  in 
favour   of  the  principle  of  local  option 
could    vote     for     the    Amendment     as 
amended.      Now  be  came  to  the  merits 
of  the  Amendment  itself*  and  he  shonld 
like  first  of  all  to  call  attention  to  thie, 
that  he  supposed  no  Government  won  Id 
have  taken  upon  itself  the  responsibility 
of  imposing  legislation  of  this  kind  with- 
out  a    preliminary     inquiry     of     some 
kind    or   other.     The    Government   had 
been  prodigal  of  facilities,  but  they  bad 
not  chosen  t^  adopt  this  measure  as  their 
own,  but  where   the  Government   were 
feared  to  tread  the  hon.  Member  for  I  nee 
(Mr.  Woods)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
NormantOQ    (Mr.  Pickard),    whom   they 
had  not  heard  to-night,  were  not  afraid 
to  rush  in.     It  was  perfectly  true  that 
this  question  had  been  investigated,  and 
very  thoroaghly  investigated,  during  the 
last  20  years.     It  was  not  until  after  the 
Second  Reading  of   this   Bill    that    the 
Royal  Commission  on  Labour  rejDorted^ 
and  that  Report  was,  in  a  sense,  adverse 
to  this  Bill  in  every  particular ;  and  not 
only  that,  but  the  chief  promoters  of  this 
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Bill,    who   represented  the    miners,    de- 
cline il  to  uppear  before  the  Commission 
and    give    evidence,    though    they    had 
never  explained  why  they  refused.    Per- 
hups  they  might  say  they   had  no  confi- 
dence  in   it,  but,   at    all    events,    in  the 
earlier  period  the  hon.  Member  for  I  nee 
(Mr.  Woods)  ilid  not  show  any  want  of 
confidence  in  it,  for   within   a   few  days 
after  tlie  appointment  of  the  Commission 
the  hon.   Member  wrote  offering  to  give 
evidence*     That  was  lu  April,  1891,  unU 
it  was    not  until  a  month  or  two  later, 
thougli  before  the   Commission   began  to 
take  evidence,  that  the  representatives  of 
the   Feileratton  of  Miners  wrote  to  «ay 
they  had  pa**sed  a  resolution  declining  to 
ap^rear  before  the  Commission;  declining 
to  give  evidence,  information,  or  to   help 
the   Commission    in  any   way  ;  and  the 
consequence    wa«    that    they    had    not 
the    advantage    of     hearing     the     evi- 
dence     of      the      hon.      Member      for 
Inee  (Mr.  Woods),  the  lion*  Member  for 
Normanton  (Mr,  Pickard),or  Mr.  Ashton. 
If  the  Miner?**  Federation    felt  that  want 
of  confidence  in  the  Labour  Commission, 
and  were   unable  or  unwilling  to  aesigu 
any  reason  forit*  they  would  not  be  sur- 
prised   if    it    was    inferred     that    they 
declined  to  have   their  case  investigated 
l)ecause  it  was  a  l>ad   one.      He  opposed 
this  Bill  on  the  Second  Heading,  and  he 
did  not  pretend  for  one  moment  that  the 
adoption  of  this  Amendment  would  make 
it  to  him  an  acceptable  Bill,      Quite  the 
contmry  ;  but  without  some  Amendment 
of  this  kind,  and  unless  the  principle  of 
local    option    was    introiluced,    this    Bill 
would  establish  an  intolerable   tyranny, 
and  nothing  short  of  that.  He  would  ask 
what  moral  right  had  the  House  to  insist 
chat  the   miners  shonld  carry    on    their 
work  in  a  way  different  to  that  in  which 
they  now  carried   it  on  and  with  which 
they  were  perfectly  satisfied  ?   He  would 
even  go  further,  and  begged   the  Com- 
mittee to  ask  themselves  whether  they 
had  got  the  power  to  enforce  legislation 
of  this  kind  upon   districts   unwilling  to 
receive  it.    It  must  be  clear  to  those  who 
would  look  at  the  question    impartially 
that  the   House  of  Commons  was  now 
being  invited   to  enter  upon  an  exceed- 
ingly dangerous  course,  of  which  it  was 
impossible   to   foresee   the    end.      They 
were  told  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried  the  Bill  would  be  lost*     Well,  aa 
Mr.  Gerald  Balfaur 


an  opponent  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  deny 

that  personally  he  should  regard  such  a 
result  with  a  considenible  degree  of  coro- 
phicency.     From  the  standpoint  of  those 
who  voted  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  at  the  siiuie  time  reserving  the  right 
to  vote  for  this   Amendment,  he   would 
a^k  why  the  adoption  of  this  Amendment 
would  \yQ  fatal  to  the  Bill  ?       That  was 
really  the  essential  question  to  which  tbeyi 
demanded  a  clear  answer.     During  the^ 
Debate   he  bad    listened  for  an  answer, 
and     the     only    answer   he     bad     beenj 
able  to    gather     was     that     unifonnit 
was    necessary     in     order     to     prevent' 
competition    between    one    district   and 
another*     He  must  say  he  had   listened 
to  the  calm   way  in   which   the  doctrine 
ha^i  been   put  forward,  or,  at  all  events, 
assumed,  that  it  was  the  business  of  Par- 
liament to  help  one  district  against  the 
competition  of  another. 

Mr.  Woods  rose  in  bis  place,  and 
claimed  to  move^  **  That  the  Question  lye 
now  put ;  '*  but  the  Chairman  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put  that 

Question, 

Debate  resumed. 

Mit.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (con- 
tinuing) said,  that  surely  such  a  doctrine 
as  that  had  never  before  been  put  for- 
ward in  the  history  of  Parliament.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ince  (Mr,  Woods)  told 
them  the  aim  of  the  Bill  was  to  cure 
inequality  by  putting  all  upon  the  same 
footing.  Had  it  never  occurred  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ince  there  were  certain 
difierences  between  one  district  and 
another,  between  one  man  and  another, 
and  that  the  Bill  would  not  produce  a 
true  equality  ?  He  would  also  remind 
the  hon.  Member  for  luce  and  the  hon* 
Member  for  Eccles  (Mr.  Roby )  that  wbeo 
they  said,  or  assumed,  it  was  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  protect  one  district  against 
the  competition  of  another,  that  such  a 
doctrine  applied  to  wage«  as  well  as 
hours. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  U>  make  his  report  to  the 
House. 

Progress  ;    to   ait 


Committee    report 
agaia  To-morrow, 
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Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
1x)rDe)  said,  he  could  quite  understand 
why  the  Amendment  should  be  refused 
to  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and  a  similar  ob- 
jection would  apply  to  a  proposal  he  had 
to  amend  another  Bill  for  the  jprevention 
of  cruelty  to  children.  He  should  per- 
tainly  object  to  the  discussion  oi..,hn 
Amendment  of  the  nature  indicated. 

SiK  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he  did. 
not  like  to  press  the  objection,  but  it 
would  really  make  no  difference  if  the 
Committee  were  completed  to-morrpw, 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  be 
present. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  should 
be  present  now. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  that 
was  not  possible. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  if  there 
was  any  prospect  of  the  Amendment 
being  entertained  he  w;ould  not  object  to 
Progress  being  reported,  but  now  if  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sleaford  were 
present  the  Amendment  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  entertained  in  conuectlon.  with 
this  Bill. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said,  he 
would  not  press  his  objection. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 


DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  [cluinged  from 
"CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)"] 
(re-oommitted)  BILL.— (No.  348.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  the  Committee  ^ 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  23,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  24. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had 
notice  of  an  Amendment  to  this  clause  ; 
perhaps  the  Minister  in  charge  would 
consent  to  suspend  Progress  until  the 
next  day,  when  his  right  hon.  Friend 
-would  be  in  his  place. 

The  president  of  tue  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Safiron  Walden)  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  inadmissible,  because  this  was 
simply  a  Consolidation  Bill.  Under  the 
circumstances  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  stop  the  progress  of  a 
measure  which  was  for  the  advantage  of 
an  interest  the  good  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  so 
much  at  heart. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) 
thought  it  right  to  say  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment allowed  any  change  in  a  Con- 
solidation Bill  in  the  direction  indicated 
by  the  Amendment  then  he  should  oppose 
the  Bill.  The  only  ground  upon  which 
the  Bill  could  be  allowed  to  pass  was 
that  it  was  a  Consolidation  Bill,  and  in  no 
way  trenched  upon  the  existing  law,  but 
if  that  principle  were  departed  from  it 
would  become  an  opposed  Bill  to  be  in- 
cluded among  those  not  to  be  proceeded 
with  this  Session. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) 
hoped  the  objection  would  not  be  per- 
sisted in.  A  Consolidation  Bill  such  as 
this  should  not  be  made  the  means  of 
introducing  n  most  serious  amendment  of 
the  law.  The  Bill  was  much  desired  by 
those  entrusted  with  the  administration 
of  the  law  and  generally  by  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  and  it  would  be  a  mis- 
fortune if  anything  were  done  to  prevent 
its  passing. 
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Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to. 
bo  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

CONGBSTBD    DISTRICTS    BOARD    (IBE-. 
LAND)  BILL.— (No.  863.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  and  2  agree«i  to. 

Clause  3. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  undertake  that  ap- 
pointments should  be  made  by  competi- 
tive examinations  P 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
I REL AND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
iipon-TyneJ  said,  yes  ;  that  was  certainly 
til  J  intention. 


Committee   report 
again  To-morrow. 

2  0 
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COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
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Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  said, 
he  was  anxioas  to  see  the  Bill  passed  ; 
but  inasmuch  as  this  Consolidation  Bill 
from  the  Lords  altered  the  age  limit  as 
laid  down  in  the  Act  recently  passed,  he 
must  object  to  it. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
was  mistaken,  the  Bill  did  nothing  of  the 
kind,  and  if  he  would  allow  the  Bill  to 
go  into  Committee  he  would  assure  him 
on  the  point. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  should 
certainly  object  to  any  such  alteration. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  had 
given  notice  of  a  couple  of  Amendments, 
one  of  which  had  a  bearing  upon  the 
question  just  raised,  but  he  was 
anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass, 
and  would  do  nothing  to  block  its 
progress  by  insisting  upon  his  right  to 
move  an  Amendment.  He  understood 
that  the  Government  would  not  listen  to 
any  Amendment  as  being  contrary  to  the 
understanding  in  relation  to  a  Consoli- 
dation Bill.  Not  objecting,  therefore,  to 
the  Bill  proceeding,  he  must  insist  that  the 
age  limit  should  not  be  altered. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  said,  that  upon  this 
clause  a  good  deal  of  misapprehension 
had  arisen.  By  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
of  the  present  Session,  introduced  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  R.  Webster), 
alterations  were  made  upon  three  points 
in  Sections  1,  5,  and  6  of  the  Act  of  1889, 
but  no  alteration  was  made  in  the  age  of 
children  in  respect  to  offences  mentioned 
in  the  third  section  of  that  Act,  and  those 
parts  of  Clause  2  of  the  present  Bill,  which 
had  reference  to  offences  under  the  third 
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section  of  that  Act,  necessarily  kept  the 
age  of  the  children  as  it  was  left  by  the 
former  Act — boys  under  14,  girls  under 
16.  It  had  been  suggested  to  him  that 
the  Interpretation  Clause  in  the  Act  of  the 
present  Session  made  some  difference 
where  it  interpreted  a  child  as  meaning 
under  16  ;  but  this  interpretation  was  to 
prevail  except  where  the  context  other- 
wise required,  and  Section  3  of  the 
Act  of  1889  plainly  and  clearly  set 
forth  that  boys  must  be  under  14,  and  a 
child  under  1 4  could  not  by  reason  of  the 
Interpretation  Clause  l>ecome  a  child  of 
16.  This  point  was  raised  before  the 
Joint  Committee.  It  was  possible  there 
may  have  been  some  mistake  in  the  Act 
of  this  Session,  but  it  would  be  amending 
and  not  consolidating  the  law  unless  there 
were  inserted  the  words  **  boys  under  the 
age  of  14."  There  was  no  Interpretation 
Clause  in  the  present  Bill,  for  the  reason 
that  in  one  place  a  child  of  14  was 
spoken  of,  in  another  of  16,  and  in 
another  of  11,  and  nowhere  was  the 
word  "child"  left  to  be  interpreted  as  a 
child  under  16.  It  would  be  found  that 
the  word  "  child  "  in  the  later  clauses 
meant  child  in  respect  to  whom  an  offence 
was  charged  in  the  earlier  part  of  the 
Bill.  In  cases  under  Section  3  of  the 
Act  of  1889  would  be  meant  boys  under 
14,  girls  under  16,  and  all  other  cases 
would  be  governed  by  the  Act  of  this 
Session. 


Mu.  CONYBEARE  thought  the  mat- 
ter was  not  unimportant.  There  were 
cases  where  boys  under  16  were  to  be 
permitted  to  be  subjected  to  all  the  in- 
fluencos,  dangers,  tcnij)tations  of  being  in 
a  public-house  at  night,  and  so  forth. 
From  the  account  of  the  Attorney  General 
it  did  appear  that  this  matter  had  been 
considered,  and  that  a  broad  line  of  dis- 
tinction had  been  drawn,  as  he  thought, 
wrongly,  and  so  probably  did  others,  but 
in  the  position  that  this  was  a  Consolida- 
tion Bill  only,  and  that  of  necessity  it 
must  go  forward  this  Session,  he  sup- 
posed they  must  bow  to  the  inevitable. 
If  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bat- 
tersea did  not  press  his  desire  to  include 
boys  under  16  within  the  protecting 
clauses  of  the  Act  he  would  not  attempt 
to  prevent  the  Bill  passing.  Still,  he 
knew  there  was  a  strong  feeling  among 
I  many  Members   tlmt  boys  up  to   the  age 
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of  16  ought  to  be  entitled  to  the  same 
measure  of  protection  as  girls  under  16, 
and  if  this  Consolidation  Bill  were 
allowed  to  go  forward,  perhaps  the 
Attorney  General  would  be  good  enough 
to  consider  the  possibility  of  bringing  in 
an  amending  Bill  next  Session.  There 
were  other  points  to  be  considered,  and 
seeing  there  had  been  so  near  an  ap- 
proach to  unanimity  as  to  the  object  of 
this  legislation  there  would  probably  be 
no  difficulty  in  carrying  through  an 
amending  Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said,  he  had 
only  objected  because  it  appeared  to  him 
there  was  an  intention  in  the  Bill,  which 
was  merely  a  Consolidation  Bill,  to  alter 
the  principle  upon  which  the  age  was 
laid  down  in  the  Bill  passed  earlier  in 
the  Session.  It  did  seem  to  him  that  the 
legal  advisers  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  have  seized  the  opportunity 
of  the  Lords'  Consolidation  Bill  to  make 
the  age  throughout  all  the  clauses  and 
for  all  offences  16  years.  But  the 
balance  of  advantage  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  being  allowed  to  go  through, 
and  rather  than  block  it  he  would  waive 
all  objection,  but  to  the  sympathetic 
mind  of  the  Attorney  General  he  com- 
mended the  subject,  and  hoped  he  would 
introduce  an  amending  Bill  next 
Session. 

Mu.  ASQUITH  said,  of  course  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  could  give  no 
undertaking  of  that  kind  for  next  Ses- 
sion. To  adopt  any  other  course  than 
had  been  pursued  with  the  present  Bill 
would  have  been  to  depart  from  the 
usual  practice  in  regard  to  Consolidation 
Bills.  The  Bill  accurately  represented 
the  clauses  as  they  appeared  in  the  Act 
passed  in  the  present  Session,  and 
though  personally  he  quite  sympathised 
with  the  view  expressed  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  did  not  understand  why  the 
distinction  in  age  should  have  been  made, 
yet,  however  desirable  it  might  seem  to 
make  the  change,  to  do  so  would  be  to 
forsake  precedent  and  to  introduce  con- 
troversial matter  into  what  was  simply  a 
Consolidation  Bill  and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  T.  .M.  HEALY  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  there  was  any 
reason  to  expect  that,  with  the  volume  of 
statistics,  next  Session  they  would  be 
confronted  with  a  repealing  Act  as  well 
as  this  ? 


Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  he  earnestly 
hoped  not. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  3  to  9,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  propose  to  thisciause ;  the 
addition  of  words  to  bring  the  clause  iuto 
strict  conformity  with  the  existing  law, 
the  utmost  care  having  been  taken  to 
secure  that  no  more  than  this  was  done. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
22,  after  the  word  "  health,"  to  insert  the 
words 

"  or  that  any  offence  mentioned  in  the  Schedule 
to  this  Act  has  been  or  is  being  committed  in 
respect  of  such  a  child." 

Page  9,  line  25,  after  "aforesaid," 
insert 

"  or  that  any  such  ofifence  as  aforesaid  has  been 
or  is  being  committed  in  respect  of  the  child." 
—{Mr.  AsquUh.^ 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  and  Schedule 
agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

COPYHOLD    (CONSOLIDATION)    BILL. 

[Zc»rrf#.]— (No.844.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Verbal  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  4  to  32,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  33. 

•Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  said,  he  had  an  Amendment  to 
propose  which  would  not  involve  any 
alteration  of  the  law,  but  would  bring 
the  Bill  into  conformity  with  the  existing 
law.  The  clause  provided  that  where  any 
money  in  the  case  of  settled  estates  was  paid 
in  respect  of  enfranchisements  to  Trustees 
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Clause  94. 
•Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  desired 
to  insert  a  foriDal  Amendment  in  line  38, 
by  inserting  the  words — 

"  and  any  person  entitled  to  interest  for  any 
term  of  years  originally  granted  for  99  years 
and  upwards." 

The  word  **  tenant "  in  this  Bill  covered 
the  definition  of  his  words  in  the  exist- 
ing Copyhold  Act,  but  the  word  "  owner  " 
was  applied  in  certain  cases  as  distinct 
from  tenant.  It  was  intended  by  this 
consolidation  to  make  the  expression 
apply  generally. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  undertook  to  consider 
this  point  also  on  Report. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Schedule. 
•Mr.  TOMLINSON  suggested  that  on 
Report  it  should  be  considered  whether 
lines  9  and  10  should  l>e  omitted,  because 
in  a  Bill  intended  to  apply  to  Copyhold 
Acts  only  it  was  not  desirable  to  deal 
with  a  section  of  the  Universities  Estates 
Act  of  1860  merely  because  that  section 
related  to  copyholds. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  thought,  in  consoli- 
dating Acts  relating  to  copyholds,  it  was 
desirable  everything  of  that  charact.er 
should  be  included,  but  he  would,  how- 
ever, consider  it. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday. 

COAL  MINES  (CHECK  WEIGHER)  BILL 
[Ur(h],—C^o.    3+0.) 

SECOND  READING.  [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Adjourned  Debate  on  Second  Reading 
[2nd  August]. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  hoped  that  no  objec- 
tion would  be  ruihicd  to  passing  this  stage 
of  a  Bill  which  had  with  unanimous  con- 
sent passed  in  another  place.  He  did 
not  know  that  any  objection  had  been 
urged  to  the  Second  Reading,  and  to 
points  of  detail  he  would  give  every 
attention  in  Committee. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  took  exception  to 
the  provision  in  the  second  clause  for 
the  appointment  of  a  check  weigher  for 
a  term  of  years.  This  matter  was  im- 
portant in  the  interest  of  those  for  whose 


then  the  Trustees  should  apply  this,  sub- 
ject to  the  consent  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, in  a  certain  way.  Under  the 
Act  of  1871  such  money  could  be  ex- 
pended on  permanent  improvements  with- 
out instruction,  and  the  object  of  his 
Amendment  was  to  bring  the  money  paid 
to  Trustees  from  enfranchisements  of  copy- 
holds into  the  same  position  as  money  paid 
under  the  Settled  Land  Act  to  Trustees. 
Therefore,  he  moved,  in  line  5,  the 
omission  of  the  words  **  subject  to  the 
consent  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture," 
and  the  words  down  to  line  20,  in  order 
to  insert  the  words 

"in  the  same  manner  as  though  such  were 
capital  money  arising  under  the  Settled  Land 
Act" 

This  would  involve  no  alteration  of  the 
law,  but  though  he  formally  moved  the 
Amendment  he  would  not  press  it  against 
the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General 
if  he  were  to  say  that  it  involved  an 
alteration  of  the  law.  He  was  advised 
on  good  authority  that  it  would  be  simply 
consolidating  a  provision  from  the  Settled 
Laud  Act  under  the  terms  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  from  "  way,"  to  end  of  line  20, 
and  insert  the  words 

"  in  the  same  manner  as  though  such  were 
capital  money  arising  under  the  Settled  Land 
Act."— (J/r.  J.  W.  Lowther.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word^*^ 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  th^ 
Clause." 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  so  far  as  he  could 
follow  the  proposal  he  was  inclined  to 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that  to 
accept  the  Amendment  would  not  involve 
an  alteration  of  the  law,  but  it  was  a 
somewhat  complicated  matter,  and  he 
desired  to  consider  it,  and  the  Amendment 
could  be  inserted  on  Report  if  it  should 
be  found,  as  he  thought  it  would  l>e 
found,  in  accordance  with  the  statement 
that  no  change  in  the  law  would  ])e 
effected  thereby. 

•Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTIIER  said,  ns 
there  had  been  an  Amendment  and  there- 
fore must  be  a  Report  to  consider,  he 
would  not  press  the  Amendment  at  this 
stage. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
CJanses  34  to  93,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
Jfr.  J.  fF.  Lowther 
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Sake  the  appointment  was  made.  Check 
weighers  were  appointed  by  the  workmen 
to  check  the  weighing  of  the  man  ap- 
pointed by  the  employers,  and  it  might 
happen  that  by  the  extension  of  the  works 
the  number  of  men  employed  might 
greatly  increase,  and  a  man  who  received 
his  appointment  at  the  instance  of,  say, 
50  miners  might  not  find  favour  with  a 
body  numbering  200.  This  was  a  point 
important  enough  to  demand  considera- 
tion, and  the  proper  time  for  that  was  on 
the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  if  any  serious 
objection  were  offered  to  that  he  would 
be  quite  prepared  to  drop  the  provision, 
for  he  did  not  regard  it  as  essential.  The 
first  clause  was  the  important  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Objection  being  taken.  Debate  further 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

QUARRIES  BILL  [Lords].— (So,  341.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he 
bad  on  a  former  occasion  mentioned  a 
small  Amendment  he  desired  to  propose, 
the  substitution  of  30  for  20.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  see  his  way 
to  accept  it  he  would  move  at  once,  not 
troubling  him  with  reasons. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  indicated  a  negative. 
Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he 
understood  that  the  Bill  provided  that 
open  quarries,  which  now  were  under  the 
Factories  Act  and  subject  to  the  inspec- 
tion of  the  Sanitary  Authority  of  the 
district  so  far  as  fencing  was  concerned, 
should  be  removed  from  that  jurisdiction 
and  be  subjected  to  Regulations  under 
the  Metalliferous  Mines  Act,  because  the 
getting  of  minerals  from  deep  quarries 
was  attended  with  some  danger  to  the 
workmen.  Certain  quarries  in  a  country 
district  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
were  perhaps  30  feet  deep  on  the  side  of 
a  hill,  for  instance,  and  were  used  for 
getting  chalk  or  stone  material  for  roads, 
and  occasioned  no  sort  of  danger  to  any- 
one, except  when  they  were  near  a  road 
and  required  fencing,  which  was  a  matter 
far  more  likely  to  be  attended  to  by  the 
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Sanitary  Authority  than  by  the  Inspec- 
tor of  Metalliferous  Mines.  The  object 
of  his  Amendment  was  to  restrict  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  quarries  30  feet 
deep  instead  of  20,  excluding  the  smaller 
quarries  only  used  for  getting  chalk  or 
stone  or  sand,  and  which  would  be  better 
left  under  the  present  jurisdiction  and 
inspection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "twenty,"  and  insert  the  word 
"thirty."— f^tr  M.  Hicks-Beach.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  twenty  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  it  was  somewhat 
curious  that  when  the  Bill  was  in  another 
place  Lord  Cross  took  objection  to  the 
limitation  of  20  feet,  not,  however,  be- 
cause he  wished  to  substitute  30,  but 
because  he  thought  that  20  feet  was  a 
great  deal  too  deep.  So  there  was  a  certain 
diversity  of  counsel  among  authorities  on 
the  other  side.  He  was  afraid  he  could 
not  assent  to  the  substitution  of  30  for  20 
because — leaving  out  the  question  o^ 
fencing — so  far  as  quarrying  for  mineral '^ 
was  concerned,  it  was  desirable  that 
where  a  quarry  had  reached  the  mini- 
mum limit  of  safety,  reported  by  experts 
to  be  20  feet,  then  the  Inspector  should 
have  power  to  enter  and  inspect  the 
works  in  the  interest  and  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  workmen  employed.  The 
power  of  the  Sanitary  Authority  did  not 
extend  beyond  requiring  a  quarry  to  be 
fenced  when  near  a  highway,  and  the 
proposal  in  the  Bill  was  to  transfer  all 
powers  to  the  Inspector  of  Metalliferous 
Mines.  He  would  be  content,  however, 
to  leave  with  the  Sanitary  Authority  the 
power  to  control  the  fencing,  for  he  did 
not  attach  so  muclr  importance  to  that, 
and  the  Mines  Inspectors  had  quite 
enough  to  do,  and  would  not  probably  dis- 
charge this  duty  better  than  the  Sanitary 
Authority  did.  He  must,  however,  retain 
the  limit  at  20  feet  for  quarries  to  bo 
subjected  to  inspection. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he  did 
not  want  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  Bill, 
and  all  the  more  that  he  was  certain 
that  no  Inspector  of  Metalliferous  Mines 
would  come  near  their  chalk  quarries. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
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Clause  2. 


Mr.  ASQUITH,  in  pursuance  of  what 
he  had  said,  moved  the  omission  of  the 
words,  in  line  16,  from  "and"  to  "  1887," 
thus  taking  out  the  transfer  to  the  In- 
spector of  the  control  exercised  by  the 
Sanitary  Authority  in  regard  to  fencing. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  16,  to 
leave  out  the  words  ifrom  "and"  to 
«  1887."— (iJfr.  Asquith.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Schedule. 

Mr.  STUART -WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hal  lam)  said,  it  was  important  to 
know  what  sections  were  repealed,  but 
he  observed  that  the  references  in  the 
Schedule  were  Sections  15  to  18,  20  to 
22,  and  so  on.     Did  that  mean  inclusive  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  thought  there  was 
no  doubt  that  was  the  meaning,  but  he 
would  look  into  it  and,  if  necessary, 
insert  the  word  "inclusive"  on  Report. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments  ;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 


EAST  INDIA  REVENUE  ACCOUNTS. 

Ordered,  That  the  several  Acv*.ounts 
and  Papers  which  have  been  presented 
to  the  House  in  this  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, relating  to  the  Revenues  of  India, 
be  referred  to  the  consideration  of  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will  To- 
morrow resolve  itself  into  the  said  Com- 
mittee.— (^Mr,  Secretary  Fowler^ 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  9)  (Canals  of  Caledonian  and 
North  British  Railway  Companiesi)  Bill, 

Changed  from — 
Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order   (No.    10)  (Canals  of    Caledonian 
jiud  North  British  Railway  Companies) 

Bill. 

CaiiJil  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  11)  (Grand  Canal, 
&c.)  Bill. 


.    Changed  from — 

Canal  Rates,  ToUs,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  12)  (Grand  Canal, 
&c.)  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

LOCAL  COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY 

(IRELAND)  [BXPKN8BS]. 
Order  for  Committee  thereupon  read, 
and  discharged. 

LARCENY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[Xori*].-(No.  338.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL. 
[Xorii#].-cNo.  864.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

EXPIRING   LAWS   CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
(No.  349.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

RIVERS  POLLUTION  PREVENTION 

BILL.— (No.  95.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  BOARD  (iRELANd) 

[remuneration]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  remuneration  to  any  persons 
appointed  or  employed  under  the  provisions  of 
any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  make  further 
provision  with  respect  to  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board  for  Ireland.— (.Vr.  T,  E.  Mlis.) 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (EXEMPTION 
FROM  THE  STANDING  ORDER). 

Mr.  asquith  gave  notice  that  at 
the  next  Sitting  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  move — 

'•That  the  procoalings  on  the  Mines  (Eight 
Hours)  Rill,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve 
o'clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Standing  Order  Sittings  of  the 
House." 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked,  was  it  io- 
tended  to  proloug  the  Sitting  to  a  late 
hour  ? 

Mr.  asquith  earnestly  hoped  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  that. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 
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NEW  PEER. 

The  Right  Honourable  Su-  Horace 
Davey,  Knight,  one  of  the  Lord  Justices 
of  Appeal,  having  been  appointed  a  Lord 
of  Appeal  in  Ordinary  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Act, 
1876,  with  the  dignity  of  a  Baron  for 
life,  by  the  style  and  title  of  Baron 
Dav^y  of  Fernhurst  in  the  county  of 
Sussex,  was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

ALIENS  BILL. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY :  I  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (Lord  Salisbury)  a  question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  notice. 
It  is,  what  course  he  proposes  to  adopt 
with  regard  to  the  Aliens  Bill,  which 
passed  its  Second  Reading  in  your  Lord- 
ships* House  a  few  weeks  ago  ?  I  ask 
the  question  because  considerable  anxiety 
has  been  evinced  with  regard  to  the 
future  of  the  Bill  in  the  seaport  towns  of 
England  near  which  I  reside.  Con- 
sequently, I  hope  to  liear  from  the  noble 
Marquess  that  he  is  not  going  to  allow 
the  measure  to  drop. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
The  measure  is  still  on  your  Lordships* 
Order  Paper,  and  I  have  still  the  same 
strong  conviction  which  I  had  when  I 
submitted  it  to  the  House  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  tbe  provisions  proposed. 
But  the  same  night  on  which  it  was 
adopted  in  this  House  by  a  large  majority 
the  Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  asked  whether  he  would  give  time 
for  its  discussion  in  the  other  House. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Government 
is  entirely  master  of  the  time  of  the 
House  of  Conmions,  and  that  they  have  not 
only  the  power  of  rejecting  a  Bill  which 
has  been  discussed,  but  they  have  the 
power  to  refuse  the  time  to  have  it  dis- 
cussed at  all.  The  Leader  of  the  House 
of  Commons  stated  in  emphatic  language — 
in  very  unusually  forcible  language — that 
he  would  not  find  time  for  the  discussion  of 
this  Bill.  I  hope  against  hope  that  in 
that  view  he  may,  not  persevere,  and  that 
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he  may  see  reason  to  give  an  opportunity 
for  the  discussion  of  a  Bill  which  un- 
doubtedly has  excited  a  great  deal  of 
sympathy  out-of-doors.  But  until  I  see 
some  chance  of  its  being  discussed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  it  seems  to  me  idle 
to  go  further  with  it  in  this  House. 
Your  Lordships  have  already  been 
pleased  to  express  by  a  large  majority 
your  approval  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  As  soon  as  I  see  any  chance  of  its 
being  discussed — I  do  not  say  passed — in 
the  House  of  Commons  I  shall  ask  your 
Lordships  to  consider  the  details  of  it. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  should  not  have  inter- 
posed in  the  little  comedy  between  the  two 
noble  Marquesses,  but  I  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  point  whether  a  Bill 
is  to  be  discussed  in  the  other  House  or 
not.  That  will  depend  on  what  would 
be  the  form  and  the  character  of  the  Bill 
when  it  left  this  House.  It  seems  to  be 
a  somewhat  unreasonable  proceeding  to 
consider  in  this  House  whether  a  Bill  is 
going  to  be  discussed  in  the  other  House 
at  a  time  when  it  is  q*bite  uncertain  what 
its  form  will  be.  The  noble  Marquess 
says  the  Bill  was  carried  by  a  large 
majority ;  but  the  majority  relatively  to 
the  number  of  supporters  of  the  noble 
Marquess  in  this  House  was  by  no  means 
large — quite  the  contrary  ;  and  the  noble 
Duke  who  voted  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  expressed  himself  as  not  being 
supposed  to  support  one-half  of  it.  The 
noble  Duke  thought  it  was  a  pity  that 
the  Bill  was  not  divided  into  two  parts, 
and  expressed  dissent  from  that  part  by 
which  the  noble  Marquess  sets  the 
greater  store.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  quite  premature  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  done  with  the  Bill  in 
the  other  House — at  all  events,  till  we  know 
what  it  will  be  as  it  leaves  this  House. 

BUSINE8S  OF  THK  HOUSE. 
The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
asked  the  Prime  Minister,  having  given 
private  notice  to  the  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
whether,  as  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bill  was  down 
for  that  day,  and  as  the  Committee  stage 
would  probably  be  taken  on  Thursday, 
he  would  consent  to  the  House  meeting 
at  3  o^clock  on  Thursday  instead  of  a 
quarter  past  4  ?  That  arrangement 
would  be  convenient  to  a  great  many 
Members  of  the  Koxift^. 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA-  On  Motion,  "  That  the  Report  be  now 

SURY  AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  received,"  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 

THE   COUNCIL   (The  Earl  of  Rose-  moved,  in  Clause  18,  page  7,  line  15,  after 

bbry)  :  My  Lords,  I  had  not  heard  any-  (*'  nothing  in  ")   insert  ("  the  foregoing 

thing  of  this  question  before  I  entered  part  of"). 

the  House.    Notice  to  my  noble  Friend  Lj^e   15^  ^fter    Sub-section    (d)    in- 

the  Lord  Privy  Seal  is  not  essentially    g^j.^ 

the  same  thing  as  notice  to  myself,  but  ..  ,  v  t        1    w^     ^x.   ^-.^..^^  «^.ii  «^».^ 

T  .1  .   ,    .,         ®     .                .            "^^u      xu  "(tf.)ln  calculating  the  distance  for  all  pur- 

I  think  the  case  is  even  stronger  than  the  p^  ^f^  ^^^^  and  cha^  in  respect  of  cannel, 

noble  Earl  puts  it.     The  Equalisation  of  tap  mill  forge  and  coal  cinders,  coal,  ooke,  calm, 

Rates   Bill  is  also  down  for  Thursday,  and  slack,  the  distance  on  the  Chuichbridge 

and,  therefore,  I  am  all  the  more  willing  branch  of  the  canal  shall  be  taken  as  equal  to 


to  accede  to  the  noble  Earl^s  suggestion. 

THE  NEW  INLAND  REVENUE 
.  AFFIDAVITS. 
The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  moved, 
as  the  Lord  President  had  stated  the 
other  day,  there  would  be  no  opposition 
to  the  Return  he  asked  for,  for  copies  of 
the  new  Inland  Revenue  affidavits,  with 
the  proposed  Schedules. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 
Moved, — 

*^That  the  Lord  Kensington  be  appointed  to 
take  the  Chair  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  this  day  in  the  ahsence  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.'* — (The  Lord  Privy  Seal  [Lord 
Trveedmonth'].') 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PRO, 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  4)  (BIRMING- 
HAM  CANAL)  BILL.-(No.  198.) 


in 


COMMITTEE. 

Committee   (according 


to 


House 
Order). 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 

said,  he  had  some  Amendments  to  which 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  agree,  as  he  thought  it 
unlikely  that  either  in  that  House,  or  in 
another  place  any  opposition  would  be 
offered  to  them.  They  were  really  to 
supply  omissions  per  incuriam  in  the 
previous  stages  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  he  would 

on 


one  mile  and  a  quarter." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived;  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3»  on  Thursday  next. 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHABaES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2)  (BRIDG- 
WATER, &c.  CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  185.) 

THIRD    READING. 

Bill  read  3»  (according  to  Order). 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  10,  after  ("  or  •*) 
insert — 

("  except  in  the  case  of  the  canals  of  the  Shrop- 
shire Union  Railways  and  Canal  Company.") 

Page  19,  line  34,  insert  ("  3d.")  in  the 
7th  column. 

Insert  ("  3d.")  in  the  8th  column. 
Insert  ("  Id.")  in  the  9th  column. 
Insert  ("  Id.")  in  the  lOth  column. 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Com- 
mons. 

CROWN  LANDS  BILL.— (No.  199.) 
COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  : 
As  the  Lord  President  had  stated  yester- 
day his  willingness  to  answer  questions^ 
I  should  like  to  ask  what  is  the  object 
of  Clause  6  of  the  Bill  which  repeals 
provisions  in  former  Acts  authorising 
grants  of  lands  for  churches  and  chapels 
on  certain  conditions  ?     As  he  had  not 


deal    with    the    Amendments     on    the  ^iveii  notice  he  would  postpone  it  if  de- 
Report  stage  if  the  noble  Lord  would  gired. 

withdraw  them  for  the  present.  Xhe  Earl    of    ROSEBERY    sag- 

LoRD   BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  gested  that  the  noble  Lord  ahoold  put 

said,  he  would  move  them  again  on  the  down  his  Amendment  for  Third  Bead« 

Report  stage.  ing.      Though   prepared  yesterday,   he 
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was  not  enabled  to  answer  qnestkuis  oa  I 
tliis  occasiou.  | 

Bill  reported  without  ameDdmeut.  i 

StiiudiDg  Committee  iiogiitlved,  and 
Bill  to  bo  read  3**  ou  Tiiursdiiy  next. 

TENANTS  ARBIIBATION  (IRELAND) 
BILL.—CNo.  203.) 
^y^ECOSU    READiya.    [A0.IOLTn!CED 
DEBATE.] 

Order  of  tbe  Di\.y  for  reauming  the 
Debate  oa  the  Amendment  to  tho  Motion 
for  the  Second  Reading  read.  Debate 
resumed  accord inglj. 

The  Duke  of  DEVONSHIRE :  My 
Lonls,  I  do  Dot  know  that  I  can  ever 
recollect  a  time  when  a  measure  of  such 
great  importance  as  the  one  now  before 
the  House  has  been  brought  forward  by 
those  responsible  for  it  with  so  little 
attempt  either  to  e.->tabliBh  a  case  for  the 
metis u re  or  to  ju8tif}%  or  even  to  explain, 
the  principles  on  which  it  is  founded. 
My  noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
jesterday,  did  little  but  explain  the 
provisions  of  tbe  Bill.  He  made  some 
estimate  of  the  extent  and  number  of  the 
€ase»  to  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  the  proposals  would  apply, 
He  also  made  some  estimate  of  the 
suificieuey  of  the  funds  provuled  by  the 
BUI.  But  tho  case  which  be  luid  before 
this  House  for  the  introduction  of  this 
measure  appeared  to  me  simply  to  consist 
of  this  :  My  noble  Friend  said  that  tlie 
question  of  Irish  land  and  the  Irish  land 
system  was  a  very  peculiar  one ;  that  it 
was  necessary  for  us  to  remove  from  our 
minds  all  notions  founded  on  English  and 
Scotch  practice;  and  that  it  had  been 
found  necessary  on  several  occasions  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  land  in  Ireland 
iu  an  exceptional  manner  by  means  of 
Ijoth  permanent  and  temporary  measures. 
My  noble  Friend  said  that  another  difti- 
ctiky  had  arisen  ;  and  he  appeared  to 
tbitik  that  it  was  the  obvious,  simple, 
and  natural  conclusion  that  that  difficulty 
should  again  be  met  in  the  same  manner 
by  a  temporary  measure  founded  upon 
exceptional  principles.  He  appeared  to 
tliluk  that  when  there  had  been  so  many 
af  tbem  it  did  not  make  a  great  deal  of 
difiereuce  whether  there  were  one  or  two 
other  exceptional  measures  more  or  lesB. 
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But  as  to  the  magnitude  of  the  evil 
to  be  dealt  with,  or  as  to  the  fitness  and 
appropriate  character  of  the  remedy  to 
be  applied^  my  noble  Friend  said  very 
little.  He  did  iuf)rm  the  House  that 
this  Bill  would  apply  to  4,000  tenants, 
and  he  suid  that  iu  his  opinion  those 
tenants  had  a  grievance.  1  fully  admit 
^and  1  think  every  Menilier  of  this 
House  admits — tfiat  tho?=o  tenants  are 
almost  universally  subjects  of  pity  and 
compassion,  and  that  some  of  them  are 
suhjects  of  sympathy.  But  I  do  not 
know  exactly  what  is  the  actual  grievance 
under  which  my  noble  Friend  thinks 
that  these  tenauts  snfler.  He  satd  that 
some  of  them  were  evicted  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1881,  and  others 
(»efore  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  18H7, 
My  noble  Fricnldid  not  take  the  trouble 
to  tell  the  House  what  is  the  relative 
number  of  those  persons  to  whom  this 
Bill  would  apply,  whose  tenancies  were 
determined  before  tho  Act  of  ISbl.  And 
the  Commission  which  the  Government 
appointed  do  not  appear  to  have  investi- 
gated that  question  either.  Neither  did 
they  enter  into  an  investigation  about 
the  importance  and  tho  relative  nnml>er 
of  those  persons  whose  cases  might  not 
bo  dealt  with  under  the  Arrears  Act  of 
1882.  When  my  noble  Friend  tells  the 
House  iu  a  sweeping  manner  that  iu  his 
opinion  all  those  tenants  have  a  grievance, 
we  are  entitled  to  ask  him  what  view  he 
takes  of  by  far  tho  largest  number  of 
cases  which  would  be  dealt  with  under 
this  BilL  What  is  his  view  of  the 
grievance  under  which  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign evicted  tenants  suffer  ?  What  is 
the  exact  nature  of  their  grievance 
against  their  landlords  who  have  had 
the  courage  to  act  upon  the  nghts  which 
exceptional  legislation  of  this  class  may 
I  have  conferred  upon  them,  or  is  their 
I  grievance  mainly  and  principally  against 
[  those  whose  advice,  in  an  evil  hour,  they 
I  decided  to  follow  ?  If  my  noble  Friend 
thinks  that  that  is  a  matter  for  a 
grievance  I  would  ask  him  whether,  in 
his  opinion,  that  is  a  just  grievance  ?  It 
seems  to  me  it  is  necessary,  iu  consider- 
ing this  Bill,  that  we  should  give  more 
attention  than  we  are  invited  to  do  by  my 
noble  Friend  to  the  principles  on  which 
this  Bill  is  founded.  It  is  not  a  question 
merely  of  the  amount  of  benefit  which 
may  be  conferred  on  some  persons,  or, 
the  amount  of  injustice  which  may  bo 
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iuflicted  upon  others.     It  is  not  only  a 
question  of  healing  sores  and  of  making 
the  government  of  Ireland  more  easy,  or, 
on  the  other  hand,  raising  fresh  difficul- 
ties for  the  government  of  Ireland.  It  is  a 
question  of  the  use  which  hereafter,  per- 
haps at  no  distant  date,  may  be  made  of 
the  principles  contained  in  this  Bill.  We 
have  recently  had  an  example  of  the  use 
which  may  be  madeof  principles  to  which 
you  may  give  your  assent   by   reading 
this  Bill  a  second  time.     Mr.  Morley,  on 
some  occasion — ^I  think  in  introducing  the 
Bill — said  that  there  was  not  a  principle 
contained  in  this  measure  for  which  some 
precedent  could  not  be  found  in  the  land 
legislation  for  Ireland,  and  that  condition, 
broadly  put  forward  by  Mr.  Morley,  has 
been  made  use  of  by  other  advocates  of 
the  Bill.     The  free  sale  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1881  have  been  brought  forward 
by   my   noble   Friend   (the  Lord  Privy 
Seal)  as  a  precedent  for  imposing  on  the 
landlord  the  tenancy  of  persons  to  whom 
he  objects.     But  the  free  sale  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1881   simply  enabled  the 
transfer  of  an  existing  tenancy  to  take 
place,  and  in  the  case  of  that  transfer  no 
doubt  it   was  provided   that   the  Land 
Commission  could  judge  whether  the  land- 
lord acted  in  a  reasonable  spirit  or  not. 
But  that  precedent  is  now  to  be  turned 
into   giving   power  to    force    upon    the 
landlord  a  tenant  who   has   no   present 
connection  with  the  tenancy — who  is  not, 
indeed,  an  absolute  stranger,  but  who  is, 
in  the  point  of  view  of  the  landlord,  a 
tenant  a  great  deal  worse  than  an  abso- 
lute stranger,  for  of  him  he  knows  that 
either  through  inability  or  ill-will  he  has 
been  unable  or  has  refused  to  comply  with 
the  statutory  conditions  of  his  tenancy. 
The  Arrears   Act    of    1882    has    been 
brought  forward  as  a  precedent,  but  the 
Act  of  1882  contained  no  provision  for 
the    compulsory    reinstatement    of    the 
tenant,  except  such  tenants  as  might  be 
conceived   to   have    a    legal  interest   in 
their  holdings,  who  were  still  in  occu- 
pation of  the  holding,  or  who  had  not 
forfeited  their  right  to  redemption.     The 
Kent  Redemption  Act  of   1879  and  the 
Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891   have  been, 
over  and  over  again,  cited  as  the  germ  of 
this  Bill,  but   that   provision    was  of  a 
voluntary  and  a  non-compulsorj  charac- 
ter.    It  was  not  a  provision  for  the  rein- 
statement of  the  tenant  at  all.  It  is  a  pro- 
vision to  enable  the  tenant  to  return  id  his 

TAe  Duke  of  Devonshire 


holding  on  terms.     The  13th  clause  of 
the  Act,  as  has  often  been  pointed  out, 
was  intended  to  get  rid  of  a  difficulty 
which  lay  in  the  way  of  a  tenant  and  a 
landlord  who  were  willing  to  come  to  an 
agreement — to  get  rid  of  the  necessity  of 
a  physical  reinstatement  as  a  preliminary 
to  purchase  by  a  tenant  who  had  left  his 
holding.      When  precedents  like  these 
are  quoted  in  support  of  a  proposal  to  put 
back  on  the  owner  of  the  soil  a  tenant 
who  has  defied  him,  who  has  forfeited  by 
his  own  act  the  protection  conferred  on 
him  by  a  long  series  of  Acts  framed  for 
his  benefit ;  when  it  is  proposed  to  make 
these  precedents  for  putting  back  such  a 
tenant  in  a  better  position  than  those  who 
have  not  forfeited  their  tenancy,  we  must 
be  careful  how  we  accept  this  measure  or 
assent  to  such  principles.     What  are  the 
principles  in  this  Bill  ?     I  will  refer  to 
three  or  four  principles  which  are  found 
within   the  four  comers  of  the  Bill — 
principles  which,  as  I  have  said,  may  be 
held  to  be  precedents  for  future  legis- 
lation.    This  Bill  contains  the  principle 
that   the  payment   of  rent,   even   of   a 
judicial  rent,  is  not  a  necessary  incident 
of  an  Irish  tenancy.     That,  I  think,  is  a 
proposition  which  cannot  be  denied.    It 
is  not  denied  that  this  Bill  will  apply  to 
a  tenant  who  has  failed  to  comply  with 
the  conditions  of  his  tenancy  ;  and  in  a 
great    many  cases   they   have  failed  to 
comply  with  those  couditions.     Another 
principle  which  I  find  in  the  Bill  is  thai 
it  is  to  be  decreed  by  a  Court  of  Law 
that  a  tenancy  which   has  ceased  and 
determined  by  the  failure  of  the  tenant 
to   comply   with    one   or   other   of    the 
statutory  conditions  of  the  tenancy  is  not 
binding.     The  tenant  has  a  moral,  which 
may  be  converted  into  a  legal,  right  to 
reinstatement,  whatever  may  be  the  cause 
which  led   to  the  determination  of  bis 
tenancy.      Another   principle   which    is 
contained  in  this  Bill  is  that  by  no  lapse 
of  time  can  a  landlord  acquire  the  right 
to  the  occupancy  of  his  own  land  so  long 
as  there  is  in  existence  a  tenant  or  the 
representative  of  a  tenant  who  had  been 
at  one   time   in   the   occupation  of  the 
holding.     Another  principle  is,  that  the 
landlord,    no    matter   what   amount    of 
capital  and  labour  which  he  may  have 
expended  on  his  holding — that  his  right 
is   an   inferior  one  to  the  right  of  the 
prior  tenant,  who  may  have  no   direct 
connection    with    the    tenancy    at    all. 
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Another  principle  is  that  the  former 
lenant  who  has  failed  to  comply  with 
the  conditions  of  his  tenancy  has  a  better 
prima  facia  right  to  the  occupation  of 
the  tenancy  than  the  present  tenant 
who  has  complied  with  all  the 
fitatutorj  conditions  of  his  tenancy. 
These  are  a  few  of  the  principles  con- 
tained in  the  Bill — principles  which  from 
experience  we  know  will  form  the  founda- 
tion for  future  demands,  and  before  we  pass 
this  Bill  we  should  require  a  very  strong 
and  urgent  case  for  the  necessity  of  such 
a  measure.  There  is  something  in  this 
Bill  which  I  must  describe  as  charac- 
teristic. Attention  has  already  been 
called  to  the  extraordinary  vagueness  of 
the  language  and  the  extraordinary 
amount  of  discretion  and  responsibility 
which  is  conferred  on  the  Arbitrators 
nnder  this  Bill  in  the  exercise  of  the 
functions  intrusted  to  them.  That 
vagueness  is  not  denied  by  the  authors 
of  the  Bill.  My  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Spencer)  last  night  referred  to  it,  and  he 
was  positively  enamoured  with  the  vague- 
ness and  the  wideness  of  its  terms.  He 
found  in  that  vagueness  and  the  unde- 
fined character  of  the  instructions  to  the 
Arbitrators  the  chief  beauty  and  merit  of 
this  measure.  He  quoted  cases  in  which 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Home 
Secretary  had  lately  successfully  dealt 
with  disputes  between  employers  and 
labourers  ;  but  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
somewhat  overlooks  the  wide  and 
essential  distinctions  between  arbitra- 
tion and  conciliation.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  not  and  never  assumed  to 
have  the  power  of  compelling  the  colliery 
owners  to  pay  a  certain  rate  of  wages, 
nor  did  he  assume  to  tell  the  workmen 
what  wages  they  should  accept.  All 
that  my  noble  Friend  set  himself  to  do 
was  to  bring  the  two  parties  together, 
and  to  see  whether  a  way  might  be 
found  by  which,  with  their  mutual  assent, 
they  could  settle  their  differences.  I  do 
not  recollect  whether  the  arbitration 
which  was  undertaken  by  the  Home 
Secretary  in  the  case  of  the  cab-strike 
proceeded  at  all  on  different  lines  ;  but  if 
the  Home  Secretary  had  power  or  under- 
took to  settle  absolutely  the  rates  which 
should  in  future  be  paid  for  the  hire  of 
eabSy  it  could  only  be  done  by  the  volun- 
tary submission  of  each  of  the  parties.  I 
believe  you  will  find  no  precedent  in  the 
legislation  of  this  Parliament,  whether 


Irish  or  other,  in  which,  as  between  non- 
assenting  parties,  such  responsibility  and 
wide  discretion  has  been  committed  to 
any  judicial  persons,  not  even  the  highest 
Judges  of  the  land.  It  might  be  said 
that  there  is  such  a  thing  as  equitable 
jurisdiction,  but  even  Judges  in  equity, 
administering  questions  a^ecting  rights, 
act  on  a  long  series  of  precedents  and 
Judgments,  which  form  as  complete  a 
code,  though  possibly  a  more  elastic  one, 
than  that  contained  in  the  Statute  Book 
in  express  words.  But  where  in  this 
case  are  the  precedents  which  are  to 
guide  the  persons  on  whom  you  confer 
this  enormous  jurdisdiction  ?  What  are 
the  precedents  which  are  to  guide  the 
Arbitrators  in  deciding  whether  the  con- 
duct of  the  tenants  was  reasonable  or  un- 
reasonable in  accepting  the  advice  of 
Mr.  Dillon  or  Mr.  O'Brien  in  de- 
manding a  reduction  of  20,  30,  or  40 
per  cent,  on  their  rents  ?  What 
precedents  are  to  guide  them  in  saying 
whether  the  landlord  was  reasonable  or 
unreasonable  in  refusing  to  make  such 
reductions  ?  Or  if  they  find,  as  probably 
they  would  be  likely  to  do  in  a  great 
many  cases,  both  that  the  tenants  have 
been  unreasonable  in  demanding  too 
much,  and  that  the  landlord  may  have 
been  unreasonable  in  conceding  too  little, 
and  that  there  was  nothing  but  a  balance 
of  unreasonableness  on  both  sides — in 
such  a  case  as  that  what  is  the  decision 
they  are  to  arrive  at ;  what  are  the  scales 
in  which  they  are  to  weigh  the  balance 
of  reasonableness  and  unreasonableness 
on  the  side  of  one  party  or  the  other  ?  I 
say  there  is  no  precedent  for  enabling 
any  body  of  men  to  set  aside,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  one  party,  the  rights  which  another 
possesses  under  the  law  ;  to  confer  upon 
the  other  party  rights  which  no  law  has 
ever  conferred  upon  them.  I  say  again, 
when  we  know,  as  we  do  know,  that  this 
precedent  may,  and  probably  will  be  used 
for  still  further  legislation,  we  are  bound 
to  hesitate  before  we  give  our  consent  to 
a  measure  which,  in  my  opinion,  shakes 
to  its  very  foundation  every  right,  not 
only  of  property,  but  of  every  other 
character  which  depends  on  submission 
to  the  law  and  upon  the  Statute  Book. 
Where  is  the  justification — where  is  the 
urgent  necessity — for  this  measure  ?  I 
believe  the  following  figures,  obtained 
from  the  Report  of  the  Mathew  Com- 
lAission,  are  substantially  accurate   and 
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are  accepted  by  my  noble  Friend.       The 
claims  which  came  before  the  Mathew 
Commission  were — from  17  estates  into 
which   they   specially   inquired,    1,403 ; 
from  all  other  estates,  2,7  5o.      I  am  in- 
formed that  it  appears  from  one  of  the 
Appendices  that  the  2,755  claims  repre- 
sent less  than  2  per  cent,  of  claims  from 
each     of   these    estates  —  cases    which 
always  will  appear  in  every  country  from 
improvident  or   thriftless  tenants  being 
unable    to   pay   their   rents   and    being 
obliged  to  abandon  their  holdings.     The 
urgency  of  the  case,  therefore,  depends 
almost  entirely  on  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
estates.        The     Mathew     Commission 
found  that  on  the  17  selected  estates  the 
1,403  tenants  represented  1,350  holdings, 
and  of  these  409  had  been  either  re-let 
or  purchased  by  the  old  tenants.      Since 
the  Commission  reported  a  Parliamentary 
Paper  had  been  issued,  on  July  26  of  the 
present  year,  which  shows  that  since  the 
inquiry  in  1892  there  have  been  25  new 
evictions  on  these   17  estates  ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  there  have  been  128  ad- 
ditional reinstatements.     Thus  it  appears 
that  in  two  years  14  per  cent  of  reinstate- 
ments by  purchase  or  otherwise  are  going 
on  even  on  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates. 
My  Lords,  it  is  absolutely  certain  that 
this  process  would  have  been  more  rapid, 
and  would  now  become  more  rapid,  if  the 
evicted  tenants  on  these  estates  had  not 
been  buoyed  up  by  the  hope  of  some  ex- 
ceptional and  unjust  legislation  such  as 
this.     It  was  admitted,  I  believe,  in  the 
discussions  in  the  other  House  by  some  |  in 
of  the  advocates  of  the  Bill  that  a  volun- 
tary measure  would  admit  nine-tenths  of 
the  cases  which  have  to  be  dealt  with. 
Under  these  circumstancCvS,  I  ask   what 
justification  is  there  for  bringing  forward 
a    compulsory  measure  founded  on   the 
principles  to  which  I  have  referred  ?  My 
noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty says  that  compulsion  is   only  con- 
tained in  the  first  clause.     I  will  ask  in  a 
moment  whether  that  is  quite  an  accurate 
statement  of  the  case  ;  but,  assuming  its 
accuracy  for    the    present,    upon    what 
principle  is  that  compulsion  to  be  applied 
to  the  landlords  ?     You  talk  of  the  neces- 
sity of  compelling  the  landlord — a  neces- 
sity which  may  exist — to  bring  back  a 
tenant  whom  he  does  not  like.     It  is  not 
merely  the  ca«*e  of  bringing  back  a  tenant 
whom  the  landlord  does  not  like  ;  it  is  a 
case  of  bringing  back  a  tenant  who  was 

TAe  Duhe  of  Devonshire 


(Ireland)  Bill.  900 

or  else  refused  to  p»jr  his  renfe 
and  who  probably  may  be  unable  or  may 
refuse  again  to  pay  his  rent.     Thi$  com- 
pulsory provision  in  the  first  clause  fnDy 
justifies  the  assertion  of  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  that  this 
measure  absolutely  destroys  and  abro- 
gates the  Act  of  1881 .     Was  it  or  was  it 
not  enacted  by  the  Act  of  1881  that  cer- 
tain conditions  should  be  attached  to  the 
tenancy  in  retarn  for  the  privileges  con- 
ferred upon  the  tenant  ?    Was  it  or  was 
it  not  the  case  that  the  payment  of  cer- 
tain rent  agreed  upon  or  judicially  fixed 
was  one  of  the  conditions  ?     When  yon 
are  creating  an  irresponsible  body,  and 
empowering  that    body   to    decide^  that 
such  breach  of  the  statutory  conditions 
of  the  Act  of   1881  is  not  to  have  the 
consequences  which  were  provided  by  the 
Act,  I  say  you  are  breaking  up  and  re- 
pealing that  Act  just  as  much  as  if  you 
conferred  upon  the  same  person  or  some 
other  person  the  power  of  depriving  any 
body  of  tenants  arbitrarily  selected  of  the 
privileges    conferred   upon  them  by  tlie 
Act,  such  as  free  sale,  fixity  of  tenure, 
and  the  power  of  obtaining  a  fair  rent. 
So  far  as  the  landlord  is  concerned,  every 
privilege   conferred  upon  him  or  left  to 
him  by  the  Act  of  1881,  and  the  subse- 
quent Acts  is  swept  away  without  compen- 
sation and  without  redress.  In  1 881  Parlia- 
ment promised  thelrish  landlord  that,in  re- 
turn for  the  concessions  wh  ich  he  was  called 
upon  to  make,  in  return  for  the  reduction 
which  he  might  be  called  upon  to  make 
his  rent,  he  should  enjoy   additional 
security  for   the  rent   which   remained. 
Parliament,  by  the  Act  of  1881,  referred 
the  Irish  landlord  for  that  security  to  the 
recognised  Courts  of  Law.     This  Bill  is 
going  to  supersede  the  recognised  Courts 
of  Law  by   a   tribunal   which   is  not   a 
Court  of  Law  and  does  not  assume  to  be 
a  Court  of  Law,  but  from  whose  decision 
there  is  no  appeal.     The  injustice  which 
may  be  done  to  the  landlord  under  this 
section  is  of  a  double  character.     It  may 
infiict  direct  loss  ;  it  certainly  will  inflict 
indirect  loss  upon  him.    My  noble  Friend, 
Lord  Lansdowue,  who  spoke  last  night, 
did  not  like  to  bring  forward  his  own 
cnse.     But   I   believe   it  is  well-known 
that  he  is  in  occupation    of  an  evicted 
farm  on  his  estate,  and  has  spent  thou- 
sands of   pounds    in   stocking   and   im- 
proving it.      Under  this  Bill  the  former 
tenant  may  be  forced  back  into  occupa- 
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tioD,  ajid  whatever  else  that  tenant  may 
be,  he  will  be  abBolutely  iucapable  of 
taking  over  the  stock  or  of  competisatiiig 
my  noble  Friend  for  bis  improvements. 
Grievous  it^  the  injury  which  may  be  in- 
flicted  on  the  landlord  nuder  this  pro- 
vision directly  ;  %\M  the  inJirec-t  injury 
18  8till  greater.  What  inducemeut  in 
future  will  any  tenant  have  to  pay  the 
rent  which  has  been  agreed  upon  or  which 
has  been  judicially  fixed  ?  He  kuowi* 
that  the  failure  to  pay  that  rent  is  not  a 
necessary  condition  or  incident  of  his 
holding.  He  knows  that  the  decree  of 
the  Court  of  Law  to  the  effect  that  his 
tenancy  is  determined  is  not  a  final 
decree  ;  and  every  inducement  which 
existed  before  will  be»  if  not  absolutely 
destroyed,  enormously  weakened  by  the 
operation  of  this  Bill.  I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  the  third 
clause.  I  admit  that  it  is  provided  in  that 
clause  that  the  objection  of  the  new 
tenant  to  make  way  for  the  old 
tenant  la  a  bar  to  ftirther  proceedings. 
Therefore,  perhaps  it  does  not  contain 
direct  compulsion,  but  is  there  no  indirect 
compulsion  under  the  third  clause.  In 
the  lirst  place,  you  will  enormously 
weaken  the  position  of  the  new  tenant. 
You  will  deprive  him  of  the  support  of 
his  landlord  which  he  now  possesses. 
The  procedure  under  the  clause  Is  between 
the  former  tenant,  the  new  tenant,  and 
the  Arbitrators  ;  and  the  landlord  is  ex- 
pressly excluded  from  all  part  in  the 
proceedings.  As  matters  staud  now,  the 
new  tenant  has  the  protection  that  if  he 
can  be  coerced  or  induced  to  Cjuit  his  hold- 
ing that  may  not  ije  followed  by  the  re- 
instatement of  the  old  tenant  without  the 
consent  of  the  landlord,  and  the  induce- 
ment to  put  pressure  and  coercion  on  the 
new  tenant  is  therefore  proportionately 
reduced.  But  under  this  Bill  you  will 
deprive  the  new  tenant  of  that  protection 
which  his  landlord  is  now  able  to  give 
him.  The  new  tenant  has  already  in  all 
probability  had  to  withstand  strong  pres- 
sure— tlie  pressure  of  public  opinion,  as 
it  is  called.  He,  perhaps,  has  undergone 
something  more  than  pressure.  He  may 
have  had  to  undergo  persecutiou,  and  yet 
he  has  resisted  and  remains  in  possession. 
In  addition  to  the  pressure  of  an  irre- 
sponsible body  such  as  the  National 
League,  to  which  he  has  hitherto  been 
subjected,  yon  are  going  now  to  put  upon 
him  the  pressure  of  an  authorised  legal 
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tribunal.  He  will  be  served  with  notice 
that  the  former  tenant  has  applied  to  b# 
reinstated  in  his  holding  ;  and  he  will  ht 
told  that,  in  the  event  of  his  consent* 
ing  to  give  up  |K>s8e&sion,  ther<i 
will  be  some  compensation  for  him. 
Will  it  not  hie  far  more  difficidt  for  a 
new  tenant  under  these  circumstaoces  to 
resist  the  additional  pressure  w^hich  must 
1)0  placed  upon  him  than  it  has  been  iu 
the  past  ?  It  i8  very  difficult  to  under- 
stand  the  effects  of  these  provisions  if 
you  do  not  go  a  little  beyond  chaos  of 
technical  terms  of  the  Bill.  A  person 
described  in  this  Bill  as  a  new  tenant  Ig 
known  in  Ireland  as  a  land-grabber,  and 
the  way  in  which  this  Bill  will  be  read 
will  be  to  read  in  the  word  '^  land- 
graliber  "  wherever  you  find  the  words 
**  new  tenant.**    Thus — 

^*  Where  the  holding  referred    to  in  the  peti- 
tion is.  in  the  opinion  of  the  Arbitrator,  in  ih%\ 
occupation,  not  of  the  landloril,  but  of  thelandf 
grabber/' 

— and  then  the  land-grabber  is  described—* 

"  all  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  1 
apply." 

But  if  *Mftnd-gmbber'^  objeeta,  the  Arbi* 
trator  shall  not  make  an  order  for  re* 
instatement.  By  what  right  do  you  call 
upon  the  laud-grabl>er  to  object  ?  What 
is  he  called  upon  to  object  to  ?  He  is 
called  upon  to  object  to  being  ejected 
from  a  holding  of  which  he  is  as  right- 
fully and  as  legally  iu  possession  as 
my  noble  Friend  who  brought  in  this 
Bill  is  in  possession  of  his  estates*  In 
forcing  the  new  tenant  to  make  obje<:tion 
you  are  placing  upon  him  an  obligation 
which  you  have  no  right  to  impose.  If 
he  does  make  the  objection^  he  can  only 
sustain  it  at  the  cost  of  renewed  pressure 
and  persecutiou.  If  this  clause  contains 
no  element  of  direct  compulsion,  it  con- 
tains all  the  elements  of  indirect  com- 
pulsion, which  may  be  far  more  difficult 
to  meet  than  even  the  severest  form  of 
direct  compulaion.  Mr.  Morley  has  , 
taken  credit  for  having,  iu  spite 
of  the  pressure  put  upon  him,  re* 
fused  to  turn  out  the  new  tenant  with* 
out  his  own  consent ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  is  nothing  but  an  invitation  to 
put  the  pressure  of  pul>lic  opinion,  as  it 
is  ciilletl,  or,  if  public  opinion  will  not 
serve,  the  pressure  of  boycotting,  and  all 
the  rest  of  the  machinery  upon  this  un- 
happy man*  That  is  vmy  well  under- 
stood ^  and  it  m  not  denied  by  the  Irish 
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Members.  Mr.  O'Brien,  in  the  last 
Debate  on  the  measure,  in  the  other 
House,  said  no  one  doubted  that  in  one 
way  or  another  the  land-grabbers  must 
be  induced  to  give  up  the  holdings  thej 
have  taken,  and  unless  this  Bill  contains, 
in  their  opinion,  the  means  of  inducing 
them  to  do  this,  it  would  not  effect  its 
purpose,  and  they  would  not  give  a 
"  Thank  you  ! ''  for  it.  Therefore,  not 
even  the  removal  of  compulsion  from  the 
Lmdlord  would  abolish  the  objections 
which  we  entertain  to  it  so  long  as  it 
contains  the  inducements  to  do  by  illegal 
pressure  and  other  means  that  which  the 
Government  shrinks  from  doing  by  direct 
legal  enactment.  The  Bill  has  been 
spoken  of  as  one  of  amnesty.  It  cannot 
be  a  measure  of  amnesty  when,  by  the 
confei^sion  of  the  Irish  Members  them- 
selves, the  war  is  not  over.  The  land 
war  in  Ireland  hjis  always  been,  and  still 
is,  as  much  a  war,  perhaps  more  a  war, 
between  the  old  tenants  and  the  new 
tenants  as  between  the  tenants  and  the 
landlords,  and  the  very  moment  when  you 
are  talkingof  passing  a  measure  of  amnesty 
it  is  proclaimed  by  one  of  the  leaders  of 
the  Irish  tenantry  that  there  will  be  no 
peace  in  Ireland  until  the  land-grabber,  by 
some  means  or  another,  is  induced  to 
quit  his  holding.  This  is  not  a 
measure  of  amnesty  ;  it  is  a  measure 
which  is  framed  and  intended  to  give 
victory  to  one  side,  and  that  the  defeated 
side.  It  is  not  a  measure  of  amnesty, 
because  it  will  tend  rather  to  revive  the 
embers  of  a  war  which  have  been  dying 
out  than  to  extinguish  them.  Then 
there  is  the  point  as  to  the  unnecessary 
extension  of  this  Bill  to  cases  which  are 
not  connected  with  oviotion  at  all.  The 
term  used  in  the  Bill,  "  determination  of 
the  tenancy,"  is  a  term  which  will  apply 
not  only  to  cases  of  eviction,  but  to  cases 
where  the  tenant  has  voluntarily  left  his 
holding,  perhaps  owing  many  years' rent, 
or  cases  where  the  tenant  has  received 
compensation  for  giving  up  his  holding, 
and  is  now  dissatisfied  with  his  bargain. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  explanation  has 
been  given  why  it  should  be  necessary  to 
deal  with  cases  which  are  not  in  any 
sense  connected  with  eviction.  Then 
there  is,  in  the  second  clause,  the  pro- 
vision forcing  on  the  landlord  the  accept- 
ance of  a  tenant  who  would  not  have 
been  admitted  by  the  Land  Commission. 
But  I  will  not  now  deal  further  with  tVie 
provisions  of  the  Bill.     No  one  has  ever 
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been  of  opinion  that  tliis  measure  eoold 
be  accepted  by  this  House  in  its  present 
form.  But  suggestions  have  been  made — 
and  something  like  a  suggestion  was  made 
last  night  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty— that  we  might  pass  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  and  amend  it  in  Com* 
mittee.  Your  Lordships  have  not  received 
much  encouragement  from  the  Govern- 
ment to  amend  measures  in  Committee. 
An  instance  of  that  was  supplied  in  the 
case  of  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill, 
where  the  Amendment  was  certainly  not 
one  which  touched  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  Nevertheless,  it  was  considered 
sufficient  to  justify  the  Government  in 
abandoning  that  Bill.  My  noble  Friend 
asks  for  a  pledge  that  if  the  measure  be 
made  a  voluntary  one  it  would  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  It  is 
impossible  for  anyone  to  give  a  pledge 
which  should  bind  the  whole  body  of 
Irish  landlords.  Mr.  Morley,  in  the  other 
House,  was  asked  to  give  a  similar  pledge 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  tenants,  and  he 
said  it  was  impossible.  It  is  as  impos- 
sible for  any  man  in  this  House  to  give 
a  pledge  that  will  bind  the  whole  of  the 
landlords,  as  it  is  for  any  person  in 
the  other  House  to  give  a  pledge 
that  will  bind  the  whole  of  the 
tenants.  I  did  not  hear,  but  I  read,  and 
I  repeat  the  offer  made  by  my  noble 
I^'riend  Lord  Lansdowne — let  the  Govern- 
ment show  us  what  Amendments  they 
are  prepared  to  propose  themselves,  or 
will  accept  from  us,  which  would  turn 
the  Bill  into  a  voluntary  measure  which 
we  could  accept.  I  do  not  believe  it  can 
be  done.  The  principle  of  this  Bill  is 
compulsion,  and  nothing  else.  It  is  a 
Bill  drawn  throughout  on  lines  leading 
to  compulsion.  Every  stage  of  the  pro- 
cedure shows  it — from  the  prima  facie 
case  to  the  absolute  Order  itself.  The 
nearest  approach  we  have  to  a  sugges- 
tion for  a  compromise  is  one  (contained 
in  the  last  speech  made  by  Mr.  Morley, 
in  the  other  House,  when,  in  answer  to 
Mr.  Kenny,  he  said  that  the  suggestion 
that  before  the  Provisional  Order  of  the 
Arbitrators  was  made  absolute — that  was, 
just  before  the  blow  fell — the  consent  of 
the  landlord  should  be  an  indispen- 
sable condition,  that  that  raised  a 
point  which  was  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. Look  at  the  position  of 
the  landlord,  according  to  Mr.  Morley. 
\  Ailet  a\\  \.V\e  i^Toeeediugs  have  been  gone 
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the  landlord  may  possibly  be  invested 
with  power  to  put  himself  in  evidence. 
Is  that  a  position  in  which  we  have  a 
right  to  place  any  man  who  is  doing 
nothing  Imt  defending  the  just  rights 
which  your  own  law  has  given  him  ?  I 
ask,  again,  how  is  it  possible  to  amend  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  in  this  House  ?  We  are 
often  reminded  that  we  have  not  here 
any  Representatives  of  the  Irish  tenantry, 
and  I  doubt  very  much  whether  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  willing  to  place  their 
case  absolutely  in  the  hands  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  who 
ait  in  this  House.  If  any  compromise  is 
to  be  effected  with  regard  to  turning  this 
Bill  into  a  voluntary  Bill,  it  must  be  done 
by  agreement,  and  with  full  and  frank 
acceptance  on  the  part  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  both  landlords  and  tenants.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  destroyed  all 
chance  of  compromise  when,  in  the  other 
House,  without  any  provocation  and 
after  only  two  days'  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee, they  imposed  the  gag  on  further 
consideration.  They  imposed  the  gag, 
not  only  upon  their  opponents,  but  also 
on  their  own  supporters,  and  thus,  in  the 
only  place  where  agreement — if  agree- 
ment was  possible— could  be  arrived  at, 
they  stifled  discussion,  and  so  destroyed 
the  last  chance  of  this  measure  being 
put  in  a  shape  in  which  it  would  have 
been  possible  for  this  Houee  to  accept  it. 
There  is  no  use  in  deceiving  ourselves, 
and  if  we  do  we  certainly  shall  not 
deceive  anybody  else.  It  is  better  to 
look  this  matter  fairly  and  fully  in  the 
face,  and  see  whether  there  really  is  any 
possible  ground  of  agreement.  All 
parties  are  agreed  on  this — that  there  is 
a  strong  desire  that  this  difficulty  should 
be  settled.  But  what  possible  ground 
has  been  suggested  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  which  a  settlement 
which  would  remove  this  sore  could  be 
arrived  at  ?  What  provisions  of  their 
measure  are  they  prepared  to  abandon 
or  what  Amendments  can  they  suggest 
to  remove  those  objections  of  gravity 
and  importance  to  which  I  have  referred  ? 
Is  it  possible  that  any  Amendment  that 
the  Government  could  possibly  accept, 
and  which  did  not  contain  the  principle 
of  compulsion,  could  be  moved  on  | 
the  Third  Reading,  after  this  Bill  j 
has  passed  through  Committee  ?  The 
principle  of  this  Bill  is  compulsion 
exercised  by  miscalled  Arbitrators.  We 
BMjr  tbmt  there  is  nothing  to  arbitrate 


about.  Arbitration  is  a  process  for 
deciding  upon  disputed  rights  ;  but  there 
is  no  dispute  as  to  the  legal  rights  here. 
The  rights  are  all  on  one  side,  and  there 
are  none  on  the  other.  Probably  it 
would  be  wise  and  expedient  that  one  of 
the  parties  should,  in  the  interests  of 
peace  and  order,  waive  and  give  up  some 
portion  of  those  undoubted  rights ;  but 
that  b  a  course  not  for  arbitrators  to 
decide  upon,  but  for  conciliators  to 
suggest.  As  long  as  your  Bill  rests 
upon  the  principle  of  compulsion  to  be 
exercised  by  so-called  arbitrators  I  do 
not  see  what  possibility  of  agreement  or 
amendment  exists.  If  the  Government 
had  been  content  to  follow  the  real  pre- 
cedent which  received  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  and  the  support  of  both  sides 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  I  do  not  think 
there  would  have  been  much  difficulty  to 
contend  i^inst.  Over  and  over  again  it 
has  been  suggested  to  the  Government 
that  if  they  would  be  satisfied  with  a 
measure  re-enacting  the  13th  clause  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891,  without 
imposing  any  limit  of  time — ^the  limit 
having  in  the  opinion  of  some  prevented 
the  successful  operation  of  that  clause — 
it  would  not  meet  with  opposition,  but 
with  cordial  assent.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  operation  of  the  Idth  clause  of 
the  Act  of  1891  was  altogether  a  failure  ; 
but  that  is  not  correct,  for  it  had  some 
effect.  However,  if  it  were  tried  again, 
it  would  be  tried  in  very  different  cir- 
cumstances. Both  Parties  have  now  the 
experience  of  two  years'  long  and  bitter 
struggle,  and  by  the  confession  of  both 
Parties  they  are  sick  and  weary  of  it. 
Because  an  enactment  failed  two  years 
ago,  it  does  not  follow  that  a  measure 
which  would  give  the  Parties  another 
opportunity  to  meet  together  and  to 
arrive  at  an  amicable  settlement  would 
necessarily  fail  now.  Reinstatement  by 
purchase  is,  in  the  opinion  of  almost  all 
who  have  considered  the  question,  a 
solution  far  preferable  to  that  of 
reinstatement  in  any  other  way. 
Reinstatement  by  purchase,  when  it 
can  be  effected,  is  a  final  and  com- 
plete settlement,  and  leaves  no  ground 
for  friction  or  dispute  between  the  parties 
who  have  been  so  long  opposed  to  each 
other.  But  if  you  could  not  be  contented 
with  that,  you  might  have  added  to  a 
Bill  founded  upon  this  princi\^l«  %q»\sl^ 
proviiftion  tot   XV^^  ^^^wiVcafcwX.  ^  ^«^- 
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'^^Uory  powers,  but  haviog  the  right  to 
invite  all  parties — landlorde,  old  teuants, 
and  new  tenaDts — to  ineet  together  in 
order  to  see  whether  a  settlement  of 
iheir  differences  could  be  arrived  at. 
You  might  have  entrusted  to  these 
men  the  diisposal  of  the  funds  pro* 
vided  bv  this  BilL  If  yoa  were 
patialied  to  try  such  an  experiment  as  this, 
I  believe  that  even  now  a  measure  em- 
bodying it  might  pass  through  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  in  a  week.  If  there 
were  any  real  desire  to  attempt  a  solution 
of  this  question  upon  purely  voluntary 
and  permissive  lines,  it  would  be  far 
simpler  and  more  rational  to  start  with  a 
clean  sheet,  and  to  introduce  a  new 
measure,  than  to  endeavour  to  engraft 
npon  the  principle  of  this  compulsoTV 
Bill  provisions  which  are  essentittlly  at 
variamre  with  it.  We  know  the  difficulties 
in  which  the  Government  are  placed, 
partly  in  consequence  of  the  conduct  of 
some  of  their  allies,  and  partly  in  conse- 
quence of  the  conduct  of  someof  theirown 
Members  when  they  were  in  a  position  of 
greater  freedom  and  leas  responsibility . 
Well,  the  Unionist  Party  would  willingly 
have  met  the  Government  half-way  if  the 
latter  had  been  willing  to  accept  any 
basis  upou  which  a  real  agreement  could 
be  arrived  at.  This  measure,  however, 
will  do  ranch  more  to  disturb  Ireland  than 
to  settle  the  difbculties  there.  Believiug 
that  it  contains  principles  which  ure  fatal 
to  the  foundations  of  law  and  order  and 
to  peace  and  prosperity  in  Ireland,  and 
indirectly  also  to  peace  and  prosperity  in 
the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom,  I  aay  on 
my  own  behalf  and  on  bebalf  of  those 
with  whom  I  am  politically  connected, 
that  it  is  impossible  for  ns  to  give  our 
assent  to  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill 

♦Loud  ASHBOURNE:  My  Lords, 
very  few  even  of  the  strongest  supporters 
of  this  measure  can  have  listened  to  the 
Bpeech  of  the  noble  Duke  without  serious 
iearchings  of  heart  and  without  feeling 
great  anxiety  to  reconsider  the  question 
as  to  whether  they  have  not  given  their 
support  to  a  Bill  full  of  mischief  and 
peril.  This  Bill  has  been  presented  to 
your  Lordships  as  one  of  great  urgency 
in  regard  to  a  social  and  administra- 
tive difficulty  in  Ireland.  But  that  con- 
tention cannot  be  maintained  in  face  of 
the  facts  imd  figure?  l>earing  on  the 
matter.  Surely^  mj  Lords,  the  acts  o\ 
the  GoverDment  itself  are  entirely   op* 
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posewl  to  any  such  notion.  If  the  ques- 
tion was  urgent,  if  it  was  one  of  acute 
emergency*  w*hat  was  the  justification  of 
the  Government  for  waiting  two  years 
before  they  brought  in  the  Bill,  ami  for 
only  having  hrotight  it  in  at  tho  fag-end 
of  the  Session,  and  then  not   \  ly 

at  all,  bat  because  they  were  -  y 

the  pressure  of  their  political  supporters 
from  Ireland  ?  Why  was  it  not  intro- 
duced in  the  voluntary  shape  whiob  th« 
noble  Duke  has  pointed  out,  whicb,  in 
the  opinion  of  all  reasonable  people, 
would  have  settled  at  least  nine-tenths 
of  the  cases  likely  to  arise  under  this 
Bill.  It  is  unnecessary  to  go  again 
through  the  figures  given  with  so  much 
clearness  and  signiticance  by  the  noble 
Duke-  Those  figures  demons traie  the 
hollo wness  of  the  claim  to  urgency.  Since 
Maj,  1879,  there  have  been  about 
3o,0(X)  evictions.  Mr.  Morley  calculates 
that  less  than  4^000  would  apply  under 
this  Bill — and  this  includes  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  tenants.  The  real  fact  thut 
has  caused  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  im 
the  existence  of  860  evicted  tenants 
representing  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  who 
are  now  supported  by  other  people* 
That  is  a  grave  and  significant  fact.  But 
what  proportion  does  this  figure  of  860 
bear  to  the  total  number  of  tenants  iu 
Ireland  ?  A  fraction  less  than  1  per 
cent.  There  are  2,7(K>  tenants  included  In 
Air »  Morley 's  4,0(XI  over  and  above  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  tenants,  and  they^  are 
to  be  found  not  in  plague  spots  of  wbieli 
Lord  Spencer  spoke,  but  scattereil  over 
1,639  e8tates  in  Ireland.  There  have 
been  less  than  two  evictions  in  15  years 
on  each  of  these  1,639  e^tate^.  On  1,200 
out  of  these  1,639  etstates  there  hag  not 
been  more  than  one  on  each  during  the 
15  years.  What,  then,  becomes  of  the 
administrative  urgency  and  emergeut^y 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  to  make  out  in 
order  to  prove  the  justification  for  this  Bill? 
W'hy,  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  will 
show  a  much  larger  figure  of  evictiona 
than  those  1,20()  estates  that  are  to  be 
made  the  prey  of  this  Bill,  It  is  said 
that  we  should  send  a  mcj^s^ago  of  peaed 
to  Ireland.  Yes,  but  send  it  at  yaur 
own  expense,  and  not  at  the  ex  pen  so  ol 
others  without  proving  that  you  have  a 
right  to  regard  them  and  to  treat  them  as 
outlaws.  It  is  all  very  well  to  speak 
about  a  message  of  peace,  about  amnesty^ 
ftw\  \<iU'\tt^  bywones  be  bygones,  but  do 
wot  \(5l  iWftfe  ^iv\Ta\t%  Vfc  ^  ^v\  "aawi  ^v(L^ 
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I  You  appeal  to  the  landlords  to  be  generous, 
considerate,  and   to   i^eud   a   message  of 
peace  ;  but  where  is  the  am  nest  j  for  the 
landlords  ?      TaH  the  case  of  the  new 
I  tenants,  and  then  consider  your  phrase 
labotita  message  of  peace,  a  truce,  and 
\  the  bruiging  of  parties  together.     Where 
I  has  there  been  a  whisper  on  the  part  of 
f  those  who  are  entitled  to  speak  for  the 
t evicted  tenants   of  a  suggestion   that  if 
r99  per  cent,  are  to  be  restored  to  farms 
now    held    by    new   tenants,   that    that 
will  save   the   peace   and   quiet   of   the 
man    who    may  remain    in    pos&es- 
Bion  ?     This  is    not  a  Bill  of   concilia- 
t-ion ;    it    is    really  a  Bill    of    coercion. 
is  a  Bi!l  to  try  to  pay  o!f  political 
cores.      The  fanners  of  Ireland,  not  for 
first  time,  have  been   made   the  cats- 
iw  of  agitators  ;  and  Lf  this  Bill,  in  pay- 
aent  of  political  sL!ores,  framed  as  it  is, 
]]0uhl  piis:^  into  law,  never  again  could 
Biny  laud  eombinafion  or  agitation  be  re- 
sisted in  Ireland  by  the  landlords  or  any- 
one else,     I  am  an  Irishman  myself,  and 
am  not  incapableof  realising  the  wishes 
anti  the  feelings  of  even  those  to  whom  I 
I  am  opposed.     I  do  not  object  to  a  feeling 
t>f  sympathy,  and  I  desire  conciliation.     I 
liave  never  taken  up  an  attitude  of  non 
possum fi^  aboufc  any  reasonable  measure, 
md  having  it  dealt  with  tn  any  reason- 
able way  ;    but  this   is  not  a  reasonable 
aeasure.     The   main   argument    of   the 
Government  is  that  if  they  nmke  any  pro- 
osal  to  Parliament,  and  if  they  only  call 
"  a  message  of  peace,"  that  we  are  to 
ihut  our  eyes  to  all  the  injnstices  it  may 
contain,  and  pass  it  without  a  murmur* 
My  Lords,    this   Bill   has    been  deliber- 
ately  framed   on    impossible    lines,   and 
>ithout  any  analogy  to  any  Statute  that 
ever  been  passed  in  this  House  or  in 
lie   Parliament   of    any  other   civilised 
3untry»     No   process   of   evolution  can 
st  from  the  germs  that  are  to  be  found 
any  earlier  Act  of  Parliament  even  a 
at   of  the   developments    contained  in 
Bill,     There  has  been  talk  about  the 
rrears  Act  and  Section  13  of  the  Act  of 
1891,     I    will   not   discuss   them;    the 
Lnalogies  are  not  arguable.     1  venture  to 
ay  aliHolutely  that  this  Bill  is  without 
precedent    in    the   past,    although    it 
rill    make    a    precedent    fraught    with 
lost  deadly    peril  for  the  futnre.     The 
till    has    been    framed  to  embody   the 
rinoiplc  of  compulsion,  and  the  voluntary 
riociple  has  been  dei/beratei/  set  aside. 


It  ia  the  Government  who  say  through- 
out *^Nan  posstimtes^'' ;  they  repudiate 
the  voluntary  principle.  As  it  has  been 
framed  the  Bill  is  founded  ou  force,  on 
compulsion,  and  on  coercion,  which  are  i 
against  every  principle  of  law,  every 
dictate  of  equity,  and  to  use  the  word 
''justice  "in  connection  with  it  is  abso- 
lutely absurd.  We  are  asked  to  afHrm 
these  principles  by  giving  the  Bill  a 
Sccoud  Reading.  But,  sorry  though  I  arti 
to  have  to  do  it^ — for  I  would  have  pre- 
ferred a  different  Bill — ^I  will  oppose  the 
Second  Reading,  because  I  believe  the 
Bill  to  be  unjust,  perilous,  and  impossible. 
What  is  an  evicted  tenant  ?  He  is  a  man 
who  owes  at  least  one  year's  rent,  and 
who  far  more  often  in  Ireland  owes  two, 
three,  four,  or  five  years'  rent,  and  is 
then  evicted  by  liis  landlord.  Like  every 
man,  the  landlord  ha,-5  his  family  to  main- 
tain and  his  obligations  to  meet  ;  and  if 
he  cannot  get  bis  rent,  be  has  a  right  at 
all  events  to  his  land.  It  rs  not  suggested 
that  this  stjcial  and  administrative  diffi- 
cnlty  has  be^n  brought  about  by  harsh 
or  nnjust  landlords  ;  It  is  not  suggested 
that  this  Bill  is  to  be  confine<l  to  harsh  . 
and  unjust  evictions.  I  heard  with  regret 
a  statement  mmle  by  Lord  Spencer  yester- 
day when  he  said,  "  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  condemn  the  whole  body  of  Irish 
landlords,"  Wliat  did  be  mean  ?  NoV>ody 
kuows  the  landlords  of  Ireland  better  than 
the  noble  Earl,  and  yet,  in  effect,  he  says, 
with  a  most  magniHceut  appearance  of 
generosity — 

**  I  will  not  condemn  the  whole  bo*ly  of  them, 
because  there  are  some  that  are  not  m  bad." 

I  denounce  this  as  a  statement  which 
ought  never  to  have  been  made  in  this 
House.  Mr*  Gladstone,  when  bringing  in 
the  Land  Act  of  1881,  which  followed 
the  Bessborough  Commission,  on  whieli 
It  was  founded,  said  that  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  had  been  trieil,  and  in  the  main 
the}'  had  been  acquitted  ;  and  in  face  of 
that  statement  it  was  monstrous  for  tk 
Minister  who  had  been  twice  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  to  ntter  out  of 
his  generosity  the  statement  that  he 
would  not  eondemu,  forsooth  I  the  whole 
boily  of  landlonls  in  Ireland.  I  sup* 
pose  you  do  not  wish  to  make  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  outlaws  ?  I  suppose 
you  consider  that  this  Bill  is  founded  on 
justice,  though  you  have  had  the  mo<lesty 
not  to  say  it  ?  At  all  cvetit«^\C  \\m'«5  vit^vK^ 
Lords  can  naively  \\ve\t  Q;tiW'a<£\^x3kR.<5»  <lwaN. 
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this  is  a  Bill  founded  on  justice,  let 
them  remember  the  noble  words  of 
Mr.  Gladstone,  who,  in  describing 
what  justice  was,  said,  "  When  I 
«ay  justice,  I  mean  justice  to  all/' 
Those  words  should  not  be  forgotten 
even  in  the  case  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  What  are  the  Land  Laws  of 
Ireland  ?  Are  they  harsh  and  unjust  ? 
The  landlords  are  not  above  the  law ; 
thej  have  to  live  under  it  and  to  obey 
it ;  and  they  can  only  administer  it.  Is 
the  law  they  administer  harsh  and  un- 
just ?  I  assert,  not  for  the  first  time 
with  reference  to  these  questions,  that 
the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland  are  the  most 
generous,  the  most  considerate,  the  most 
widely  liberal  to  tenants  that  can  be 
found  in  the  whole  habitable  globe.  Can 
anyone  question  that  ?  If  you  do,  you 
C4innot  know  what  the  Land  Laws  are, 
because  I  assert  that  not  in  democratic 
America,  not  in  Republican  France,  not 
in  free  England  are  laws  so  generous  and 
considerate  to  tenants  as  are  to  be  found 
in  Ireland.  For  25  years  law  after  law 
has  been  passed  in  favour  of  the  tenants 
and  against  the  landlords.  You  have 
got  the  Statute  of  1870,  which  provided 
compensation  for  improvements  and  dis- 
turbance ;  yoii  have  the  Act  of  1881, 
enabling  tenants  for  the  asking  to  get  an 
independent  authority  to  measure  their 
rents  ;  you  have  got  the  Act  of  1887, 
which  enables  the  tenant  about  to  l)e 
evicted  to  ask  for  a  stay  of  execution,  and 
to  be  permitted  to  pay  by  instalments. 
I  ask  you  who  know  English  laws — 
Have  you  anything  like  these  considerate 
measures  in  England,  or  have  you  heard 
of  anything  like  them  in  any  other 
country  ?  When  all  their  rights  have 
been  interfered  with,  there  is  one  supreme 
right  left  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
which  enables  them  to  enjoy  any  fair 
play  at  all.  In  the  supreme  resort  they 
have  left  the  right  of  eviction,  jealously 
guarded  round,  and  enabling  the  tenant 
to  be  protected  at  every  step  of  the  pro- 
cess ;  and  it  is  only  after  the  landlord 
has  satisfied  every  claim  of  the  Court  that 
he  is  entitled  to  evict.  This  guarded 
right  of  eviction,  left  by  the  Irish  Code, 
is  now  to  be  done  away  with  by  summon- 
ing into  existence  a  mushroom,  a  fungus 
tribunal,  which  will  have  the  power  of 
aweeping  away  the  decrees  of  Courts  in 
the  highest  matters.  These  are  matters 
worthy  of  grave  consideration  D^ore  jou 
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coerce  the  Irish  landlords  to  act  m 
this  Bill  directo.  Whenever  a  landlord 
has  been  driven  to  evict  under  the 
law,  in  order  to  enable  himself  and  his 
family  to  live,  is  it  not  indefensible  to 
coerce  him,  against  his  will,  and  wUhont 
compensation,  to  undo  what  the  law  with 
all  these  safegnards  has  permitted  him 
to  do  ?  It  would  be  a  farce,  if  it  were 
not  a  tragedy,  to  reflect  on  the  position 
in  which  you  put  the  laudloid.  Mj 
Lords,  the  evicted  tenants  belong  to  two 
great  classes :  those  who  would  pay  and 
could  not,  and  those  who  could  pay  and 
would  not.  I  give  my  sympathy  at  once 
to  all,  and  particularly  to  the  first  class. 
But  does  one  of  your  Lordships  think  that 
it  is  commiseration  for  the  men  who  would 
pay  and  could  not  which  has  caused  this 
Bill  to  be  brought  in  ?  I  do  not  belieye 
there  is  a  man  in  this  House  who  would 
suggest  that  this  Bill  would  have  been 
brought  in  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  class 
of  tenants  who  could  pay  and  would  not. 
There  are  many  categories  of  evicted 
tenants  to  be  spoken  of  without  harsh- 
ness and  with  great  sympathy.  To 
the  honest  but  insolvent  tenants,  to  the 
wretched  dupes  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
who  yielded  either  to  intimidation  or 
through  cowardice,  he  would  be  a  hard- 
hearted man  who  denied  sympathy.  But 
there  is  another  class — the  active  sup- 
porters and  ringleaders  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  the  boycotters  who  have  done 
everything  to  resist  eviction,  to  prevent 
farms  from  being  taken,  and  to  make  the 
landlord's  life  a  burden.  I  do  not  say 
that  human  feeling  may  not  be  given 
even  to  tbem,  or  that  now,  in  their 
wretchedness,  they  are  not  entitled  to 
consideration.  But  we  know  that  it  is 
just  this  last  class  of  ringleaders,  agitators, 
and  cordial  supporters  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  who  are  the  moving  spirits  of 
this  Bill,  and  not  the  poor  and  deserving 
classes  of  tenants.  I  do  not  say  put 
them  outside  the  pale  of  consideration. 
Let  their  landlord,  if  he  pleases,  no  mat- 
ter what  their  errors  may  have  been, 
enter  into  negotiations  with  them.  But 
do  not  coerce  him.  Leave  him  to  do 
what  he  thinks  fair.  Is  it  not  a  strong 
measure  to  give  exceptional  rewards,  not 
to  the  best,  but  to  the  worst  tenants  ? 
And  surely  it  is  a  cruel  injustice  to  com- 
pel the  landlord  to  receive  back  without 
any  compensation  those  who  for  years 
iTaade     Vi\^     Vvi^    a     burden    and    kept 
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his  farms  vacaut.  What  would  be 
ithe  relation  of  the  parties  under 
Qch  ft  blessed  message  of  peace  ? 
bat  would  be  the  demeanour  of  the 
tenant  who  got  back  iq  spite  of  his  land- 
lord ?  What  sort  of  a  *•  tirae-of-day  " 
would  he  give  the  laudloixl  when  be  met 

I  him  on  the  roadside  ?     Mj  Lords,   the 
^plc  of  the  new  tenants  ha^i  been  dealt 
with  80  fully  and  with  such   power    by 
ihe  noble  Duke  who  preceded  me  that  I 
do   not   feel    jus  titled    in   saying    more 
about     It.        The      new      tenants      are 
put   in  a    painful   anJ  shabby   positiot>. 
They  are  in  poesession  of  property  just 
as  much  theirs  as  any  of  your  Lordship^*' 
property     is    yours,    and    it     h    unfair 
they  should  be  asked  to  give  it  up. 
his  question,  my  Lords,  is  very  serious 
it  may  involve  terrible  consequences  to 
B  and  limb.    Then  there  is  this  strange, 
is  curious,   this  startling  tribunaU     I 
eciine  to  discuss  those  gentlemen  who 
ave  consented  to  act  under  the  Bill  ; 
nt  it  is  ludicrous  to  call  them  Arbitra- 
Arbitrators  are  people  of  whom 
side   has  had   the   power  of  exer- 
cising some  choice,  and  in  whom  each 
Bide  has  confidence.     But  these  men  are 
Belecteil    by  a   Government   which    haa 
Bhowu  itaelf  to  be  throughout  the  political 
opponent  of  the  landlords.     It  is  idle  to 
ct    that    when    you    baptise    them 
bit ra tors   you    get  over   all    the   sus- 
"pTcion  which  must  attach  to  their  works. 
They   might    be   called    a    triumvirate, 
"  except  that  one  generally  assoL^iates  that 
aame    with    proscription    lists.      I    will 
Feall  thera  undertakers  or  dispensers,  or 
Qy thing    but    Arbitrators.      The    most 
lious   occurrences    in    English    history 
been  the  efforts  of  Sovereigns  to 
Birrogate  to  themselves  the  power  of  dis- 
eusing    with    our  laws.     No  Minister 
rould  ever  dare  to  do  it.     But  what  the 
Government  have  not  dared  to  do  <1irec!tly 
they  seek    to  do  indirectly  by  the  dis- 
Dusers   whom  by  this  Bill  they  appoint 
two  years  to  dispense  with  every  law. 
The  noble  Earl  who  introduced  this  Bill 
[)usly  omittcil    to   mention    a   single 
E>ne  of  the  difficultiej*  which  have  been 
liscussed  for  many  days  past  elsewhere* 
I  have  to  state  one  not  previously  note<b 
f Anyone  would  think,  from  reading  the 
Jill  and  listening  to  the  speech  of  the 
Dobic  Earl,  that  this  triumvirate  were  to 
liave    the    power,    acting    together,   of 
aiDiBtering  justice  or   injustice.      It 
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is  curious,  too,  that  the  name  of  Mr. 
White  is  commonly  put  forward,  being 
an  eminent  Queen's  Counsel  of  the  Irish 
Bar,  as  if  he  would  be  always  present. 
But  it  has  not  yet  been  stated  by 
any  supporter  of  the  Bill  ihat  it  is  not 
at  all  necessary  that  these  three  men 
should  act  together,  and  that  each  on© 
of  them  has  the  power  of  doing  every- 
thing in  this  Bill  by  himself  and  unaided. 
Is  it  not  startling  that  it  sbouli  be  re- 
8erve<I  for  the  second  day  of  the  Debate 
to  state  a  fact  which  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  ?  Surely  even  a  Member  of 
the  Government  would  shrink  from  tnist- 
ing  whichever  they  think  the  least 
capable  of  these  men  to  make  orders  by 
himself  against  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  it 
may  be,  for  their  ruin  and  against  the  new 
tenants,  it  may  be,  to  the  danger  of  their 
Vwe^,  That  is  a  very  serious  matter,  and^ 
I  venture  to  think,  is  absolutely  inde- 
fensible. As  to  t\\Q  prima  facie  case,  I 
would  ask  Lord  Chancel  lor  two  plain 
questions.  The  triumvirate  «re  to  be 
satisfied  that  there  is  a  prima  facie  case 
for  reinstatement,  "  having  regard  to  the 
circumstiinces  of  the  district, "  What  is 
the  meauiug  of  that  ?  I  will  not  be  put 
off  with  the  statement  that  that  is  left  to 
the  Arbitrators.  I  have  a  right  to  know 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
meaning  of  their  own  words.  What  is 
the  meaning  of  **  having  regard  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  district  ?  *'  Do 
they  mean  that  if  a  neighbourhood  is 
quiet  and  peaceful,  with  everbody  obey- 
ing the  law,  that  fact  is  to  influence  a 
decision  in  favour  of  a  prima  facie  case  ? 
There  is  another  question  erjually  plain. 
Does  it  mean  that  if  tiie  district  has  been 
disturbed  and  lawless,  if  the  tenant  has 
gone  out  with  difficulty,  if  he  has  live^I 
in  a  Campaign  hut,  if  the  place  has  been 
kept  in  disturbance  by  constant  boycott 
and  outrage,  that  those  are  circum- 
stances intendeil  to  be  in  favour  of  the 
tenant  ?  Or  are  they  circumstiinces  in- 
tended to  be  in  favour  of  the  landlord  ? 
Are  the  circumstances  of  a  district  that 
has  been  marked  by  crime  and  outrage  to 
indnce  the  Arbitnitors  to  say  that  a 
prima  facie  case  has  been  made  out  ? 
I  have  asked  a  very  plain  qnestitm  ;  and 
I  must  not  be  put  otf  by  being  told  that 
it  is  for  the  Arbitrators  to  decide.  The 
Arbitrators  cannot  be  abler  men  than  the 
Lord  Chancellor  sitting  here.  They  have 
no  right  to  claim  clearer  o^iuiotift  <^w  \Ja\% 
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question  tbau  the  Government  who  have  I  this  Bill  you  compel 
put  those  words  into  the  Bill.  My  ques-  •  -•  -  *-~  •-«  -  -- 
tiou,  thein  is  pjuin.  What  view  are  they 
to  take  of  a  quiet  district  or  a  disturbed 
district  ?  Then  they  are  to  have  regard 
to** the  circumatauces  under  wliich  the 
eviction  took  place."  What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  that  ?  If  a  tenant  went  oat 
quietly,  and  if  he  gave  no  trouble, 
would  that  help  to  make  out  a  prima 
facie  case  ?  If  he  went  out  with  violence 
and  caased  great  trouble  in  tbe  district, 
would  that  make  out  a  prima  Jacic  case  'f 
These  are  important  and  even  vital  ques- 
tions, and  I  think  I  am  eutitled  to  have 
a  clear  answer*  My  Lords,  those  tliree 
men  are  certainly  put  in  a  very  curious 
position.  They  are  to  decide  what  is  a 
primd  facie  case  on  the  petition  of  the 
evicted  tenant  without  any  communica- 
tion with  the  landlord,  and  without  any 
evidence.  I  have  an  infinite  respect  for 
my  own  countrymen.  At  all  events,  in 
Ireland  there  is  a  great  power  of 
imagination  and  a  yery  nice  literary 
skill  ;  and  if  you  are  to  tell  the  tenant.^ 
that  they  have  only  to  make  a  primd 
facie  case,  a  common  form  of  statement 
will  be  prepared  in  which  circumstances 
of  the  district  and  circumstances  of  tbe 
eviction  will  be  stated  which  will  bring 
tears  to  the  eyes  of  the  Arbitrators, 
Then  the  Arbitrators  have  to  consider 
whether  the  conduct  of  tbe  landlord  and 
tenant  has  been  readonable  or  unreason- 
able. Take  tbe  tenant  first.  What  is 
the  meaning  of  unreasonable  conduct  on 
the  part  of  tbe  tenant  ?  Suppase  that 
the  tenant  has  been  evicted  ;  that  he  has 
had  a  fair  rent  fixed  at  his  own  motion  ; 
that  be  owes  several  years'  arrears  ; 
that  he  has  resisted  eviction;  (that 
be  has  helped  to  keep  the  neigh- 
bourhood tu  a  state  of  crime  and  law- 
leeenesfi,  will  the  Arbitrators  at  once  de- 
cide that  this  conduct  was  unreasonable 
and  that  the  man  must  go  about  hfs 
business  ?  You  will  remember  that  men 
guilty  of  this  conduct  were  tbe  men  most 
active  in  keeping  up  the  agitation.  Is  it 
expected  that  the  Arbitrators  will  decide 
against  him,  and  declare  that  he  has 
been  guilty  of  unreasonable  conduct  ?  If 
this  were  a  voluntary  Bill  and  the  tenant 
was  guilty  of  unreasonable  conduct,  I 
would  tiay  nothing  against  the  landlord 
if  he  thought  proper  to  condone  the 
tenant's  conduct  and  forgive  his  errors 
AJ  A  matter  of  coociliatiou  ;  but  under 
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the  landlord, 
\vbether  he  likes  it  or  not,  without 
compensation,  to  put  back  tbe  tenant 
guilty  of  such  conduct.  Then  the  Arbi- 
tmtors  are  to  take  into  accouut  the  un- 
reasonable conduct  of  the  landlortb  What 
does  that  mean  ?  The  landlord  must  be 
credited  with  clear  legal  rights.  Then 
if  he  has  exercised  his  clear  legal  rights 
how  can  it  be  said  that  he  has  acted  uu- 
ix-a.sonnbly  ?  My  Lords,  the  truth  is  tbnt 
tliis  Bill  proceeds  on  the  assumpriou  that 
there  is  a  justice  higher  than  the  jii- 
of  the  law  :  and  that  there  is  an  e<i 
greater  than  has  been  recognised  by  an, 
Court,  by  any  Statute,  or  by  any  Fai 
1  lament.  My  Lords,  this  BUI  is  a  gra^e 
and  serious  lesson  to  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land* It  is  a  serious  teaching  for  them- 
We  are  told  to  trust  tbe  Arbitrators. 
That  is  a  terrible  doctrine,  I  will  not 
discuss  the  personnel  of  this  bodv,  but  it 
is  a  terrible  thing  to  ask  men  to  give  op 
the  protecriou  of  the  law  and  place  them- 
seLre«  at  tbe  mercy  of  the  untried  dis- 
cretion of  these  three  men.  Any  system  of 
law  is  better  than  the  chance  or  accident 
by  which  a  despot  may  do  what  is  fain 
Suppose  that  tbe  landlord  has  been 
changed  after  the  eviction  —  that  a 
new  landlord  has  come  in  by  pur- 
chase ;  that  he  has  given  a  higher 
price  for  the  land  because  there  are 
no  tenants  on  the  land.  He  has  been 
no  party  to  the  evictions.  Ho  never 
knew  tbe  tenants.  What  a  monstrous 
thing  to  force  on  him  tenants  of  whom 
he  knows  nothing,  and  wants  to  know 
nothing  !  Then,  again,  ta.ke  a  case  in  which 
throe  men  may  have  occupied  the  farm 
and  have  been  evicted  successively  in  the 
course  of  the  15  years  ?  How  are  the 
Arbitrators  to  decide  which  of  the  th 
claimants  is  to  get  the  farm  ?  But  whi 
is  to  become  of  the  farm  and  tbe  rent 
in  those  cases  ?  Bishop  llealy,  ex- 
amined before  the  Matbew  Commission, 
said  there  was  little  goml  in  restoring  men 
who  had  nothing ;  a  large  proportion  of 
these  men  will  be  insolvent.  I  could 
understand  your  encouraging  voluntary 
settlements,  but  bow  are  the  men  to  work 
tbe  farm  on  this  system  ?  How  is  the 
rent  to  be  paid  ?  The  rent  would  not  be 
paid.  Then  the  evictions  would  take 
place  again,  and  the  whole  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood would  be  in  a  state  of  turmoiU 
Again,  there  would  be  "  a  social  adminis- 
trative difficulty,"  which  is  a  euphemism 
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for  makiog  a  bell  of  the  neigbbourhood. 
Theu  nnotlier  Mr.  Morley  would  bring  m 
another  Bill,  and  he  would  be  able  to  say 
truly  this  time  that  there  is  a  precedent 
in  the  Act  which  Parliament  hjid  been 
road  eooQgh  to  pass  in  1894,  Under  this 
process  rent  will  vani.-^h  ;  there  will  He 
no  new  tenants,  and  the  landlords  will 
all  come  to  grief.  My  Lords,  this  is  not 
a  purely  Irish  question .  Do  not  let 
Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  think  that 
they  can  do  this  grievous  injustice  to  the 
landlords  of  Irehiud  without  its  coming 
home  to  them  to  disturb  their  own  pro- 
perty and  their  own  arrangements.  My 
Lords,  the  more  this  Bill  is  examined  the 
more  will  it  be  found  to  l>e  based  on  in- 
justice  and  coercion.  A  landlord  may 
have  been  in  ]>osse»8iou  of  a  farm  for 
five  or  SIX  years,  and  may  have  spent  a 
large  sum  of  money  in  improvements. 
The  tenant  may  have  anrrendered  the 
farm  and  been  compensated,  and  yet  that 
tenant  is  to  be  permitted  to  be  restored 
against  the  will  of  the  landlord  and  with- 
out compensation.  These  are  powers 
absolutely  unknown  to  the  law.  These 
Arbitrators  will  have  po%ver  to  overrule 
the  lK)rtl  Chancellor,  the  High  Court, 
and  Mn  Justice  Monroe  (the  Land  Judge) 
in  their  decisions  with  regard  to  land  in 
Ireland,  The  Arbitrators  will  want  to 
be  very  clever  indeed  to  carry  out  their 
duties.  They  will  have  to  decide  the 
most  corapliwited  matters  that  men  have 
ever  been  asked  to  decide.  But  there  is 
another  most  important  point.  I  heard 
the  noble  Earl  who  iutroduceil  the  Bill 
give  utterance  to  a  statement ;  but  I  have 
to  confess  with  shame  that  I  did  not 
realise  the  full  significance  of  that  state- 
ment until  I  read  it  in  The  Times  this 
noiorning*  I  could  hardly  grasp  the 
meaning  of  the  words  when  I  heard 
them,  because  the  noble  Earl  has  an  air 
of  making  a  statement  as  if  there  was  no 
particular  monstrosity  WTapped  up  in 
what  he  is  saying*  The  noble  Earl 
said  that  the  restored  tenants  may 
apply  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.  The 
noble  Earl  is  not  the  first  man  who 
has  been  ruined  by  his  reasons.  He  gave 
as  \i\n  reason  that  the  farm  might  be  then 
out  of  uondition,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
reasonable  to  compel  a  tenant  in  such 
circumstances  to  pay  the  same  rent  as 
before.  What  on  earth  do  these  words 
mean  ?  Yon  first  compel  the  landlord,  by 
of  rent  not  being  paid,  to  resume 


possession  of  the  farm  ;  the  tenant  then. 
by  intimidation  and  lx>ycotting,  prevents 
the  farm  being  taken,  and  nmkes  it  almost 
worthless  •  and  then,  when  the  farm  ia  at 
its  worat^  yon  compel  the  landlord, against 
his  will,  to  give  back  the  land  to  the 
tenant  who,  by  conspiracy  with  others, 
ha«  made  it  worthless  ;  and  you  give  the 
tenant  power  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed 
upon  the  basis  of  its  present  worthless 
condition,  and  that  rent  is  the  rent  which 
the  landlord  Is  to  get  for  the  next  15 
yenrs*  The  manner  of  the  noble  Earl, 
did  not  disclose  the  hideous  injustice" 
of  the  proposition  he  was  laying 
down.  The  noble  Earl  illustrated  his 
statement  that  compulsion  was  neces- 
sary in  a  curious  manner.  He  said 
that  he  was  in  Ireland  when  the 
Westmeath  Act — one  of  the  most  power- 
ful Coercion  Acts  ever  passed — was  in 
operation  ;  and  that  he  found,  even  in  the 
most  disturbed  districts,  that  settlements 
were  more  brought  about  by  the  adjust*^ 
meuts  of  the  difficulties  of  landlords  and 
tenants  than  by  the  Act.  Yes,  but  did 
he  forget  that  in  those  cases  the  voluntary 
action  of  the  landlords  did  it  all  ?  My 
Lords,  ^ome  reference  was  made  by  Lord 
Tweedmouth  last  night  to  the  miners' 
strike,  where  the  parties  came  together. 
Do  you  mean  to  suggest  that  this  Bill  is 
within  100  miles  of  that  analogy  ?  I 
would  like  to  know  what  the  mine- 
owners  would  say  if  they  were  treated  to 
a  Bill  like  this — a  Bill  placing  compulsion 
on  one  side  and  leaving  the  other  ^ide 
free,  and  that  other  side  which  is  free 
having  the  appointment  of  the  arbitrators 
to  carry  out  their  behests.  I  would  lie 
pleased  to  see  concdlation  carried  out  by 
independent  men  assisteti  by  publio 
money,  and  I  believe  in  my  heart  that  if 
there  were  such  an  effort  of  conciliation, 
worked  by  an  independent  body,  assisted 
even  to  the  extent  proposed  in  this  Bill 
by  public  money,  it  would  practically  do 
everything  that  is  needed  to  get  over  what 
is  called  the  difficulty  of  the  present  posi- 
tion. I  am  happy  to  think  that  even  widiout 
this  Bill  settlements  are  going  on.  No 
matter  what  happens  to  this  Bill,  settle- 
ments will  go  on ;  and  I  was  glad  to 
hear  a  statement  yesterday  that  on  the 
Olphert  estate  there  Iiave  been  75  settle- 
ments since  August  last,  and  further 
settlements  are  going  on  every  week. 
What  are  the  teachings  of  this  Bill  ?  In 
the  first  place,  it  will  teach.  tb^Oit  x^x^X. 
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need  not  longer  be  paid  in  Ireland  ;  tbe 
payment  of  rent  will  become  a  mere 
precarious  benevolence.  Good  tenants 
who  have  paid  their  waj  in  bad  times 
will  be  discouraged  ;  no  evicted  farm 
will  again  be  taken,  for  no  new  tenant 
will  appear  again  on  the  horizon.  It 
will  reward  a  criminal  conspiracy  who 
have  encouraged  resistance  to  the  law. 
It  teaches  that  tenants  have  only  to 
break  the  law  boldly  enough  and  long 
enough  to  ensure  that  the  law  will  be 
changed  so  as  to  bring  it  into  harmony 
with  their  wishes.  In  common  with 
many  others,  1  have  looked  to  the  develop- 
ment of  the  purchase  system  as  the  true 
solution  of  the  agrarian  question  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  this  Bill  strikes  a  paralysing 
blow  at  that  system.  It  makes  serious 
alterations  in  its  provisions  ;  it  makes 
exceptions  where  there  should  be 
uniformity.  Once  the  owner  tells  the 
Arbitrators  that  he  wishes  to  sell  he  is 
asked  no  further  questions.  He  is  not 
at  liberty  to  name  his  price  nor  to  reject 
their  price ;  he  hands  the  whole  thing 
over  to  them  to  deal  with  at  their  abso- 
lute discretion.  The  tenant  is  the  only 
person  who  has  the  right  to  say,  if  he 
does  not  like  the  price,  the  thing  is  off. 
Is  that  fair  ?  Is  that  the  way  to  en- 
courage confidence  in  the  Purchase  Code  ? 
But  worse  than  all  this  remains  to  be 
told.  This  is  the  first  time  you  propose 
to  fix  prices  by  public  officials  in  the 
purchase  system.  That  is  an  appalling 
change.  What  a  vista  of  dissatisfaction 
does  it  open  up  I  Take  the  Ponsonby 
estate.  On  that  estate  there  have  been 
100  sales  at  17^  years'  purchase  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant,  and,  if  this 
Bill  passed,  about  the  same  number 
more  might  be  possibly  expected  to 
buy.  But  now  the  price  is  to  be  fixed 
not  by  negotiations  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  not  even  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, but  by  three  men  appointed  ad  hoc, 
I  will  assume  that  they  fix  something 
under  17^  years'  purchase — say  15  years' 
purchase.  What  is  the  position  ?  The 
100  tenants  who  by  voluntary  action  con- 
sented to  give  the  17^  years'  purchase 
will  be  savagely  disappointed,  and  there 
will  be  an  immediate  agitation  for  re- 
vision of  terms.  Of  the  17  Campaign 
estates  there  are  seven  on  which  sales 
under  the  Purchase  Acts  have  taken 
j)]ace.  If  this  strange  new  tribunal 
should  now  fix  prices  for  the  purchases 
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by  re-instated  tenants  on  these  same  seven 
estates  at  lower  rates,  the  previous  pur- 
chasers will  have  a  sense  of  wrong 
and  grievance.  The  Government  are 
becoming  the  largest  landowners  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  supposing  there  should  be  any 
movement  against  payment  of  the  instal- 
ments of  the  purchase-money,  and  the 
Government  should  be  driven  to  exencise 
the  supreme  power  of  eviction,  where 
under  this  Bill,  if  it  passes,  would  they 
get  purchasers — where  would  they  get 
new  tenants  ?  If  this  Bill  passes,  the 
Treasury,  who  are  supposed  never  to  be 
asleep — I  wonder  how  they  let  this  Bill 
pass — the  Treasury, who  represent  the  in- 
terest of  the  creditor  State  in  this  matter, 
will  have  allowed  a  grave  invasion  of  tbe 
State's  security  and  have  struck  a  serioas 
blow  at  the  whole  land  purchase  system 
of  Ireland.  My  Lords,  this  Bill  is  not 
final ;  it  does  not  purport  to  provide  for 
all  the  evicted  tenants  ;  the  tribunal  must 
refuse  many  applications,  and  the  BiU 
does  not  touch  future  evictions.  The  Go- 
vernment have  erred  with  their  eyes  open. 
The  Bill  cannot  be  defended.  The  noble 
£ku*l  spoke  in  the  language  of  warning 
about  its  rejection  ;  but  the  Bill  has  not 
been  argued,  and  it  cannot  be  defended. 
It  has  been  deliberately  framed  on  impos- 
sible lines,  and  I  decline  to  vote  for  its 
Second  Reading  because  I  regard  it  as 
dangerous  in  principle,  unjust,  and  not 
final,  mischievous  in  its  details,  and 
opposed  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
tenants  of  Ireland. 

The  lord  OHA^^CELLOR  (Loid 
Herschell)  :  Whatever  may  be  said 
with  regard  to  the  want  of  opportunity 
in  the  other  House  of  stating  the  objec- 
tions to  this  measure,  I  do  not  think  it 
can  be  said  that  there  has  been  any  lack 
of  opportunity  in  this  House,  or  that  full 
advantage  has  not  been  taken  of  the  op- 
portunity. My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  has  just  spoken  complained  that 
this  Bill  had  not  been  argued,  and  could 
not  be  defended.  Of  course,  if  it  cannot 
be  defended  there  is  no  use  of  my  attempt- 
ing to  defend  it.  I  am  quite  persuaded 
of  this  :  that,  however  well  I  may  estab- 
lish that  the  Bill  is  founded  on  just  and 
sound  principles,  it  will  not  shake  the 
confidence  of  my  noble  Friend  in  his 
statement  that  it  has  received  no  defence 
at  all.  Much  hard  language  has  been 
used  about  the  Bill.  ''  Hideous  injustice'* 
and  other  expressions  have  been  used  to 
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describe  its  chnracter*  I  confess  that 
nowaUajs  I  am  absolutely  iudifferent  to 
the  use  of  language  of  that  deaeriptioo* 
It  does  uot  touch  me  in  the  g  Ugh  test 
degree,  and  I  will  tell  your  Lordships 
why.  I  have  heard  proposals  deuouticed 
as  robbery  and  coutiacatiou,  and  with  in  a 
few  months  I  have  seen  these  propoaiils 
embotiied  in  a  measure  and  passed  by  tliis 
House  at  the  instance  of  the  nol>le  Mar- 
quesas the  Leader  of  the  Oppoaition,  And 
of  this  I  am  coufideut  ;  tUat  if  tliis  Bill 
in  snbstauce  were  lutroduced,  as,  per- 
chance, in  the  chauces  of  life  it  is  possible 
it  may  be,  hy  the  noble  Marquess  in  tbia 
House,  it  would  be  accepted  with  as 
little  objection  as  the  other  measures  to 
which  I  have  referred.  We  were  told 
before  this  Bill  had  reached  this  House 
and  whilst  it  was  in  another  place,  by  a 
letter  written  at  the  instance  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  its  rejection  was 
almost  certain  to  be  movetl  because  of 
the  manner  in  which  it  liad  been  dealt 
with  by  the  other  House.  We  have 
heard  some  allusions  to-night,  though 
not  to  the  same  extent  as  might  have 
been  anticipated  from  that  summons  to 
noble  Lords,  as  to  the  manner  in  wdiich 
It  was  dealt  with.  Can  anyone  have 
listened  to  this  Debate  without  being 
certain  that  if  the  measure  had  been  dis- 
cussed, instead  of  for  a  week  or  two,  for  a 
month  or  two  in  the  other  House,  it 
would  have  been  rejected  with  as  much 
contempt  as  it  is  going  to  be  to-night  ? 
What  is  the  suggestion  made  ?  That  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  were  to  be 
kept  in  the  other  House,  at  the  instance 
of  a  Party  in  that  House,  debating  and 
discussing  and  wasting  time  which  to 
niany  of  them  is  precious  and  vahiable, 
and  that  at  the  last,  when  they  had 
accomplished  their  labours,  that  was  to 
lie  done  which  was  resolved  upon  at  the 
outset — namely,  the  Bill  was  to  be  re* 
jected  with  contempt.  We  are  told  that 
the  attempt  to  avoid  this  is  what  is 
bringing  degradation  npon  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House  of  Commons.  1  can 
conceive  no  greater  degradation  than 
that  the  other  House,  the  Representaiivei 
of  the  people,  should  be  occupied  day 
after  day  listeuing  to  speeches  repeated 
over  and  over  and  over  again,  not  with 
the  intentioD  of  convincing  anyone,  not 
with  the  idea  that  they  were  to  have  any 
etfeet  on  the  Bill,  but  in  order  that  other 
legislation  might  be  delayed  or  rendered 
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impossible,  it  being  announced  and 
gloried  in  beforehand  that  this  Hotiso, 
whatever  might  be  the  result  in  the  other 
House,  would  cast  the  Bill  to  the  winds. 
That  seems  to  me  as  deep  a  depth  of 
degradation  as  any  to  which  the  House 
of  Commons  could  desceml.  I  am  second 
to  none  in  my  desire  that  the  honour  of 
the  other  House  should  be  maintiuned. 
The  constituencies  will  know  and  will 
judge  what  best  maintains  the  honour  of 
the  other  House — that  discussion  should 
he  reasonable  and  fair,  and  directed  to 
the  measure  in  hand,  or  that  it  should 
have  a  secondary  purpose,  not  with  the 
view  of  improving  the  measure,  not  even 
with  the  view  of  expressing  an  opinion 
on  the  measure,  but  with  the  view  of 
using  one  measure  as  a  machine  to  pre- 
vent other  meaj^ures  which  you  dislike 
still  more  from  being  dealt  with.  I  think 
it  is  noteworthy  that  in  this  Delmto  we 
have  listene<.l  to  two  noble  Lords — the 
noble  Duke  to-night,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  of  Lansdowue  last  night — dis- 
tinguished Members  of  the  i*arty  calle<l  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party — ueitherof  whom 
has  made  the  slightest  allusion  to  the  fact, 
as  being  a  matter  which  ought  to  weigh 
with  this  House  for  an  Instant,  that  this 
measure  comes  to  us  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Commons  House  of  Parlianieut, 
It  is  tjeatcil  as  a  matter  of  absolute 
indiiference.  Your  Loril ships  have  been 
invited  to  consider  this  Bill,  discnss  its 
provisions,  and  reject  it  to-night  as 
though  it  had  never  been  heard  of  else* 
where.  It  may  be  that  the  judg- 
ment of  the  other  House  is  not  to 
be  treated  as  conclusive  here,  but  it 
is  something  new  to  hear  from  those 
who  call  themselves  Liberals  such 
treatment  of  a  measure  coming  sanc- 
tioned by  the  majority  of  the  other  House 
as  this  measure  has  received.  The  noble  I 
Duke,  on  a  former  occasion,  said  there 
were  times  when  this  House  would  stand 
firm,  and,  notwithstanding  the  passage  of 
a  measure  by  the  other  House,  shoidd, 
none  the  less,  reject  it.  On  that  occasion 
he  maintained  that  this  House  ought  to 
weigh  well  before  rejecting  a  measure 
which  had  been  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  at  that  time  he  dwelt  upon 
the  reasons  peculiar  to  that  Bill,  which 
certainly  do  not  apply  to  this,  why  regard 
should  not  be  had  to  a  measure  which  the. 
other  House  had  passe<].  It  seems  tome^l 
that  this  is  a  new  iwUiVUid^,  ^\iW  ^qv^cJ^' 
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very  Enucb  whether  it  wilt  be  fauud 
to  be  HQ  attitude  tending  to  the  aiJvantiige 
&D(J  stability  of  this  House.  The  noble 
Duke  l>egttu  his  speech  hj  sayiug  that 
he  had  never  heard  a  Bill  iutroduced  with 
80  little  attempt  to  establish  a  case  for  it, 
aod  yet,  at  the  cooclufiion  of  bin  speechf 
he  spoke  of  removing  daugers  and  he»Uog 
sores*  He  seemed  then,  at  last,  to  recognise 
that  there  was  indeed  some  case  for  it^ 
dveu  if  he  did  not  consider  the  ca^e  suHi- 
cienta  What  fs  the  meaniug  of  talking 
of  removing  danger  unless  danger  there 
be,  or  of  healing  sores  unless  sores 
existed  which  may  produce  dangerous 
aod  mischievous  consequences*  ?  And  is 
there  any  ground  in  the  interest  of  Ire- 
land for  introducing  the  Bill  ?  I  do  not 
lor  a  moment  imagine  that  the  opinion 


Now  we  are  told  that  this  Bill  ts  a  wau« 
ton  invention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
meut,  without  rhyme  or  reason,  foiioded 
upon  uolhiag  connected  with  the  peaoo 
of  Ireland.  ^'^  Meant  a  great  deal  wtili 
reference  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  "  are 
weighty  words  coming  from  one  who 
knows  Ireland  so  well  as  the  hou.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  If  the  unsettle* 
ment  of  the  question  means  much  for  the 
peace  of  Ireland,  is  it  not  in  the  interest 
of  Ireland^  is  it  not,  above  all  things,  m 
the  iuterests  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland^ 
that  the  question  should  l>e  settled  ?  I 
do  not  dwell  further  upon  the  quesiion 
of  the  justification  for  the  iutroductiod 
of  such  a  Bill.  I  have  made  a  sufficient 
case  by  the  language  I  have  read.  But 
this  I  will  say — that  there  are  others  id 


of  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  |  addition    to   the  two  gentlemen   I   have 

wLIJ  have  any  weight  with  your  Lord- 

ahjps.      Yet  it  has   been  admitted  by  a 

Conservative  Irish  Member  that  he  has 

been  diHtinguished  in  the  administration 

of  the  country  by  tirmness and  consistency, 

and  that  the  results  are  such  as    have 

been    deaired.       On    his    responsibility, 

having  char^  of  that  country,   he  has 

expressed    \\\    the    strongest   terms    the 

Opinion  that  this  measure  is  called  for  in 

the  interests  of  peace  and  order  in  Ireland. 

But    X    pass    by    an   authority   of    that 

description,  which  I  know  will  not  weigh 

H  featherweight  with  the  majority  of  your 

Lordships.     I  will  come  to  an  authority 

which  I  think  you  must  pay  respect  to. 

What  said  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland — 


*'  Hti  ilkl  not  think  there  was  any  justification 
ff»r  sayinj?  Ihut  the  Unioniat  Party,  &s  the  result 
of  their  opposition  to  the  Bill,  had  set  their 
faces  agaiiiat  any  plau  which  would  tend 
towards  flolving  what  be  arlmitteLl  to  be  a  very 
great  difficulty  in  Ireland/* 

What  said  another  authority  ?     No  one 

knows  the  disturbetl  parts  of  Ireland  better 

than   Mr,    Carson.     There    was    not   a 

Magiaterial  Court  in  the  disturbed  parts 

of    Irehiud   in  which  his  presence  was 

not  perfectly  familiar,  and  what  are  his 

words  ? — 

**  He  knew  enough  of  Ireland  to  say  he  be- 
lieved nnd  admitted  that  the  question  of  the 
evicted  tenants,  whether  they  were  rightly  er 
wrongly  evicted,  whether  they  were  evfcted  for 
the  piu^>Qse  of  advancing  a  particular  ciasfi  of 
pohcics  or  not — that  so  long  as  it  remained  un- 
settled the  question  of  tiie  evicted  tenants 
meant  a  great  deal  with  reference  to  the  peace 
of  IreJmiiV 

Lord  Hersckell 


quoted  who  are  not  in  the  slightest 
j  degree  in  sympathy  with  the  Government, 
who  have  exhibited  the  bittereet  hostility 
t4>  them,  and  would  like  to  terminate 
I  their  existence  to-morrow,  who  have 
pointed  out  in  language  equally  weighty 
,  that  thiB  is  not  a  question  of  Partyi  thai 
I  thi»  is  not  a  question  which  concerua 
Her  Maje-^ty's  Governmeut,  but  that  it 
is  a  question  which  concerns  the  peace 
I  of  Ireland  and  which  will  concern  any 
I  Government  that  has  to  administer  that 
I  country.  If  this  question  is  settled  by 
\  this  Bill  it  is  not  necessarily  Her  Ma* 
(  jesty's  Government  who  will  roap  the 
I  fruits*  You  believe  that  very  shortly 
\  you  will  take  their  place,  and  it  is  y<iM 
who  will  then  reap  the  fruit  of  a  measure 
'  of  this  description.  I  am  certain  of  this 
— that  if  such  a  change  takes  place  your 
Lordships  will  then  iind  that  it  is  absa« 
lutely  necessary,  either  by  this  measure 
or  by  some  other,  I  am  not  now  dealing 
with  the  nature  of  the  measure,  but  with 
the  question  of  the  necessity  for  any 
measure  at  all — I  8ay  yourLoniships  will 
find  that  it  is  necessary,  in  some  way  or 
other,  to  deal  with  the  question.  Now  I 
come  t-o  what  ii»  the  principle  of  the  BilL 
The  noble  Duke  has  said  tlmt  it  involves 
various  principles  which  may  practiciiLty 
be  summed  up  in  one.  I  should  like  to 
say  with  regard  to  that  question  what 
was  said  by  the  Duke  of  Argyll  wljen 
he  was  defending  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill,  with  regard  to  which 
the  same  language  was  used  and  the  same 
attack  made  upon  the  principles  it  wa^ 
supposed  to  iovolve*     Ho  said  that — 
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**  Le^isiafkin  is  not  one  of  the  exact  Hciences. 
I  tlijnk  it  moe^t  (tan^rouB  to  gay  of  any  measure 
thal^  because  you  adopt  a  little  bit  of  u  certain 
priociple  which,  if  carried  further,  would  be 
oadantl  unjnat,  therefore,  when  you  carriwl  it 
a  small  way  it  was  equally  hud  and  unjust/' 

I  adopt  his  words,   which 
views — 


express  ray 


**  It  iR  a  tentpofftfy  measare  to  meet  excep- 
tional eircumstanocB  in  the  interests  of  i»eaee  in 
Ireland/' 

In  eudeavouriug  to  meet  some  of  the  ob- 
jections which  have  boca  urged  against 
the  Biii»  my  arguments  will  be  directed 
uot  to  matters  of  detail,  but  to  ({iic^rious 
of  priuciplo.  I  eaj  at  the  outaot  that  I 
<io  not  lor  a  moment  deny  the  fonie  of 
many  of  the  arg-mnents  and  objections 
that  have  beeu  urged  against  the  Bill,  It 
hA8  never  been  denied  that  tlie  Kiihject  is 
a  most  tboruy  and  ditficnli  one,  and  that 
ikuy  measure  purporting  to  deal  with  it 
tnust  be  open  to  criticism  and  objection. 
If  it  is  an  evil  that  has  to  be  dealt  with  it 
is  not  satisfactory  to  say  that  \ve  can 
poiut  out  this  or  that  objection  to  it.  The 
truth  iis,  that  there  is  searoely  any  subject 
on  which  you  can  legislate  at  all  which 
is  not  open  to  objection.  There  is  no 
Boyal  road  to  legist lation  along  which  you 
cau  march  without  difficulty.  If  th© 
measure  which  the  Duke  of  Devonshire 
has  spoken  of  lo-night  were  to  take  shape 
and  form,  and  to  be  crystal  I  isod  into 
ijections  of  a  Bill,  I  should  probably  he 
able  to  pick  in  it  as  many  holes  a.s  he  ha.H 
tried  to  pick  in  this  Bill.  It  has  been 
'  ected  to  the  Bill  that  it  is  a  measure 
ier  which  those  who  have  taken  part 
in  an  iU^al  conspiracy  might  be  restored 
to  tholr  holdings.  What  a  les:^ony  it  is 
aatd,  this  would  teach  !  What  disturb- 
aiioe  it  would  be  likely  to  lead  to  !  But 
I  observe  a  considerable  difference  of 
opinion  with  regard  to  these  points.  The 
Duke  of  Argyll  said  that,  if  it  wore  a 
measure  to  restore  only  those  who  had 
beet!  misled  by  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
»ny  »uch  measure,  apart  from  compulsory 
principles^  would  have  his  hearty 
support.  It  does  not  seem  to  me 
that  the  question  of  principle  I  am  dis* 
cuiiaiag  depends  upon  whether  the  Bill  is 
a  voluntary  or  a  eompubory  one.  If  yon 
ought  not  tocountenance  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paigners— if  you  ought  not  to  lot  them 
resume  possession  of  their  holdings  be- 
cause of  the  consequences  to  which  it 
will  induce,  you  ought  not  to  do  so  by  a 
voluntary  scheme  any  more  than  by  com* 


pulsion.  You  ought  not  to  take  the 
public  money  to  assist  a  settlement  of 
that  description  if  it  is  to  be  regarded  as 
condoDsng  im molality.  Lord  Balfour 
spoke  of  another  class — those  who  had 
been  evicted  owing  to  circumstJinces  of 
misfortune,  and  the  noble  Marquess 
spoke  last  uight  of  some  other  class  :  so 
that,  if  all  these  classes  l)e  taken  together, 
I  lind  that  there  would  be  a  conpiderable 
consensus  of  opinion  lu  favour  of  j>er- 
raittiug  the  return  of  everybody  that  thiB 
Bill  pro[K»ses  to  deal  with.  I  luive  ucvef 
hesitated  to  express  in  plaiu  aud  unequi- 
vocal terms  my  opinion  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  ;  but  it  seems  to  me  thati 
however  ready  one  may  be  to  admit  its 
evils  and  the  wrongs  that  were  done  in 
connection  with  it,  I  think  a  greater  in- 
justice would  be  done,  and  has  Ijcen  done 
in  representing  those  who  took  part  in  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  as  necessarily  immoral 
and  wicked  men.  I  think  it  fair  aud 
just  that  we  should  look  at  the  matter 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland.  Tliere  were  two  principal  cir- 
cumstancos  under  which  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  initiated.  On  some  estates  it 
arose  from  the  fact  that  there  had  been 
very  bad  times  as  regards  agricultural 
produce.  That  was  recognised  in  the 
Act  of  1887.  In  consequence  of  that, 
there  were  undoubtedly  tenants  whey 
were  unable  to  pay  their  rents,  and  ther 
were  undoubtedly  landlords  who  were  uot 
prepared  to  make  concessions  which 
would  have  prevented  the  tenants  froitt^ 
losing  their  holdings.  On  some  estate 
the  tenants  ^vho  were  able  to  discharge 
their  obligations  to  the  full  felt  that,  if 
they  were  not  to  stand  by  those  tetiants 
who  were  not  in  a  position  to  do  so*  unless 
the  demand  for  a  reduction  came  from  all, 
they  would  have  no  support  and  would 
lose  their  holdings,  I  am  not  jus- 
tifying tliem  ;  I  am  uot  saying 
they  were  right ;  but  I  say  there  were 
many  cases  where  the  action  of  these 
men  was  not  dictated  by  ignoble  motive 
or  by  personal  greed,  but  where  theyi 
made  great  and  serious  sacrifices  luorde 
to  stand  by  those  of  their  own  class  and 
to  save  them  from  misfortune,  Again, 
there  were  those  who  resented  the  inter- 
ference of  landlords  from  a  distance  In 
the  efforts  between  landlord  and  tenant 
to  settle  their  disputes  upon  reasonable 
terms.  They  thought  that  if  the  land- 
lords were  thus  hatid^'i  t^w^'Oaj^  Vjc^  ^x^- 
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vent  tbat  settlement  it  was  equally  fair 
for  the  teuaDts  to  comhiue  in  their  in- 
terests. I  think  that  in  some  cases,  so 
far  from  these  men  being  ignoble,  base, 
and  unworthy  of  consideration,  they 
acted  with  a  rare  unselfishness,  and  sub- 
jected themselves  to  immense  loss, 
sacrifice,  and  inconvenience  for  the  sake 
of  their  fellows.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  wrong  to  attribute  to  all  those  con- 
nected with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  the 
responsibility  of  the  acts  of  violence  that 
were  committed.  We  have  had  strikes 
recently  in  this  country  in  connection 
with  which  there  have  been  acts  of  vio- 
lence committed ;  but  it  would  be  a 
grievous  wrong,  a  monstrous  thing,  to 
charge  all  those  who  took  part  in  those 
strikes  with  the  responsibility  of  those 
discreditable  acts.  I  maintain,  therefore, 
that  if  it  be  otherwise  expedient  and  de- 
sirable to  introduce  a  measure  of  this 
description,  we  ought  not  to  refrain  from 
doing  it  because  some  of  those  who  may 
be  within  the  scope  of  its  terms  have 
been  guilty  of  acts  of  which  we  all  dis- 
approve. The  noble  Duke  and  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
have  put  before  us  cases  in  which  it 
would  be  a  great  hardship  to  the  landlord 
to  have  the  evicted  tenant  forced  back 
upon  him.  But  these  cases  are  not 
typical.  It  does  not  follow  that  every- 
thing that  comes  within  the  powers  of  a 
tribunal,  whatever  that  tribunal  might  be, 
would  be  taken  advantage  of  by  men — 
that  all  the  results  will  follow  which 
conceivably  could  follow  ;  and  you  can 
never  establish  any  system  or  arrange- 
ment of  any  kind  in  which  there  would  not 
be  possible  cases  of  hardship  and  injustice. 
There  is  no  system  of  law  and  judicature 
under  which  there  are  not  hard  cases, 
under  which  there  is  not,' in  the  general 
and  popularsense  of  the  expression,  some 
injustice  suffered.  The  noble  Duke  inti- 
mated that  under  this  Bill  a  tenant  who 
did  not  fulfil  the  obligations  which  the 
law  imposed  upon  him  might  be  restored 
to  his  holding,  and  thus  the  landlord  de- 
prived of  the  full  rights  which  the  law 
conferred  upon  him.  He  said  that  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  Act  of  1881  was  to 
secure  to  the  landlord  certain  rights,  and 
that  to  deprive  him  of  any  rights  that 
were  secured  to  him  by  the  Act  would 
amount  virtually  to  a  repeal  of  that  mea- 
sure. My  Lords,  the  noble  Duke,  I  ob- 
servedj  made  no  allnsioD  to  the  Act  of 

Z.ord  fferschell 


1887.  If  to  deprive  the  landlord  of  the 
rights  secured  to  him  by  the  Act  of  1881 
would  be  an  injustice  which  this  House 
ought  not  to  tolerate,  I  may  obserre  that 
this  House  has  already  sanctioned  micb 
injustice,  for  rights  conferred  under  the 
Act  of  1881  were  undoubtedly  interfered 
with  by  the  Act  of  1887.  I  will  now  ask 
your  Lordships  to  consider  what  will  be 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  upon  tenants  who 
have  retained  their  holdings  and  apon 
new  tenants.  It  is  said  that  it  is  a 
dreadful  thing  to  reward  tenants  who 
have  not  paid  their  rents  and  who 
had  been  evicted,  and  to  pot 
them  into  a  better  position  thao 
that  of  tenants  who  have  stood 
by  their  landlords,  and  who  did  not 
join  the  combination  against  the  payment 
of  rents.  But  does  this  Bill  really  pro- 
pose to  reward  the  tenant  whom  it  will 
restore  ?  If  he  has  sinned,  surely  he  has 
suffered,  and  tbat  suffering  cannot  be  got 
rid  of  by  Act  of  Parliament.  He  has 
been  in  many  cases  living  very  differentlj 
from  the  way  in  which  he  lived  before  ; 
be  has  been  out  of  his  holding,  and  has  not 
had  an  agreeable  or  happy  time.  Too 
do  not  reward  him  by  putting  him  back, 
for  his  position  when  he  has  returned  is 
less  favourable  than  that  of  the  tenant 
who  has  remained  in  his  holdings. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  He  gets  his  rent 
revised 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  It  is  true  that  he  gets  his 
rent  fixed  by  the  Land  Court,  but  that  is 
a  right  which  every  tenant  will  have  by 
the  time  that  this  Bill  comes  into  opera* 
tion  to  any  considerable  extent.  I 
maintain  that  the  old  tenant  gets  no 
reward,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
tenants  who  have  remained  in  their 
holdings  will  resent  the  return  of  the 
tenant  who  has  been  evicted.  I  believB 
that  the  tenants  who  have  remained  will 
be  glad  to  see  the  land  that  has  been  nn» 
occupied  re-occupied  by  the  former 
tenant.  Do  your  Lordships  think  that 
every  man  who  does  not  go  out  when 
a  strike  takes  place  has  necessarily  a 
feeling  of  hostility  towards  those  who  do? 
No ;  he  may  not  go  out,  but  his  sym* 
pathies  are  often  with  those  who  do* 
Taking  into  consideration  that  feeling, 
and  also  the  feeling  for  their  own  clam 
which  animates  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  I 
believe  that  you  would  create  no  ilU 
[feeling  among    the   tenants  who  have 
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retaiaed  posseasioo  of  their  holdiugs  if 
you  wens  to  pass  this  BiU,     Now  I  turn 
to  the  effect  of  the  Bill   upon  tiie  new 
itiiiant.     It  is  fiuid  that  be  will  have  uu 
iodlrect    hiit  severe   compulsion  oxerteU 
upon  him.     Well,  it  seems  to  me  that  in 
the  speeches  which  we  have  heard  there 
kiis  been  the  groundless  HSe$umptIon  that 
(here  is  a  aource  of   iuoouveuience  and 
poaaibly  danger    in    the  future    to    the 
wew  teuantft  in  the  presenc^e  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  evicted  tenants,  looking 
9kt  the  land  and  longing  for  it.     Happily, 
peace   now  reigns    iu    Ireland ;    but  we 
should  be  blind  to  the  teaching  of  the 
past  if  we  believed  that  it  was  certain 
that   peace   would   always   reigti    there. 
How  often  have  we  seen,  when  we  have 
thought  agrarian    troubles   ended,  some 
small  spark  grow  into  a  flame  aud  a  re- 
crudescence   of  crime.      What    security 
IxaTO   we — what  security  can  any   man 
who  knows  the  history  of  Ireland  have — 
chat    the      condition    of    things     which 
^xlsta  to-day   will  always  coDtiinie  ?     It 
has  been  said  fhat  the  new  tenant  would 
lyQ  placed  in  a  difficulty  if  he  refused  to 
j^cede  to  the  suggestion   that  he  should 
make  way  for  the  old  teuant.     But  if  the 
old  tenants  were   tilled    with  despair,  if 
they  lost   all  hope  of  being  restoretl  to 
their  holdings^  which   to  them  means  life 
mnd  ail  that  life  holds  dear,  do  you  thiuk 
that   they    might    not  give   way  to  tiie 
<;ouQ;geh  of  despair  ?     Do  you  think  that 
the  state  of  tilings   iu  Ireland  would  bo 
perfectly  satit^factory  ?     I  trust  that  the 
persons  concerned  might  not  give  WJiy  to 
despair,  but  I  maintain  that   it  would  be 
iu    the   highest    degree  unwise  and  un- 
Btatesmanlike    to    regard   the    condition 
of  things  which  exists)  now  as  one  upou 
which  either  landlord  or  new  tenant  can 
look  with  perfect  satisfaction.     This  Bill 
id  a  hopeful  method  of  settling  the  diffi- 
culty.    Even  if  the  new  tenant  is  uuwill- 
tog  to  make  way  for  the  old  tenant,  it 
does  not  abandon  the  latter  to  the  coun- 
sels of  despair.     There  is  a  hope  for  him 
even    then  of   beginning  a  new  life,  for 
provision  may  be  made  for  his  migration 
elsewhere,   so  that  on   another   holding, 
removed  from    the  scone  of  his  former 
life,  he  may  begin  again.    If  such  a  state 
of  things  as   that  can   be  brought  about, 
do  not  you    think   that  it   would  be  far 
better  for  the  land  lord  and  the  new  tenant 
than  that  things  shoul(i  remain  as  they 
^re  oow  ?     I  believe  that  tlm  Bill,  far 


from  acting  unjustly,  would  act  beite- 
ticially  iu  the  interests  both  of  the  land- 
lord and  the  new  tenant.  It  has  been 
said  tiiat  the  tribunal  proposed  in  this 
Bill  is  a  tribunal  of  an  arbitrary  au^i 
secret  character  ;  that  it  has  no  rules  foi 
its  guidance,  aud  that  it  cauDot  \*e  called 
judicial.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
one  Arbitrator  can  act  alone,  but  no 
reference  has  been  made  to  tbe  fact  that 
there  is  a  right  of  appeal  by  either  party 
to  have  the  three  Arbitrators  sitting 
together,  if  he  wishes  them  to  do  so,  under 
the  fourth  section  of  the  32  A'  33  Vict,, 
which  is  incorporated  in  tbis  Bill. 

Lord  HALSBUKY  :  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  is  iu  error.  The  pro- 
visions in  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  will 
not  give  the  right  to  which  the  noble 
aud  learned  Lord  referred.  The  pro- 
vision to  wliicb  he  has  referred  has  beeu 
repealed!  by  the  Statute  Law  Revision 
Committee  ;  and  iu  its  place  there  is 
another  and  a  totally  ditl'erent  tribuual. 

The  lord  CnANCELLOR  (Lord 
IIehschell)  :  I  do  not  think  my  noble 
aud  learncil  Friend  follows  the  point,  be- 
cause what  is  referred  to  is  tlie  fourth 
section  of  32  &  33  Viet.  It  does  not 
matter  whether  it  has  been  repealed  by 
another  Act.  That  provision  to  which 
I  have  referred  is  included  iu  this  Bill, 
just  as  if  it  were  sot  out  in  terms. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  I  only  inter- 
vene  again  for  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend*s  own  sake.  I  do  not  wish  to 
take  him  by  surprise,  as  I  intend  to  deal 
with  this  point  in  my  speech.  That  portion 
of  the  Act  has  been  rejxiiiled,  and  another 
substituted  for  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
HEKscHEtL)  :  In  any  event,  this  is  a 
matter  of  legal  argument  which  will  not 
prove  of  special  interest  to  tl»e  House. 
I  am  not  satisfied  by  what  tlie  noldo 
Lord  has  said,  that  that  provision  is  not 
to  be  taken  as  enacted  iu  this  BilL  ff 
that  is  the  result,  it  is  a  result  not  In- 
tended, and  the  matter  might  perfectly 
well  be  set  right  if  the  Bill  went  into 
Committee.  It  was  not  intendetl,  and  it 
is  only  by  an  elaborate  legal  argument  it 
can  be  sliown  to  exist.  I  come  now  to  the 
tribunal.  It  has  been  said  that  it  is  an 
unheard-of  thing  to  establish  a  tribuual 
without  laying  down  fixed  rules  for  lU 
guidance,  and  especially  q  tribunal  which 
has  to  deal  with  matters  of  \|ro\ie^ri<i * 
Your    LordsV\\^ft   m^   IwaixXm^   Vx^Ni.  io^ 
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tribunal  which  deals  with  very  eerioiis 
HHittere  of  property,  a  tribunal  ooasist* 
ing  in  part  of  layman — I  mean  the  Rail- 
way Commiseioners — which  has  to  deter- 
mine without  any  gaidanee  of  principle 
laid  down,  questions  affeetio^  most 
cerioasly  the  rights  of  property  of  Railway 
Compaoies.  Therefore,  I  deny  that  this 
Bill  embodies  a  new  principle.  I  remind 
your  Lordships  that  in  Ireland  WDforln- 
nately  we  have  seen  Courts  constituted 
such  as  we  never  should  have  endured 
in  England.  [Opposition  cheers  J]  Yee, 
you  cheer  that;  you  have  the  greatest 
horror  of  any  Court  being  es tab! i shed  iu 
Ireland  and  different  from  a  Court  in  Eng- 
land when  it  de^ls  with  a  question  of 
property  and  with  questions  atfectlng 
landlortls.  But  I  was  alluding  to  Courts 
constituted  with  a  couple  of  men  without 
legal  training^ — half-pay  officers  and 
officers  of  constabulary — who  had  powers 
to  deal  with  the  liberties  of  their  fellow* 
subjeots  in  a  manner  which  would  not  be 
tolerated  in  this  country.  You  have  no 
objection  to  these  exceptional  Courts 
when  they  are  Courts  of  coercion  by  men 
untrained  iu  the  law  and  deciding  ques- 
tions of  the  utmost  difficulty  involving 
the  libertv  of  their  fellow-men. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  In  a  dis- 
turbed  country. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  venture  to  say  that  no 
Minister  will  get  up,  however  much 
this  country  is  disturbed,  and  dare  to 
propose  the  enactment  of  any  such  pro- 
visions  as  those  contained  lu  the  Coercion 
Act.  He  could  not  do  it  if  he  would  : 
it  would  not  be  endured  by  the  people  of 
this  country.  I  am  dealing  now  with 
the  nature  of  the  Court.  Of  course, 
you  may  require 'exceptional  legislation 
for  a  distnrbeil  country ;  but  at  least 
you  ought  to  choose  Courts  of  a  character 
fit  to  decide  questions  involving  the 
liberty  of  the  subject* 

A  noble  Loim  :  May  I  be  allowed  to 
say  that  the  Stipendiary  MagistrateH 
acted  according  to  law,  and  could  only 
act  according  to  law  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Heuschell)  :  The  Resident  Magis- 
trates to  whom  the  difficult  duties  of  the 
Coercion  Act  were  entrusted  were  men 
ol  no  legal  training— men  who  were 
wholly  trained  in  the  Army  and  Con- 
stabahry,  I  maJotaiu  that  in  the  nature 
of  the  tribuDal  proposed  to  be  set  \i\v\)y 

Z<?r</  Htnchell 


this  Bill  there  ig  nothing  of  whicli  any 
reasonable  complaint  can  l>e  made.  M j 
noble  and  learned  Friend  put  a  number 
of  questions  to  me  as  to  whether  the 
tribunal  could  say  whether  a  oertmin 
thing  was  reasonable  or  uol^  wii^t 
Mere  "the  circumstiincee  of  the 
district,**  and  a  number  of  ques- 
tions about  the  details  of  the  Bill 
which  might  very  well  l>c  considered 
if  we  are  going  into  Committee, 
But  it  would  be  mere  trifling  t<»  deoi 
with  them  now  when  we  are  oonsiderio^ 
the  great  principles  involved  on  the 
Second  Reading.  I  will  not  waste  my 
breath  on  them,  because  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  would  be  idle  to  waste  one*d  time 
or  breath  upon  them  when  you  are  going 
to  throw  out  the  Bill*  There  is  not  oDe 
of  thoee  object  ion  St,  whatever  may  be  said 
on  the  matter  of  compromiise,  that  €?ould 
not  be  met  by  an  Amendment  in  Com* 
mittee.  If  it  were  shown  that  any  words 
would  be  better  than  thoee  chosen,  or 
that  mischief  or  harm  would  re«olt  froi 
those  we  have  select^,  we  are  open 
any  HUggestions  and  are  ready  to  make 
any  Amendments  to  make  the  Bill  more 
workable,  satisfactory,  and  just.  But  it 
IB  idle  to  disoues  that  question  when  we 
are  told  that  no  Amendment  will  ^latisfy 
noble  Lordg.  It  is  said  that  thia  measure 
could  not  be  accepte*!  because  it  cannot 
settle  the  question.  Those  arguments 
are  the  same  as  were  heard  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Laud  Act  and  on  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill,  We 
have  heard  to-night  the  echoed  of  those 
dtftcusfiioDs.  It  is  also  said  that  the 
Land  Aot  of  1881  did  not  settle  the 
question-  I  do  not  say  that  it  did  ;  but 
when  the  noble  Duke  points  to  his  pre- 
diction as  to  its  failure  and  the  conee* 
queuces  of  carrying  it,  I  shoidd  like  to 
invite  your  Lordships  to  consider  what 
would  have  l:»een  the  effect  if  that  Bill 
had  not  passed.  We  have  heard  of 
agitation  and  of  disturbance  in  Ireland 
— of  landlords  suffering  a  reduction  tD 
their  incomes,  and  therefore  it  is  said 
that  the  Laud  Act  of  1881  hiin  failed. 
There  was  a  very  interesting  series  of 
letters  pnblished  by  a  County  Conrt 
Judge  in  Ireland  not  in  sympathy  with 
my  politics  at  all  with  reference  to  tlie 
condition  of  Ireland  in  relation  to  the 
Purchase  Act  of  the  late  Government. 
He  said  that  there  is  no  greater  or  more 
ia.ta\  tcv\%v;i!t.)&^  ic^t  flngtishmeu  to 


933       Temnts  ArhUraiwn        {U  Auouax  l«94}  (Jrtlafid)  BiU,  ^U 


than  to  sappose  that  the  digtuibatices 
wUieh  tboy  hear  of  in  Ireland,  ftud  which 
characterise  certain  districts  of  Ireland, 
are  chamcteri sties  of  the  whole  country. 
•He  sayg  that  through  all  the  dieturbed 
times  on  four-fifths  of  the  estates  id  Ire- 
land rents  had  been  paid  with  as  great 
punctuality  as  they  have  been  in  Eng- 
land :  and  when  we  hear  of  the  saerificee 
forced  on  Ireland  by  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  I  have  not  seen  it  shown  yet — and 
I  have  seen  much  evidence  to  the  con- 
trary— that  the  landlords  have  suffereil 
one  whit  more  in  reduction  of  rent  than 
the  J  and  lords  of  England  have  through 
economic  causes.  Is  it  a  valid  argnnient 
to  say  that  because  you  cannot  hope 
completely  to  settle  this  diihcnity  you 
ought  not  to  attempt  to  settle  it  at  all  ? 
The  argument  has  been  this  :  that  there 
must  be  under  any  scheme  some  tenants 
left  outside,  and  that,  therefore,  the  diffi- 
culty still  remains.  But  if  that  is  to  be 
a  valid  argument  it  applies  equally  against 
a  voluntary  scheme  as  against  a  compul- 
sory one.  A  voluntary  settlement  is  to 
be  brought  about  by  the  use  of  public 
money^  but  what  right  have  you  to  use 
public  money  for  such  a  purpose  if, 
according  to  you,  it  would  not  settle  the 
queatioD  ?  But  it  is  not  wise  or  states- 
manlike to  say  that  because  there  may 
be  danger  you  should  not  seek  to  diminish 
that  danger  and  to  restrict  the  area 
within  narrow  limits  because  yon 
cannot  hope  to  wipe  it  out  altogether. 
The  more  you  can  diminish  the  centres 
and  areas  of  danger,  the  greater  your 
hope  and  chances  of  safety.  I  believe 
that  there  exist  in  Ireland  many  spots 
where  you  have  what  the  noble  Duke 
called  '^a  powder  magazine,^*  which  any 
spark  may  set  on  fire*  You  know  not 
when  that  spark  may  be  applied.  You 
know  not  when  the  time  of  danger  will 
oome.  You  have  no  security  that  the 
time  will  not  come.  Is  it  not  wise  to 
make  those  spots  as  few  as  possible,  and 
to  restrict  the  sources  of  danger  within 
the  niirrowest  possible  limits  ?  I  como 
now  to  what  has  been  stated  with  regard 
to  the  compulaor}'  chamcter  of  this  Bill. 
The  noble  Duke  Htatetl  to-night  that  it 
had  l>een  alleged  that  if  this  Bill  were 
ma^le  voluntary  it  would  settle  nine-tenths 
of  the  cases.  Does  not  that  show  that 
if  this  Bill  were  carried  the  area  of  com- 
pulsion would  \^  but  smafl  ?  There  is 
BOihiog  in  this  Act  to  prevent  voluntary 


arrangement ;  indeed,  there  is  a  provision 
to  encourage  it,  and  if  voluntary  arange- 
ment  settled  nine-tenths  of  the  cases, 
there  would  be  very  little  left  for  com- 
pulsion. I  maintain  it  is  in  the  interests 
of  the  landlord  and  of  the  new  tenant 
that  this  question  should  be  settled*  If 
the  proposition  that  this  m^isnre  will 
tend  to  that  settlement  be  souml,  then  I 
assert  that  every  landlord  who  unrea- 
sonably refuses  a  settlement  is  injuring 
the  whote  of  his  class  as  well  as  tending 
to  disturb  the  peace  of  Ireland.  It  is  in 
the  public  interest  that  the  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  acres  which  are  derelict 
should  be  occupied.  It  is  not  unjusti- 
fiable to  say,  **you  are  the  owner  of  the 
land,  but  a  condition  of  things  has  arisen 
under  which  the  land  has  been  left  dere- 
lict. The  vast  majority  of  your  class 
have  made  arrangements  to  bring  the  land 
again  into  cultivation.  Do  you  refuse  to 
do  so  ?  "  I  say  that  no  wrong  is  done  to 
that  man  or  to  his  class,  but  that  it 
is  for  the  welfare  of  his  class  as 
well  as  to  the  advantage  of  the  coun- 
try that  such  arrangements  should  be 
made,  compulsorily  if  necessary.  Every- 
one would  rather  have  a  voluntary  than 
a  compulsory  Bill  if  it  had  been  intro- 
duced. Can  it  be  supposed  that  it  is  for 
any  pleasure  or  satisfaction  in  itself  that 
the  compulsory  principle  has  l>eon  intro- 
duced ?  If  it  has  been  introduced,  it 
has  been  because  there  has  been  a 
great  object  in  view,  which  could  not  be 
obtained  without  the  compulsory  prin- 
ciple. Are  there  no  estates  Tvhich  will 
recur  to  the  minds  of  your  Lordshipa 
where  landlords  have  acted  unreasonably  ? 
We  in  this  House  hear  the  land- 
lords' view  largely.  We  have  had 
a  procession  of  Irish  landlords,  if 
I  might  use  the  term.  One  would 
have  liked  to  have  heard  a  few  of 
the  tenants'  views  on  particular  estates. 
Any  landlord  who  acts  unreasonably  in- 
jures his  class,  injures  the  public,  renders 
tlie  government  of  Ireland  burdensome^ 
and  increases  the  taxes  that  have  to  be 
levied  for  the  administration  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland*  Where  such  a  state  of 
things  exists — as  exist  it  does  ;  known 
to  all  of  ns — to  say  that  nothing  could 
justify  the  iutrodnetion  of  a  measure 
which  would  impose  on  any  man  any 
compulsion  ;  to  say  that  he  may  leave 
his  land  derelict,  however  uui-casonabl^^ 
however   gi^al  \.\i^  ^\ft«w^Niiw\a.ofi  \si  ^Safc 
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public,  however  great  the  wroDg  doue  to 
others — I  say  that  that  is  an  uureasonable 
view.  It  is  pressing  rights  to  an  ud- 
reasonable  length  ;  and  I  believe  that 
there  is  nothing  worse  in  the  interests  of 
property  than  that  the  rights  of  property 
should  be  pressed  to  an  extreme  and  un- 
reasonable length.  The  noble  Duke  has 
said  that  we  have  shown  no  disposition 
to  agree  to  a  compromise  on  this 
matter.  What  is  the  condition  which  he 
makes  ?  He  says,  "  We  cannot  re-frame 
this  Bill.  We  cannot  put  it  into  any 
different  shape.  You  yourselves  bring- 
down and  put  upon  the  Table  the 
Amendments  which  you  would  propose 
or  would  consent  to,  and  then  wo  will 
tell  you  whether  we  are  willing  to  assent 
to  them."  1  will  venture  to  say  in  the 
whole  history  of  Parliamentary  legisla- 
tion uo  such  suggestion  was  ever 
made  before  ?  The  proposals  for  an 
Amendment  or  compromise  must  come 
from  those  who  are  not  satisfied 
with  the  Bill  in  its  original  shape,  and 
who  desire  Amendments  to  be  made 
And  for  whom  does  the  noble  Marquess 
(Lord  Lansdowne)  speak  when  he  makes 
the  suggestion  ?  We  have  heard  of  the 
editorial  "we,"  which  means  the  person 
who  writes  the  article ;  but  I  am  not  sure 
how  far  beyond  the  noble  Marquess  him- 
self his  "we"  extends.  The  noble  Duke 
spoke  in  similar  terms  ;  but  though  I  have 
listcucd  to  the  subsequent  Debate,  till 
this  time  I  have  not  heard  that  "we"  re- 
echoed from  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House.  It  would  be  little  satisfaction  to 
us  to  satisfy  the  noble  Marquess  and  the 
noble  Duke  only,  because  that  would  not 
carry  the  Bill,  unless  we  satisfied  also 
another  noble  Marquess  who  is  all- 
powerful  in  this  House.  1  will  tell  you 
why  we  despair  of  any  compromise  or 
settlement.  I  have  read  the  discussion 
in   the  other  House  when  this  Bill  was 


introduced,  and   I    have  noticed  its  tone    that 


gestion  of  a  fair  and  equitable  settlement. 
After  hearing  the  speech  of  the  bon. 
Member  who  proposed  that  settlement, 
what  hope  or  use  would  there  be  in 
holding  out  any  suggestions  on  our  part, 
however  willing  we  may  be  to  listen  and 
welcome  any  reasonable  suggestions  ? 
The  attitude  taken  by  that  hon.  Member 
is  not  insignificant  in  relation  to  some  of 
the  matters  of  which  I  have  spoken. 
Why  is  he  so  keen  for  this  settlement  ? 
Why  is  he  so  anxious  that  Parliament 
should  at  least  seem  willing  to  settle  it  ? 
He  does  not  love  us  or  our  politics,  and 
he  does  not  wish  to  make  things  easy 
and  pleasant  for  us  in  Ireland.  He 
knows  the  tenantry  of  Ireland,  if  he 
knows  anything ;  and  he  knows  the 
tenantry  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  who  do 
not  agree  with  us.  I  venture  to  say 
that  I  am  not  making  a  wrong  deduction 
from  his  action  when  I  say  that  he 
knows  that  those  tenants,  though 
Unionist  in  politics,  are  not  without 
their  keen  sympathies  for  the  evicted 
tenants  in  other  parts  of  IreUind. 
In  that  little  fact  there  is  enough  to 
indicate  the  sources  of  danger  to  those 
who  are  wise  enough  to  read  the  signs 
of  the  times.  1  am  quite  aware  that 
nothing  can  be  said  which  is  likely  to 
J  induce  your  Lordships  to  change  your 
I  attitude  towards  this  Bill.  I  regret  it. 
I  I  l>elieve,  with  all  my  heart,  that  it  is 
;  a  mistaken  conrse.  I  believe  that  one 
day  it  will  l>e  seen  to  be  a  mistaken 
course.  If  it  were  possible,  even  at  this 
late  hour,  to  observe  any  change  of  the 
attitude  of  extreme  hostility  to  this  Bill, 
I  should  welcome  it.  For  this  I  say, 
adopting  the  words  which  were  used  by 
the  noble  Earl  who  then  led  the  Oppo- 
sition in  closing  the  Debate  on  the  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  Bill — words 
which,  I  believe,  may  be  applied  with 
vastly  more   truth  to  this  case  than  to 


"  If,  after  all,  you  were  t<>  accept  this  Bill, 
you  wouM  do  an  atit  for  which  your  country 
would  l)e  prateful  and  for  whieh  j>08terity  would 
conimeu  I  vou.*' 


and  temper.  I  recall  how  an  Amendment 
was  put  down  which  would  have  pledged 
the  House  to  adopt  a  fair  and  reasonable 
settlement.  I  know  from  the  author  of 
that  proposal  that  he  was  made  to  take  |  Lord  HALSBURY  :  My  Lords, 
that  Amendment  off  the  Paper  because  although  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
he  was  told  that  it  would  not  receive  the  '  has  occupied  his  fair  share  of  this  Debate, 
support  of  the  Conservative  Party,  whom  ;  I  am  compelle<l  to  say  that  the  one  thing 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  had  forced  to  he  has  not  done  is  to  explain  or  defend 
meet  the  Bill,  not  with  an  Amendment  i  this  Bill.  We  have  had  what  I  confess 
of  that  kind,  but  with  a  completely  '  to  my  mind  looks  like  an  attack,  and  an 
hostile  Amendment,  and  with   no  8\ig-\*vuUw\«.Uon  to  all  your  Lordships  who  take 
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a  different  view  to  my  noble  and  learned 
FrieuJ.  It  does  uot  appear  to  be  re- 
spectful. He  (■ommeneed  and  closed 
with  tbe  remark  that,  bowever  cou- 
clusively  be  establisbed  bis  propositioo, 
however  clear  the  necessity  for  this  BUI 
might  be,  he  was  perfectly  aware  that  it 
would  not  have  tbe  tiUghtest  eifeot  upon 
the  majority  of  you. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hebschell)  :  That  was  m  refereuce  to 
what  my  uoble  Frieud  bad  said. 

LoRU  HALSBCRY  :  I  am  extremely 
glad  to  hear  that  explaiiutioii,  because  I 
heard  with  some  palu  the  observation 
repeated  only  within  the  la-^t  few  words 
of  tbe  arguinetit,  and,  therefore,  I  am 
glad  to  accept  his  explatiatiou*  We  bad 
lo  appeal  to  tiie  authority  of  the  other 
House,  I  am  not  aware  that  the  authority 
of  tbe  other  House  was  iu  questiouat  alb 
Of  qoor^ie,  I  can  understaud,  if  tbe  re- 
jeotion  of  thig  Bill  h  to  be  made  the 
subject  of  attack  at  meotiugs  in  tbe 
country  and  elsewhere, such  an  expression 
as  that  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friendly 
of  great  use.  I  regret  that  thai  topic 
should  be  introduced  here.  My  noble 
aud  learned  Friend's  advocacy  was  ex- 
tremely skilful  ;  be  htt8  mnuaged  to  direct 
the  discussion  to  a  subject  that  is  not 
what  we  are  engaged  ujx>n.  The 
subject  we  are  engaged  upon  here 
i«  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  and 
I  confabs  I  should  like  to  knovi%  and  I 
hope  to  bear  from  the  Prime  Minister, 
if  we  are  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
what  h  tbe  principle  fhey  affirm*  Be- 
cause J  suppose  it  h  a  part  of  the  Par- 
liamentary procedure  that  we  affirm  the 
principles  of  thi^  Bill  by  tbe  Second 
Reading.  I  wilt  discuss  in  a  moment 
of  what  it  consists,  hut  before  I  pass 
away  from  ray  noble  aud  learned  Frieud^s 
Initial  observation,  1  must  refer  for  a 
moment  to  another  observation  of  his 
about  the  passage  of  this  Bill  in  the 
other  House.  One  nob!o  Lord  hatl  bad 
the  temerity  to  say  that  the  gag  w^aa 
Dover  applied  to  this  BilL  That  is 
we  remember  tbe 
St  of  August  ;  but  I 
it  did  not  liecome 
with  a  due  sense  of 
those  who  were  dis- 
cusBiDg  the  Bill  declined  to  have  a  sham 
discusEion,  and  withdrew  from  tbe  dis- 
cussion* One  further  observation  was 
made  by  my  noble  and    learned  Friend 


astonishing     wdien 
Resolution  of  the 
suppose  he    meant 
necessary,  because 
their    own   dignity 


[  ou  a  very  dangerous  topic.  He  said  this 
!  Bill  bad  been  based  and  had  come  to  us 
I  by  tbe  voice  and  the  will  of  the  Repre- 
seutativeii  of  tbe  people.  He  told  us  be 
i  never  appro ve* I  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
]  as  a  thing  which  cquKI  be  upheld.  Did 
it  ever  occur  ro  bim  to  ask  himself  bow 
many  of  the  Representatives  of  the  people 
combined  in  that  conspiracy  ?  When  one 
coosiders  the  history  of  tliis  measure  aud 
the  mode  by  which  this  Bill  bas  been 
introduced,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
Government  had  used  a  majority  far 
exceeding  their  proper  number  to  force 
this  Bill  through  the  Commons,  the 
matter  which  I  should  think  would  l»e 
most  importaut  to  consider  would  be  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  itself.  It  is  idle 
of  ray  noble  and  learned  Friend  to  dis- 
miss the  tribunal  as  of  little  importance. 
Why,  the  very  essence  of  the  Bill  is  tbe 
tribunal,  or  so-called  tribunal,  which  is 
constituted  under  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hehsciiell)  :  I  beg  to  say  I  did  not  say 
anything  of  the  kind. 

LoRi>  HALSBURY  :    I    will  accept 
any  explanation  that  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  likes  to  offer.  From  the  beginning 
to  the  end  of  his  speech  be  bas  not  once 
replied  io  the  observation  that  the  tribunal 
he  has  constituted  is  a  tribunal   that  can 
I  do  anything  it  pleases.     Tbe  constitu- 
1  tion    of    this    tribunal    constitutes    the 
'  wdiole  point  of  this  Bill.  lean  quite  under- 
stand Parliament  in  its  supreme  authority 
laying  down  certain  laws,  perhaps  different 
from  ours.     I  can  imagine  Parliament  in 
its  anthority  laying  down  a  code  for  Ire- 
land, but  it  shtmld  be  for  the  people  then 
to  know  what  arc  their  rights.     But  this 
creates  three  Dictjitors,  who  are  to  make 
their  own  laws,  and  who  are  to  have   no 
guidance    by    Statute    what  to   do,   but 
;  to     determine     each     by    the     circum- 
,  stances   of    the   district.     What    is   tbe 
meaning  of  **  the   circumstances  of    tbe 
I  district"  ?  What  were  tbe  circumstances 
I  of  the  district   which   made  it  desirable 
that  a  certain  tenant  should  be   restored. 
I  It  is  perfectly  novel  in  tbe  whole  history 
of  British  legislation  and  my  noble  Friend 
I  has  been  challenged  for  a  precedent  for 
I  such   a  system  and    he  has  failed,    and 
I  where  be  bas  failed   none  arc  likely  to 
I  succeed.       In  the   Mathew   Commission 
evidence  was  given  that   in  a  great  num- 
ber  of    cases  the  evicted   tenants    were 
restored,  but  vu  two  ot  iSxt^^  ^jiZl  V^isxsk  *vw 
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was  said  that  difficuhree  hud  arisen  witb 
the  landlord,  and  on  further  inquiry  it 
was  found  that  the  landlord,  in  more 
than  one  case,  had  restored  the  great 
body  of  the  tenants,  but  would  refuse  to 
restore  those  who  had  been  the  leaders 
of  the  agitation  against  the  authority  of 
the  law.  Is  such  a  thing  to  justify  the 
restoration  of  the  leaders  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  in  a  particular  district  ?  It  is 
not  for  us  to  cooje<;ture  ;  we  have  a  right 
to  know  from  the  Government  what  is 
the  meaning  of  those  words.  Over  and 
over  again  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  de- 
clined to  give  any  explanation.  We  are 
not  told  what  the  Government  mean  by 
"  circura stances  of  the  district  or  some 
other  cause  appearing  to  them  sufticieut/* 
What  does  that  mean  ?  It  means  any- 
thing in  the  world.  The  legal  principle 
that  you  can  refer  them  to  some  common 
jury  does  not  apply  here.  I  can  ima- 
gine no  common  jury  to  which  they 
could  be  brought  so  that  they  oould  limit 
the  authority  of  this  tribunal.  When 
you  deal  with  the  landlord's  rights  you 
have  another  question.  I  am  not  con- 
cerned at  present  to  discuss  his  rights 
more  than  any  others,  but  because  the 
man  owns  the  land  instead  of  the  money 
with  which  the  land  can  be  bought,  you 
surely  are  not  going  to  say  that  he  is  to 
be  treated  on  a  different  principle.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  would  not  for  a  moment 
induce  such  experimental  legislation. 
Would  you  dare  to  make  such  a  tribunal 
as  this  determine  the  position  of  capital 
and  labour  ?  If  you  would  your  tenure 
of  Office  would  expire  to-morrow.  Why 
is  the  landlord  to  be  treated  differently  ? 
Why  not  treat  all  in  the  same  way  f  1 
notices!  one  very  (significant  fact  that  was 
brought  out  in  the  House  of  Commons 
the  other  night.  One  Member  was 
asked,  '*  Give  me  a  single  instance  where 
a  landlord  has  been  hai^sfa,^^  and  for  his 
sins  he  was  tempted  to  give  the  name  of 
the  tenant.  The  matter  was  very  soon 
explained,  and  he  was  compelled  to  admit 
"  X  that  was  a  totally  different  case, 
e  challenge  was  not  responded  to. 
WJiat  does  this  question  amount  to  ?  An 
attempt  to  take  away  a  man^s  property 
without  compensation.  You  say  you  do 
not  take  the  property  from  the  landlords, 
but  only  prevent  them  exercising  their 
will*  It  seems  to  me  that  you  take  my 
life  sfyoQ  Cake  the  property  which  would 
BUBtAia  my  life :  but  the  tribunal  wWeVi 
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is  to  doal  with  the  question  is,  as  I  sayt 
left  without  guidance  entirely.  Tbe 
question  id  dispute  here  is  that  the  lan<l* 
lord  has  got  the  land  and  the  tenant 
wants  to  get  it.  That  is  not  a  dispute. 
One  man  wants  the  property  of  another. 
It  is  sometimes  distinguished  in  our 
Courts  by  another  and  a  harsher  name. 
Go  to  the  country  and  say,  **  Here  is  a& 
existing  sore  ;  here  is  u  thing  wbioii 
makes  the  government  of  Ireland  diffi* 
cult,  and  we  propose  a  remedy.**  Well, 
the  Lords  throw  it  out.  That  is  their 
fault.  Why  do  yon  not  demand  the  Bill 
if  you  believe  that  80  per  cent,  of  the 
cases  will  be  settled  voluntarily  ?  If  that 
could  be  doue,  why  did  not  the  Govern* 
ment  do  it  in  this  Bill  ?  Is  it  the  fact 
that  they  would  not  be  permitted  to  de 
so  in  the  other  House  ?  It  has  been  so 
suggested*  I  cannot  tell.  They  know 
their  own  secrets  Ijetter  than  I  do.  If 
yon  realty  think  that  80  per  cent,  of  the 
cases  would  be  settled  by  voluntary 
arrangements  it  is  obvious  that  the  objec- 
tion of  this  BiU  would  be  a  very  smaU 
one — only  20  per  cent.  It  was  a  groee 
fallacy.  Many  a  landlord  who  was  in  a 
position  of  inlluence  in  his  county  would 
assist  and  aid  any  voluntary  principle  by 
which  he  and  his  tenants  might  be  made 
friends  for  the  future,  but  when  he  is 
confronted  with  a  measure  which 
at  every  turn  annihilated  his  righte 
he  would  hardly  be  disposed  t4> 
do  so.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
says  it  actually  increases  the  facility  for 
voluntary  settlement.  If  it  does,  it  ia 
the  oddest  voluntary  settlement  I  have 
ever  beard  of  in  my  life.  That  l)elng 
the  condition  of  the  Bill,  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  I  think  with  great  skill 
and  his  accustomed  caution,  does  not  say 
one  word  about  it.  I  have  not  heard  a 
single  word  except  such  as  lead  me  to 
believe  that  the  authors  of  the  Bill  did 
not  exactly  know  what  they  were  deal- 
ing with.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
said,  I  suppose  after  the  conviction  was 
forced  upon  him,  that  I  was  right  and  he 
was  wrong,  that  it  was  a  matter  of  no 
importance.  If  this  Bill  passed  into  law\ 
I  take  it  my  noble  and  learned  Frieml 
would  deal  with  it  as  it  is,  and  the  effect 
will  be  this  :  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  not  know  to  what  tribnnal 
these  things  are  to  be  referred.  It 
almost  seems  as  if  the  Government  had 
m«4^  xi^  Vu  mind  that  suoh  a  BiU  coulil 
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not  pass.  It  is  all  very  well  for  my 
noble  nud  learued  Frieoil  to  saj  that 
posterity  will  discharge  the  debts  which 
are  incurred  in  its  bebalf.  I  heard  all 
that  20  years  ago  in  the  Hou»e  of  Com- 
mou8,  but  we  are  now  doing  the  same 
thing  all  over  again.  Was  it  for  this 
object  that  this  Bill  waa brought  forward  ? 
I  read  an  instructing  paragraph  in  The 
Freefnan'i  Journal^  which  1  will  trouble 
the  Honse  with.     It  say*  : — 

*•  Mr.  Dillon,  if  need  be,  will  show  how  little 
tiwd  he  is  of  the  fight  to  jiJant  a  flag  in  Ire- 
land/* 

That  18  one  of  their  loaders.  It  is  in  The 
Freeman^ s  Journaly  and  I  iuppose  the 
authority  of  that  will  be  recognised. 
The  aacred  right  of  a  man  to  be  tried  for 
his  life  by  his  fellows  was  abolished  in 
Ireland  by  a  Government  of  which  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was  a  Member, 
find  I  think — I  forget  the  exact  number 
—that  something  like  IjtXK)  people  were 
imprisoned  in  Kilmainham.  It  may  be 
it  was  necessary,  and  I  am  not  comment- 
ing tipon  it  as  anything  that  ought  to  be 
complained  of  against  the  Government 
of  the  day,  but  we  never  did  anything 
to  al>oli»h  the  rights  of  people  io  Ireland 
as  the  Government,  of  which  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  is  a  Member,  has 
done.  This  is  a  Bill  which,  it  cannot  be 
denied,  has  set  at  deBance  all  the  rights 
of  the  people,  and  the  only  thing  we 
h€ar  is  the  old  cuckoo  cry — **  Here  is  a 
great  social  evil  in  Ireland,  and  we  must 
do  something  for  it."  I  did  expect  from 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  when  he  got 
up  to  hear  something  in  defence  of  this 
measure,  but  here,  on  the  last  night  of  the 
Debate,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  not 
one  word  has  he  said  io  defence  of  it.  Is 
that  a  respectable  attitude  ?  He  also  used 
the  old  formula,  "If  yon  throw  it  out  it 
will  not  add  to  the  stability  of  your 
Lordships^  House.^^  I  think  it  ought  to 
be  understood  in  future,  and  that  formula 
ongbt  to  be  adopted.  The  broad  fact 
remains  stamped  on  the  measure  that  the 
Irish  people  who  disobeyed  the  law  are 
to  be  put  iu  the  places  of  the  planter 
tenants  who  stepped  in  to  restore  the 
land,  and  the  planter  tenants  are  to  be 
remove<L  I  believe  if  this  Bill  bad  been 
one  which  affected  the  evicted  tenants 
alone  it  would  have  been  bod  enough,  but 
this  will  open  up  contracts  or  arrange- 
ments which  have  existed  between  parties 
for  15  years.     Did  you  ever  hear  of  such 


a  system  of  legislation  ?  It  seems  to  me 
it  only  wanted  that  to  show  how  to  render 
it  impossible.  It  is  a  Bill  calculated  to 
injure  the  Irish  people,  and  this  is  de- 
scribed as  a  message  of  peace. 

LfORD  HOWTH  said,  he  remembered 
as  far  back  as  1870  having  the  privilege 
of  sitting  in  the  other  House,  and  he  felt 
it  bis  duty  then  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  Land  Bill  then  passing  through,  and 
he  remembered  remarking  tliat  that  Bill 
did  not  go  far  enough  in  favour  of  the 
tenant  on  the  score  of  expediency  and  on 
the  score  of  avoiding  future  trouble  and 
of  lessening  future  crime  and  ill-feeling. 
He  was  in  accord  with  the  principles  of 
the  present  Bill ;  but  when  he  coosiilered 
its  authorship  and  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  had  been  brought  forward, 
he  felt  it  incumbent  upon  him  to  vote 
against  it.  The  Government,  like  men 
in  monetary  difficulties,  had  waited  till 
the  last  moment  to  pay  their  debt.  They 
had  declined  to  deal  with  the  measure 
till  the  hist  moment,  and  had  then 
refused  to  allow  it  to  be  discussed. 
He  did  not  think  that  even  Mr.  Glad- 
stone in  his  gi*eat  anxiety  for  the  welfare 
and  prosperity  of  the  Irish  tenants  ever 
advocated  or  thought  of  bringing  forward 
a  measure  of  this  character.  Under  the 
Home  Kule  Bill  it  was  provided  that  a 
certain  number  of  years  should  elapse 
before  any  legislation  should  be  under- 
taken with  regard  to  the  land,  and  these 
tenants  would  have  Ixsen  kept  out  in  the 
cold.  With  regard  to  this  Bill,  he  re- 
gretted to  see  that  it  was  so  very  one- 
sided. He  did  not  know  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  framed  the  Bill ; 
he  hardly  thought  that  they  could  have 
done,  for  it  bore  so  strong  an  imitation  of 
another  Bill  frametl  in  opposition  to  the 
landlords*  interests.  He  held  that  they 
as  landlords  had  a  right  to  rebel  against 
such  a  measure.  The  vital  question 
raised  in  connection  with  it  was  to  be  found 
in  the  compulsory  clauses,  and  without 
going  over  the  already  we)i*trodden 
ground  he  would  simply  observe  that  he 
could  not  possibly  support  such  a  pro- 
posal. Unless  some  compromise  could 
be  made,  and  the  voluntary  principle  in- 
serted, the  Bill  could  cot  be  alloweil  to 
pass.  He  could  not  understand  the  un- 
willingness of  the  Government  to  make 
this  change,  for  he  was  certain  that  if 
they  went  round  to  the  evicted  tenants 
themfteWeft   atid    ^oV  «tk    ^T.\ft<&^^v>\i.  ^ 
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their  opinions,  irrespective  of  their  leaders 
and  the  priests,  they  would  find  them  will- 
ing to  accept  a  voluntary  Bill.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  had  told  them  that  the  volun- 
tary principle  could  not  bo  accepted  be- 
cause under  it  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
allow  the  expenditure  of  public  money  ; 
but  he  believed  that  if  the  Government 
were  willing  they  could  overcome 
that  difficulty.  One  point  had  been 
altogether  lost  sight  of  in  the  course 
of  the  Debates  on  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
the  resisting  power  of  the  landlords.  It 
appeared  to  him  they  would  be  able  to 
develop  a  great  resisting  power,  and  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  describe  what 
might  occur  in  the  way  of  trouble  and 
annoyance  if  an  evicted  tenant  were 
forced  upon  them.  He  thought  it  would 
be  well  if  some  of  the  more  sincere 
friends  of  the  Irish  tenants  would  make 
it  clear  to  them  that  unless  the  compul- 
sory system  was  modifiod  very  greatly, 
and  indeed  got  rid  of  altogether,  there 
was  no  prospect  whatever  of  these  unfor- 
tunate people  being  restored  to  their 
homes.  As  to  the  laudlonls,  who  were 
on  their  defence  that  day,  he  ventured  to 
assert  that  they  were  in  no  way  to 
blame  for  the  present  condition  of  affairs. 
He  hud  only  one  other  point  to  touch 
upon,  and  that  was  a  danger  ahead  of 
them  ^ihould  the  Bill  ever  become  law. 
He  believed  one  of  the  objects  of  the 
promoters  of  the  measure  was  to  make 
the  valuation  to  be  placed  upon  derelict 
farms  and  broken-down  fences  and 
cabins  a  precedent  for  future  valuations. 
One  of  these  valuations  would  probably 
have  to  be  made  next  year,  and  it  would 
be  very  hard  if  the  valuations  made  under 
the  Bill  were  to  constitute  a  basis  for 
valuations  all  over  the  country.  He  did 
not  wish  to  censure  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment for  this  ;  probably  they  had 
not  foreseen  this  possible  result,  which, 
however,  was  certainly  contemplated  by 
the  tenants'  advisers  and  by  the  clergy. 
Although  he  spoke  with  every  respect 
for  Mr.  FottrclU  one  of  the  persons  most 
skilled  in  settling  dilFerences  between 
Irish  landlords  and  tenants,  he  ought  to 
be  aware  of  this  great  danger — a  danger 
all  the  more  emphasised  by  the  very 
reason  of  his  admitted  eminence 
in  making  valuations.  He  thought 
that  valuations  made  under  the 
BiU  should  be  treated  as  exceptional, 
And  In  no  way  affect  the  general  priivcipVc 
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of  valuation  now  obtainiDg  in  Ireland. 
If  the  Bill  were  modifi^  and  ni«de 
voluntary,  it  might  be  accepted  m  a 
measure  of  mercy  and  charity,  but  m 
at  present  framed  it  certainly  did  not 
offer  the  best  way  of  giving  relief  to  the 
unfortunate  evicted  tenants. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  SANDHUBax) 
said,  that  although  he  was  not  an  Iriah 
landlord,  and  had  not  the  honour  of 
following  the  profession  of  the  law,  be 
wislied  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  Bill. 
He  had  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  spoken  would  have  given  the 
Government  his  vote,  ^r  he  had  expressed 
himself  in  favour  of  a  Voluntary  Bill, 
and  if  this  measure  were  allowed  to  pass 
a  Second  Reading  their  Lordships  in 
Committee  could  amend  it  in  any  way 
they  desired.  He  had  also  hoped  that 
the  Government  might  claim  and  receive 
the  vote  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  because 
every  word  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  on  the  Compensation  for  Disturb- 
ance Bill  13  or  14  years  ago  applied  to 
the  Bill  now  before  their  Lordships.  He 
well  remembered  the  Debate  on  that  Bill, 
and  he  was  on  that  occasion  immensely 
struck  with'the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke, 
for  it  made  him  realise  for  the  first  time 
— he  was  then  young  in  politics — the 
grave  importance  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question.  The  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment  in  relation  to  Ireland  was  frequently 
subjected  to  attack  from  many  quarters, 
but  he  ventured  to  claim  on  its  behalf 
that,  at  any  rate,  it  had  so  far  been  suc- 
cessful, for  never  had  there  been  a  time 
when  Ireland  was  more  tranquil  under 
the  ordinary  law  than  it  was  now.  He 
had  been  told  by  many  people  high  in 
authority  in  the  country  as  statesmen 
that  the  question  really  before  the  Irish 
people  was  not  the  Home  Rale  but  the 
Land  question,  and  that  being  so  he 
ventured  to  think  this  Bill  would  go  far 
in  giving  satisfaction  to  the  Irish  tenants. 
Lord  Lonsdale  had  reminded  their 
Lonlships  that  this  was  a  political 
question.  But  then  almost  every  question 
that  came  before  them  for  discussion  was 
political.  Personally,  he  would  be  in- 
clined to  describe  this  as  a  social  Bill 
rather  than  as  a  political  one — its  prin- 
cipal purpose  being  well  described  by  the 
words,  '*to  live  and  let  live.*'  He 
vi\\ftVied  to  refer  for  a  few  minutes  to  what 
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'WHS  known  as  Mr,  RusselPs  dause.  Tlie 
noble  Lord  who  was  lately  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  England  had  asserted  that  the 
Government  when  the  Bill  came  to  the 
House  knew  that  it  would  not  pass,  and 
indeed  did  not  expeet  it  to.  He  ven- 
tured to  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  until 
the  Second  Reading  in  the  other  House 
the  Government  were  extremely  sanguine 
that  it  w^ould  become  law.  In  verj 
many  quarters  a  desire  had  been 
expressed  that  a  settlement  should 
be  come  to,  and  it  w^as  only  in  the 
course  of  the  Second  Reading  Debate 
that  the  attitude  of  /ton  ponsumus  was 
taken  up.  As  to  Mr.  Russell's  clause, 
which  had  now  become  famous,  how 
was  it  drafted  in  the  first  instauce  ? 
When  it  was  laid  before  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1891,  Mr.  Russell  proposed 
that  it  should  be  ante -dated  five  years, 
which  would  just  bring  in  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  tenants,  and  he  explainetl  it 
would  bring  to  an  end  about  three- 
fourths  of  the  disputes,  and  woutd 
apply  to  the  Coolgreany,  Pousonby,  and 
Olphert  eptates.  Mr.  Balfour  at  that 
time  also  expressed  an  opinion  that  any- 
thing which  could  be  done  to  settle  these 
disputes  ought  to  be  supported.  But 
later,  on  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Sexton^  a 
proposal  was  made  to  ante-date  the 
clause  from  the  1st  of  May,  1879, 
and  it  was  the  date  adopted  in  the  Bill. 
Unhappily,  as  Mr.  Russetl  had  said,  the 
clause  was  not  successful,  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  now  laying  before  their 
Lordships  something  which  it  was  hoped 
would  meet  the  difficulties  of  the  case. 
As  would  be  reraemberedj  Mr.  Rnsseira 
clause  dealt  only  with  the  tenant  loss 
lands,  and  Mr.  Eussell  in  his  speech  on 
it  said — 

"  So  far  as  the  t^^nanted  holdings  are  con- 
ocmed,  there  are  groat  difficulties  in  bringing 
them  under  the  operation  of  the  clause/* 

But  w^hat  were  his  reasons  for  that  ? 
The  lateness  of  the  Session  and  the  pos- 
sibility that  the  clause  might  not  be 
earrieii  in  another  place  if  sneh  holdings 
were  included.  But  it  evidently  occurred 
t-o  this  gentleman,  who  was  an  iuflueutiat 
Member  of  the  Unionist  Party,  that  it 
would  be  right  to  nse  the  public  credit 
for  the  purpose  of  reinstating  these 
tenants,  As  he  had  said,  the  clause  failed, 
and  it  had  been  alleged  in  some  quarters 
that  it  failed  by  reason  of  the  provision 
for  ft  six  months*  notice  ;  and  further  it 


was  suggested  that  the  failure  was 
brought  aliout  by  certain  eombi nations 
that,  however,  did  not  appear  to  be 
known  to  the  Maihew  Commission, 
because  that  body  expressly  reyjoried 
that  they  did  not  think  there  had  been 
any  wish  or  any  combinutioji  to  frustrate 
the  proper  working  of  the  clause.  He 
did  not  wish  to  pose  before  their  Lord- 
ships as  being  in  any  way  more  sympa*  ' 
thetic  in  regard  to  the  horrors  of  evic- 
tions than  any  other  noble  Lord  theu 
present ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  could 
not  help  saying  as  a  private  Englishman 
who  obtained  Im  information  from  the 
daily  Pi-ess  that  the  story  of  those 
evictions  to  a  certain  extent  lowered  the 
pride  he  felt  in  being  an  Englishman, 
This  was  not  the  language  of  cant  ;  it 
was  a  most  sincere  feeling  on  bis  part. 
As  had  been  stated  by  many  conversant 
with  the  question  it  \vn&  only  those  who 
lived  among  the  Irish  peasantry  whocould 
accurately  gauge  the  [>easunt*s  affection 
for  the  land  on  which  he  had  been 
brought  up.  He  would  call  to  his  assist- 
ance on  this  point  a  passage  from  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  Duke  of  Argyll^ 
who  said — 

**  The  tenantfl  of  Ireland  have  «uch  a  love  for 
their  homes  that  they  wouhl  sabroit  to  anything 
mther  than  l>e  <letache(l  fn^ni  the  *>il  on  which 
they  live/' 

The  Bill  before  their  Lordships  was 
directed  to  the  gratification  of  ih*^  pas- 
sionate devotion  which  the  noble  Duke 
had  described  in  such  eloquent  language 
Their  Lordships  would,  of  course, 
member  the  Bessborough  Commission, 
which  reported  that — 

"The    Land    Act   of    1870    failed    to  give 
adequate  securit^v  v^'-^'-'^H^^-  ...n.,;.,,*  ^j^ 
crease  of  rents.  lat 

m«nag0d,but  on  entlj 

acqaired^  rents  have  Urtjii  raisttl  not  only  beyona 
the  value  of  the  laud,  but  even  so  a,-*  to  absorli 
the  tenants'  improvements/* 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL:  I«  the 
noble  Lord  quoting  from  my  speech  ? 

Lord  SANDHURST:  ^'o;  from 
the  Report  of  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion. The  passage  I  quoted  from  the 
noble  Duke's  speech  simply  had  reference 
to  the  love  of  the  Irish  for  their  homes. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  What  was 
the  date  of  mv  speech  ? 

Lord  SA>nDHI  RST  ;  August  3, 
1889,  and  the  occasion  was  the  Compen- 
sation for  Disturbance  Bill.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  remembet  l\x«i\.  \%11  ^^^  ^ 
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bad  year,  1878  was  worse,  and  1879  was 
declureJ  hy  the  Cow  per  Commission  to 
l>e  the  worst  year  of  the  ceotury — 1846 
aloue  excepted.  EvictioiiH,  the  average 
of  which  had  beeu  500  for  five  year« 
previous  to  1877,  iocreaeed  in  number 
until  in  the  first  six  mouths  of  18B0  they 
numbered  over  1,000,  The  figures 
were:  For  the  five  years  ending  1877, 
503;  187»,  743;  1879,  1,908;  aod  to 
Juue  20,  1880,  1,073.  Now  he  thought 
a  ease  had  been  made  out  for  the  adop- 
tion of  some  extraordinary  measures  oo 
behalf  of  the  evicted  teuants  against 
whom  everything  appeared  to  have  com- 
blijed.  He  was  almost  ashamed  to  men- 
tion these  matters  before  Irish  landlords 
who  were  perhaps  better  acquainted  than 
himself  with  the  real  i^tate  of  affairs, 
[Viscount  PowERscoL  RT  :  Hear^  hear  [] 
He  presumed  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
contradict  the  stnlement  he  had  made. 

•Viscount  POWERSCOURT  :  No; 
I  meant  that  we  were  better  acquainted 
with  the  affairs  of  Irehtnd  than  you  are. 
Loud  SANDHURST  said,  he  was 
dealiniij  with  facts.  In  the  years  he  had 
named  the  potato  crop  and  the  turf  failed, 
the  tenants  lost  a  great  deal  of  credit 
with  their  tradesmen,  and  at  the  same 
time  the  earnings  of  those  peasants  who 
were  iu  the  habit  of  crossing  to  England 
to  assist  in  the  ingathering  of  the  har- 
vest there  had  been  materially  decreased 
because  of  alterations  in  the  system  of 
agriculture.  Their  Lordships  quickly 
passed  a  Coercion  Bill,  sent  up  from  the 
other  House,  through  which  it  had  been 
forced  by  meane  of  the  Closure,  and  the 
<_TOverumeut  now  claimed  that  the  present 
Bill  was  quite  as  important  io  the  inte- 
rests of  peace  and  order  as  any  Coercion 
Bill,  and  ought  therefore  to  be  allowed 
to  go  through.  The  Duke  of  Argyll, 
when  speaking  on  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill,  remarked  that  it  was 
introduced  at  a  time  when  Ireland  had 
been  the  victim  of  the  most  unprincipled 
agitation  which  had  ever  vexed  the 
melancholy  ocean  of  Irish  |>oUticg. 
But  the  situation  to-day  had  vastly 
changed.  Ireland  was  perfectly  tran- 
quil, and  if  ever  there  was  an  occa* 
sion  when  the  hand  of  conciliation 
should  be  held  out  in  the  interests  of 
peace  it  was  the  present*  He  did, 
therefore,  suggest  to  their  Lordships — 
although  he  feared  it  was  fruitless  to  do 
so — th&i  it  would  be  a  pity  to  lose  tUU 
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golden  opportunity  of  settling  a  difficult 

question. 

TuE  Eael  of  KILMOREY  said,  that^ 
as  au  owner  of  Irish  estates,  and  as  one 
intimately  conne<!ted  with  and  interest^ 
in  Irish  politics^  he  asked  leave  to  utter 
a  few  words  in  support  of  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  rejeetioo 
of  the  Bill*  He  listened  on  the  previous 
night  with  great  interest  and  not  a  little 
surprise  to  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  Government  Beoch, 
who  speakings  he  presumed,  for  h\i 
friends  as  well  as  himself,  attempted  ti> 
blame  the  Conservatives  and  Liberal 
Unionists  because  no  compromise  had  been 
arrived  at.  TJie  point  in  dispute  between 
the  Opposition  and  the  Government 
was  one  not  of  detail,  but  of  principle. 
VV^hat  had  happened  during  the  last  few 
weeks  ?  It  was  reporteij — ^and  the  report 
bad  not  been  contradicted — that  many 
attempts  had  been  made  to  create  % 
modus  vivendi,  and  If  they  had  failed^ 
the  fault  rested  with  the  Government  and 
not  with  the  Opposition.  He  could  not 
admit  that  the  speeches  of  the  Oppost* 
tiou  breathed  hostility  root  and  brantdi  to 
the  principle  as  well  as  the  details  of  the 
Bill.  What  the  Opposition  were  oppo««d 
to  was  the  proposed  glorification  of  well* 
known  evil-doers,  to  the  reinstatement  ol 
men  who  could  pay,  but  would  not  paj 
their  rents,  and  to  the  insisteuce  ou  a 
compulsory  instead  of  a  voluntary  power* 
Those  who  alleged  that  the  UniooUt 
Party  were  actuated  by  motives  such  ms 
had  been  suggested  were  grievously  mis* 
taken,  for  they  were  as  anxious  as  the 
Government  to  bring  these  troubles  to  a 
happy  conclusion*  They  were  just  as 
full  of  the  milk  of  human  kindness  aa 
the  Government,  but  the  Unionist  Partjr 
were  just  before  being  generous,  aiul 
they  very  properly  insistetl  that  the 
scheme  should  be  made  a  voluntary  ittid 
not  a  compulsory  one.  Au  imporianl 
fact  to  keep  before  the  country  was  thiU 
all  attempts  at  compromise  had  beon  r^ 
fused  by  the  Government  and  by  tJie 
Leaders  of  the  Nationalist  Party  Iji 
another  place.  Rather  than  be  baulky 
of  the  theatriaal  display  whiob  they 
in  view — marcJiing  their  ragged  ru(Haiu| 
home  with  flags  flying,  and  brass  baajft 
playing  Nationalist  or  rebel  airs,  they  w| 
determined  to  accept  no  corapromi 
whatever,  and  therefore  it  was  the  fault 
of  the  leaders  of  ti)e  tenauta  that  Ibase 
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utifortuuale  oatcasts  would  agaia  ba  left 
on  the  bill-aide.  Of  course  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  blamed  for  that ;  it 
would  be  said  all  aloag  the  country  side 
that  it  was  their  fault  that  these 
mea  were  left  to  starve ;  but,  as  they  knew, 
it  was  not  true,  and  those  whose  opinions 
they  most  ralued  would  never  for  a  moment 
llaten  to  such  a  base  uufouuded  accusation. 
The  noble  Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill 
on  the  previous  night  said  that  a  volun- 
tary arraugeraeut  might  do  a  great  deal 
towards  settling  this  question,  but  at  the 
same  time  said  they  must  be  assured  that 
both  parties  to  the  cou tract  would  loyally 
carry  it  out.  On  that  point  he  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend,  but  he  ventured 
to  add  that  if  either  party  showed  dis- 
loyalty to  any  such  contract  it  would 
not  be  the  landlord  party.  A  noble 
liord  opposite  (Lord  Tweedmouth)  read 
their  Lordships  a  severe  lecture,  which 
culmimiled  in  something  approaching 
threatening  language,  such  as  they  were 
accustomed  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord's 
Nationalist  and  Radical  friends.  He 
spoke  of  this  as  a  landlords'  House,  or  a 
House  of  landlords,  and  added  that  they 
did  not  constitute  a  fit  and  proper  tri* 
bnual  to  adjudicate  upon  this  question. 
But  if  they  were  not  able  to  adjudicate, 
who  ou  earth  was  ?  Was  being  the  owner 
of  a  racehorse  a  bar  to  l>eing  a  member 
of  the  Jockey  Club  ?  Was  the  owner- 
ship of  a  yacht  a  bar  to  serving  on  the 
committee  of  the  Royal  Yacht  Squadron  ? 
How  was  the  Council  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society  constituted  ?  Was 
it  not  made  up  of  men  iutimately  con- 
nected with  farming  pursuits,  both  prac- 
tically and  theoretically  ?  Were  there 
not  in  that  House  a  certain  number  of 
men  who  for  many  years  past  had  paid 
the  closest  attention  to  all  matters  con- 
tieoted  with  Irish  land  and  politics,  and 
if  they  were  not  qualified  now  to  give  an 
opinion,  who  on  earth,  he  again  asketl, 
was  ?  He  left  it  to  others  to  inform 
the  noble  Lord  what  was  the  sense  of 
the  House  in  regard  to  his  speech. 
The  sneer  he  levelled  at  them  was  not 
worthy  of  him,  for  he  knew  there  were 
scores  and  hundreds  of  men  in  the 
House  who,  quite  as  much  as  Members 
Qf  the  House  of  Commons,  had  beeu  in 
th«  habit  of  associating  with  different 
classes  and  different  men,  and  hadobtaioed 
thereby  a  personal  knowledge  of  their 
Wiuit».     What  were  they  asked  to  do  by 


the  Government  ?  lo  the  first  place, 
they  were  asked  to  pass  a  measure  such 
as  had  never  before  been  seen,  a  measure 
which  put  a  premium  on  the  successful 
evasion  of  acknowledged  liabilities.  This 
measure  levelled  an  undeserved  insult  ai  i 
those  men  who  had  preferred  loyalty  and 
honesty  to  rebellion  and  fraud.  At  the 
same  time,  their  Lordships  were  invited 
to  set  aside  and  overrule  judicial  decisions 
by  giving  unlimited  power  into  the 
hands  of  an  amateur  I  ri urn v irate,  who 
would  confiscate  property  without  con- 
fiscation, and  distribute  an  enormous 
amount  of  money  to  undeserving  persons, 
entirely  forgetful  of  the  claims  of  those 
who  were  much  more  entitled  to  it. 
What  would  the  noble  Lord  or  his  friends 
opposite  say  if  his  or  their  tenantry  were 
to  rise  suddenly,  and  because  of  some  dis- 
agreement on  a  political  point  call  upon 
them  to  surrender  their  ownerships,  and 
with  cynical  insolence  state  tbat  they 
would  pay  their  rents  into  the  war  chest 
until  their  claims  had  been  conceded  ? 
The  Lord  Chamberlain  was  well  qualified 
to  give  an  opinion  on  matters  connected 
with  landed  estate  management  ;  he  was 
well-known,  too,  for  his  great  generosity 
and  his  great  ability  in  the  direction  of 
aftairs  ;  he  bore  a  high  character  both  for 
justice  and  common-sense.  What  would 
he  say  if  a  Plan  of  Campaign  were 
brought  home  to  him  with  such  practical 
feJ'ocity  ?  Surely  he  and  his  friends 
would  do  exactly  as  the  Irish  landlords 
did*  They  looked  on  the  situation  at 
first  with  astonishment ;  then  they  sought 
to  temporise  and  to  induce  the  men  to 
llsteu  to  reason,  and  when  the  limits  of 
patience  and  forbeamuce  were  reached, 
they  declared  that  they  would  have  no 
more  nonsense,  and  the  tenants  must] 
either  pay  or  go.  That  was  exactly 
what  had  happened  on  estates  in  Ireland. 
He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  one  more 
question  as  to  what  he  would  do  under 
similar  circumstances  't  Would  he,  at 
the  expiration  of  two  years,  reinstate 
those  who  had  deserted  bira,  and  turn 
out  the  honest  men  who  at  his  Invitation 
had  taken  the  farm,  much  to  his  emolu- 
ment ?  Surely  ho  would  not  be  human 
if  he  submitted  his  cheek  to  be  smitten 
in  such  a  way.  Only  an  angel  dressed 
in  Peer's  robes  could  do  that.  And  yet 
the  House  was  asked  to  grant  £250,000 
in  order  to  subsidise  the  men  who 
deliberately  broke  the  law  and  gloried  vgl 
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i\omg  it  at  tbe  time.  Surely  tliore  were 
Irishnieu  imich  more  deserviog  of  this 
mon  ey ,  I  f  a  1 1  y  c  I  ass  tl  es  e  r  vod  8  y  nipa  t  hy 
they  were  the  brave  fellows  who  ha*! 
paid  reut  iu  tmubloim  times,  not 
those  who  had  sluak  away  like  curs 
and  had  repudiated  their  liabUities. 
The  men  deliberately  broke  tbe  law, 
and  he  was  id  a  posltiou  to  ^ay  that 
the  honest  class  of  tenaDts  in  Ireland 
were  not  in  sj'mpathy  with  those  w^ho 
were  called  the  evicted  tenants.  It  was 
thoir  duty  to  make  that  fact  known  to 
the  country.  It  was  false  to  say  that 
the  agricultural  population  of  Ireland  had 
any  great  feeling  of  sympathy  for  thei^e 
tenants,  and  it  was  equally  false  to  a^ssert 
that  if  their  Lordships  rejected  this  Bill 
there  would  be  a  recurrence  of  crime  and 
disorder  in  that  country.  But  even  if 
it  did  break  out,  he  presumed  that  they 
might  look  to  Ministers  to  repress  any- 
thing of  the  kind  and  to  preserve  order. 
This  was  not  tbe  first  time  that  their 
Lordships  itad  been  told  to  accept  a  bare 
majority  in  another  place  as  an  iDfalliblc 
indicatiou  of  public  opinion.  T\m  Bill, 
which  reflected  so  little  credit  on  the 
GoverumeUt  proposing  it,  was  no  doubt 
passed  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  a 
majority  of  32  ;  but  if  they  elimiuiited 
from  that  majority  the  votes  of  the 
Nationalist  Members,  on  which  side  then 
was  the  expression  of  public  opinion?  It 
was,  moreover,  admitted  that  on  this,  as 
ou  a  former  occasion,  a  certain  number  of 
the  Members  of  the  Liberal  and  Radical 
l*arty  snpported  the  Government  con- 
tniry  to  their  private  feeling  and  convic- 
tions, but  confident  that  their  Lordships 
would  throw  it  out*  That  had  Ijeeo  stated, 
and  it  had  never,  so  far  as  he  knew, 
been  contnidicted*  They  were  like  Mr. 
Bernal  Osborne,  who  once,  after  almost 
anoihilating  a  Bill  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  turned  round  to  his  revered 
chiefs  and  promised  his  vote  in  sup- 
port of  the  measure  because  he  said  he 
did  not  mind  "  helping  a  lame  dog  over 
a  stile*"  This  Bill  bad  beeu  brought 
forward  on  the  score  of  urgency — urgency, 
he  presumed,  for  the  preservation  of 
peace  ;  but  he  would  tell  their  Lor*l ships 
that,  as  far  as  the  agricultural  population 
of  Ireland  was  concerned^  there  was  no 
urgency  at  all.  The  urgency  was  felt 
iu  another  place  by  Iler  Majesty's  Minis- 
ter, who  held  Office  by  the  sufferance 
of  men  iv/jo  for  jears  had  made  it  their 
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bonst  that  they  had  made  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  impossible.  These  were 
the  men  who  did  their  beat  to  destroy 
the  innumurable  benefits  of  the  Union, 
which,  it  was  their  hope,  would  Ik?  per- 
petuated instead  of  being  broken.  The 
Prime  Minister,  on  his  assumption  of 
Office,  elected  to  submit  the  Home  Rule 
Bill,  the  legacy  of  bis  eminent  prede- 
cessor, to  the  country ^s  decision.  He 
hoped  the  same  course  would  be  taken 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  for  there  was  no 
doubt  what  the  decision  of  the  country 
would  l)e.  In  rejecting  the  Bill  without 
hesitation  their  Lordships  would  not  onlj 
be  doing  what  they  thought  to  be  right, 
but  they  would  be  expressing  the  senti- 
ments of  the  country  at  large  by  refusing 
to  place  on  the  Statute  Book  of  the  realm 
an  Act  which  they  considered  to  be  batl 
from  begin niug  to  end. 

•ViscorN'T  POWERSCOURT  said^ 
he  was  sure  no  man  in  the  House  could 
be  more  w^illing  than  he  as  an  Irish 
landlord  to  reinstate  the  evicted  tenants 
if  it  could  be  done  on  fair  terms.  Btit 
the  terms  offered  by  the  Bill  were  not 
fair,  because  although  no  doubt  tbe 
tenants*  rights  were  strong,  the  policy  of 
the  Bill  seemed  such  that  the  landlords* 
rights  were  ignorotl  altogether.  He  for 
one  could  not  see  how,  under  a  compul- 
sory Bill,  justice  could  be  done.  He 
was  sorry  if  the  door  to  compromise  was 
closed,  but  the  waut  of  desire  for  com- 
promise belonged  to  Iler  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. What  had  been  going  od 
quite  lately  ?  The  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts 
had  been  sitting,  and  while  the  evidence 
of  the  tenants  had  iu  every  case  beeD 
heard  that  of  the  landlords  had  lieen  re- 
fused. The  noble  Earl  who  moved  the 
Second  Reading  had  spoken  of  the  Irish 
landlords  in  terms  which  he  could  not 
allow  to  pass  without  challenge.  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  they  had  nerer 
spent  money  on  their  estates*  He  knew 
one  noble  Lord  in  the  House  who  had 
spent  nearly  £40,000  in  building  houses 
and  improving  farms  within  the  last  2(1 
years,  and  he  himself,  although  he  ha4 
no  desire  to  speak  about  himself  person- 
ally, had  spent  quite  as  much  on  bis  own 
property.  Every  landlord  of  common 
sense  w*ould  seek  to  improve  his  own 
estate  by  raising  the  status  of  hie 
tenants.  He  was  informetl  by  those  who 
knew,  by  solicitors  and  land  agents  in 
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Dubliu,  that  if  this  Bill  passed  tUe  only 
remedy  which  the  landlord  would  haT6 
for  the  uou-paymeot  of  rent  would  be 
distraiuu  The  process  meant  selling 
the  8tock  ut  a  ruLuOQS  price,  and  ruining 
the  tL^nant  as  well  as  the  Uudlord.  The 
landlord  wonhl,  further^  be  subject  to  all 
sortij  of  actions  for  illegal  dUtraint, 
Surely  the  only  corollary  of  this  Bill 
would  be  one  to  prevent  eviction  alto* 
getber.  In  Kn^Uud^  in  towni^  as  well  as 
io  country,  evictiouH  for  the  recovery  of 
rent  were  of  daily  occurrence.  Why 
should  the  Irish  landlord  alone  be  pro- 
hibited from  recovering  rent  by  eviction? 
The  noble  Earl  in  saying  that  the  Irish 
landlords  had  speut  no  mouey  on  their 
estates — — 

Eaul  SrENCER  ;  I  never  said  that 
at  alL 

•ViiicocNT  rOWEBSCOURT  :  You 
said  something  very  like  it. 

Earl  SPENCER:  1  deny  that  I 
said  anything  of  the  sort.  Once  or  twice 
Bomething  I  said  hat*  been  referred  to  aa 
an  attock  on  Irish  landlordd.  It  1  did 
attack  them — as  I  am  sure  1  did  not — it 
wasj  not  my  intention  in  any  way  to  be 
unjust  to  them.  I  have  alvvayssaid  that 
a  very  large  body  of  Iriiib  laiidlordsi  have 
been  perfectly  fair  aud  equitable  in  their 
treatment  of  their  tenants  ;  but  that 
there  waa  a  rcHiilue  who  unfortunately 
have  not  acted  in  that  way. 

•V^iscoLiNT  PUWERSCOURT  said, 
the  IrLsh  landlords  had  borrowed  enor^ 
motts  sums  from  the  Board  of  VVork^ 
entirety  for  the  benefit  of  their  tenants, 
and  he  only  wished  to  add  that  they  bud 
acted  tu  quite  as  generous  and  liberal  a 
way  as  the  landlords  of  England  and 
Scotland. 

Thk  MAR<iUBd3  OF  CLANRICARDE 
£aid,  that  he  had  endeavoured  to  ascer- 
taiu  what  were  the  claims  of  the  evicted 
tenants  to  the  enormous  advantages  which 
were  accorded  to  them  and  which  no 
other  clasji  in  the  world  possessed^  and 
he  had  found  great  ditficulty  in  dis- 
covering them.  He  turned  to  the 
atatidtics  which  he  had  of  one  of  tlie 
Campaign  estates — an  estate  of  which 
he  knew  something  —  and  he  found 
directly  abundant  evidence  that  the 
claims  were  distinctly  in  most  cases  very, 
very  doubtful,  These  statistics,  which 
happened  to  be  of  his  own  estate,  were 
Qot  furnished  to  him  as  a  weapon  against 
ihis  BilU     They  were  dated   1891  and 
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1892.  They  were  sent  to  him  to  enable 
him  as  the  landowner-  to  see  how  many 
of  the  evict43d  Campaigners  it  would  be 
possible  safely  to  put  back.  Ue  found 
some  rather  peculiar  and  notable  re- 
sults. Of  these  evicted  Campaigners  59 
not  only  wished  and  asked  to  bd 
evicted,  but  insisted  on  being  evicted. 
They  would  go.  They,  many  of  them, 
confessed  that  they  were  able  to  pay,  and 
many  admitted  thiit  they  wished  to  be 
turned  out  so  that  they  might  live  on  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  Fifty-four  asked  to 
be  put  back,  and  were  put  back,  and  that 
was  evidence — though  he  did  not  say 
absolute  proof — that  the  owner  was  not 
a  uon-possumist,  if  he  might  use  the 
term.  Among  the  lists — there  were  two 
estates  kept  separately — he  found  an 
accidental  sequence  of  eight  tenants  who 
all  insisted  on  going.  They  owed  from 
6^  to  10  years*  rent,  which  was  more 
than  20  per  cent,  below  the  Government 
valuation,  the  valuation  being  £39  Ids. 
and  the  rent  £30  los.  Tijc  lists  showml, 
Mr.  Sexton  notwithstanding,  that  the  92 
Campaigners  owed  -til  yettrs'  rent,  fully 
i^vQ  years  per  head.  Further,  Mr, 
William  O'Brien  notwithstanding,  three* 
fourths  of  the  whole  lot  were  not  evicted 
until  the  latter  half  of  1B89,  long  after 
the  date  that  he  said  they  had  all  been 
evicted,  much  more  than  two  years  after 
the  baptism  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  A 
further  supplement  showed  that  41  new 
tenants,  or  plan  tens  all  consented  to  pay 
slightly  more  than  the  full  total  which 
the  eit-tenants  would  not  pay.  Among 
these  was  one  case  cited  by  Mr.  Dillon, 
who  contoudo<l  that  the  so-called  planters 
were  in  fact  bogus  tenants,  and  that  one 
of  them  who  had  taken  five  farms  of  hiB 
(Lord  Clanricarde's)  had  been  unable  to 
settle  with  the  landlord,  and  consequently 
had  disposed  of  the  tenancy  to  an  e\* 
Campaigner.  Mr.  Dillon  added  that  he 
(Lord  Clanricarde)  was  quite  capable  of 
keeping  on  the  planters  in  order  to  force 
the  combination  maliciously.  Mr.  Dillon, 
this  obliging  personality,  was  not  worth 
notice,<but  he  (Lord  Clanricarde)  followed 
the  facts  to  confute  his  distortion  of 
them.  That  planter  had  been  shown  not 
to  have  been  a  bogus  tenant  and  not  to 
have  been  in  diliiculties  by  the  simple 
fact  that  he  did  settle  with  his  landlord 
until  he  (the  planter)  died,  and  then  his 
legatee  paid  the  balance.  It  was  not  the 
planter^  but  lU©  ev W\;evi  C^^ixi^viJi^ex  Vteft 
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began  the  barter  for  the  teQanoj  bj  the 
offer  of  £100,  and  who  ultimately  offered 
£800,  -vrhich  showed  that  the  holding  was 
sd'  low  lAt  as-to  be  worth  a  good  sum  of 
monej.  Uitimatelj  the  matter  collapsed 
orer  some  details,  so  that  he  need  not 
discuss  whether  he  would  or  would 
not  give  'the  tenancy  to  the  ex- 
Campaigner.  But  be  would  point  out 
how  under  this  Bill  this  Dillon  hypothe- 
sis would  work.  The  Campaigner  owed 
the  landlord  £75  on  eviction.  That  he 
was  willing  now  to  pay  ;  he  admitted 
that  it  was  justly  due,  and  in  his  own 
words  it  was  a  "debt  of  conscience." 
By  this  BHl,  on  Mr.  Dillon's  hypothe- 
sis, the  owner  would  be  compelled  to  put 
l«ok  the  Campaigner,  who  would  have 
to  pay  not  the  owner  the  £75,  but  £125 
to  somebody  else,  an  outsider  to  whom 
nothing  was  due,  and  who  was  not  the 
owner.  That  was  absard — almost  as 
good  as  a  play.  Lastly,  the  statistics 
showed  that  the  whole  rent  of  the  farms 
still  on  hand  on  his  Campaign  estates 
was  15  per  cent,  below  the  Grovemment 
valuation.  That  was  evidence — he  would 
not  say  proof — that  the  farms  were  low- 
let,  and  there  was  no  excessive  demand 
on  the  part  of  the  owner  of  the  land. 
One  other  cognate  point — as  to  the 
antecedents  of  these  Campaigners.  Were 
they  such  as  to  preclude  the  assumption 
that  they  would  not  make  unsuitable 
tenants  ?  Fie  would  relet  to  the  cases  of 
two  of  these  evicted  tenants.  P.  McDer- 
mott  was  one  of  them.  lie  had  heard 
him  quoted  as  "  the  infernal  machine 
man,"  because  when  evicted,  owing 
4^  years'  rent,  an  infernal  machine  of 
the  worst  kind  was  found  attached  to  his 
door  which  only  missed  blowing  every- 
one to  bits  by  the  mere  chance  of  the 
lock  being  picked  and  not  forced.  That 
man's  rent  was  27  per  cent,  below  the 
Government  valuation.  The  rent  was 
£47,  and  the  ^-aluation  £65  for  the  land 
alone.  He  was  evicted  for  £89  after 
four  years'  hard  campaigning,  and  re- 
fusing any  payment  on  account  on  an 
abatement  of  20  and  25  per  cent.  Before 
the  Court  of  Investigation  he  would  give 
no  information,  and  before  the  Mathew 
Commission  he  illustrated  that  systematic 
concealment  of  important  facts  which 
marked  that  unlimited  Liability  Com- 
pany.  He  was  askeil — Question  6827,  he 
thought — wiiy  he  had  been  summoned 
before   the  Court,  and   his  answer  wm 
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that  it  was  in  consequence  of  sone  in* 
f emal  machine  alleged  to  have  been  found 
on  the  farm  of  an  evicted  tenant.  No 
one  would  guess  from  that  that  he  him- 
self was  the  evicted  tenant.  That  was 
an  important  point.  Obviously  the  law- 
abiding  landowner  preferred  that  this 
man  should  take  himself  and  his  infernal 
machine,  in  constitutional  language,  to 
'^another  place."  His  only  other  ease 
was  an  eviction  on  auother  farm-on  which 
occurred  one  of  the  worst  attempts  at 
murder  known  in  the  country  by  a  gang 
of  men.  A  manager  was  wounded  and 
the  horse  of  the  police  guard  was  killed  by 
a  bullet  from  a  volley  fired  in  broad  day- 
light on  the  Queen's  highway.  One  of 
the  gang  was  afterwards  sheltered  in  the 
house  of  the  tenant  to  whom  he  was  re- 
ferring. This  man  also  would  give  uo 
information.  Were  the  landlords  to  take 
such  men  as  these  back  again  ?  There 
must  be  a  limit.  Some  of  these  men 
who  were  Campaigners  and  were  evicted 
were  known  to  the  police  as  sospeets  of 
the  worst  kind.  A  number  of  them  did 
their  worst  to  force  on  civil  war,  saeh 
was  the  combined  violence  of  their  op- 
position to  the  execution  of  the  law.  It 
was  done  to  hamper  the  Government,  but 
for  the  Campaigners  the  worst  tactical 
blunder  was  that  which  disqualified  them 
from  any  future  tenancy.  They  them- 
selves shut  the  door  in  their  own  faces. 
On  the  other  hand,  a  number  of  those 
who  quietly  gave  up  possession  were,  in 
consequence,  put  back. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  the  time  has  come  when  it  is 
my  duty,  on  behalf  of  my  friends  behind 
me,  to  sum  up  what  has  passed  in  this 
Debate,  but  1  own  it  is  a  duty  which  I 
look  forward  to  with  apprehension,  and 
difficult  to  perform  on  account  of  the 
extreme  meagreness  of  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  with  which  I  shall 
have  to  deal.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  wat  principally 
occupied  in  variations  of  different  kinds 
upon  the  old  tune  of  tu  quoque.  Some- 
thing that  somebody  had  said  or  done 
at  a  previous  period  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  sufficient  justification  in  the  eyes  of 
Parliament  and  of  the  public  of  principles 
and  provisions  which  might  be  objected 
to  in  this  Bill.  Does  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  seriously  believe  that  the 
English  people  will  take  a  bad  Bill  more 
^\\\\Ti^\^  iiom  lUe  present  Grovemment 
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because  it  is  pToyed — if  it  can  be  proved, 
which  I  deny — that  some  previous  Go- 
vernraent  produced  something  equally 
bad  ?  Such  arguments  appear  to  be  en- 
tirely irrelevant,  and  I  shall  not  follow 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  that  line. 
But  I  will  notice  one  reference  which  he 
made  to  our  conduct,  to  our  present  and 
recent  conduct,  because  he  did  me  the 
honour  to  appeal  to  myself  immediately. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  dwelt  with 
extreme  eloquence  upon  the  sufierings  of 
the  tenants  who  have  been  evicted  in 
Ireland,  and  many  other  noble  Lords  have 
done  the  same.  The  idea  that  appeared 
to  fill  their  minds  was  that  we  were  all 
destitute  of  any  compassion  or  sympathy 
for  misfortune,  and  only  animated  by  a 
vindictive  feeling  against  those  who  had 
broken  the  law.  I  defy  him  to  find  in 
the  speeches  of  any  representative  men 
on  our  side  in  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment any  justification  for  that  view. 
We  have  always  desired  that  com- 
passion and  mercy  should  be  exer- 
cised as  far  as  possible.  We  have  wished 
that  this  Bill  should  assume  a  compas- 
sionate form  in  which  it  was  possible  for 
US  to  concur  with  the  Government  in  re- 
lieving those  who  had,  perhaps  unjustly, 
suffered,  in  mitigating  the  sufferings  and 
punishment  of  others,  perhaps  the  large 
majority,  whose  real  ofiEenc6  was  that 
they  had  been  dUped  by  men  more  prac- 
tised and  less  scrupulous  than  themselves. 
And  even  if  such  a  measure  had  in  its 
effect  relieved  the  punishment  due  to  men 
for  whom  little  extenuation  could  have 
been  said,  we  would  willingly  have  ac- 
cepted a  provision  of  that  merciful  kind 
in  view  of  the  general  duties  of  rulers  to 
exercise  mercy,  and  the  special  duty  of 
doing  it  where  bitter  feelings  have  to  be 
healed,  and  the  remembrance  of  past  con- 
tests have  to  be  efl&ced.  But  we  must 
do  it  without  sacrificing  the  rights  of 
others  or  injuring  innocent  persons.  We 
cannot  consent  to  do  what  is  called  heal- 
ing a  sore  and  conjuring  danger  by  fling- 
ing to  these  evicted  tenants  another  slice 
of  the  attenuated  rights  of  Irish  landlords. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  seemed  to  me 
to  flinch  from  discussing  that  which  is 
the  central  point  of  the  Bill — namely,  the 
power  and  position  of  these  Arbitrators. 
The  peculiarity  of  the  Bill  is  the  enor- 
mous power,  the  unprecedented  power, 
which  is  given  to  three  men  over  the 
property  and  rights  of  a  large  body  of 


Irish  landlords.  To  refuse  to  discuss  the 
constitution  and  character  of  the  arbitra- 
tion is  to  flinch  from  dealing  with  the 
most  essential  part  of  the  Bill.  Arbitra- 
tion is  a  sort  of  despotism.  It  is  a  little 
bit  of  despotism.  Like  many  other  great 
poisons,  despotism,  if  taken  in  very  small 
doses,  and  with  very  great  precautions,  i^ 
a  wholesome  medicine,  and  that  is  the 
case  with  arbitration  ;  but  then  it  does  not 
follow,  because  you  take  it  in  certain 
cases,  with  careful  precautions  against  its 
abuse,  that  therefore  you  are  entitled 
without  restraint  and  without  guidance  to 
fling  down  before  the  feet  of  any  arbitra- 
tors who  may  be  chosen  the  rights  of  men 
to  l)e  dealt  with  in  an  undefined  manner 
according  to  no  standard  and  under  the 
guidance  and  protection  of  no  law.  The 
arbitration  of  these  gentlemen  is  wanting 
in  the  most  essential  characteristics  of 
arbitration.  The  noble  Lord  the  Privy 
Seal  appeared  to  imagine  that  all  that 
was  wanting  to  secure  the  success  of  the 
experiment  was  to  give  the  Arbitrators  a 
free  hand.  But  arbitration,  to  be  satis- 
factory and  effectual,  must  satisfy  two 
conditions  :  The  Arbitrators  must  be  ac- 
ceptable to  the  persons  over  whom  they 
are  to  arbitrate,  and  they  must  be  impar- 
tial men.  Neither  of  tnese  conditions  is 
satisfied  in  the  case  of  the  present  Arbi- 
trators. They  are  notoriously  imposed  bv 
force  upon  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
They  would  be  utterly  unsatisfactory 
to  them,  and  they  are  not  impartial  men. 
I  do  not  wish  to  say  a  word  that  can  hurt 
the  feelings  of  these  three  gentlemen  or 
can  cast  a  slur  upon  them.  I  am  ready 
to  attribute  to  them  all  capacities  and  all 
virtues.  But  when  I  say  that  they — or 
rather  the  two  of  them  who  form  the 
majority — are  not  impartial ;  that  in  the 
conflict  which  divides  every  home  and 
almost  every  family  in  Ireland,  they  have 
a  distinct  bias,  I  am  only  asserting  of 
them  that  what  I  am  afraid  is  true  of  all 
Irishmen,  or  very  neariy  every  Irishman, 
and  it  certainly  casts  no  slur  whatever 
upon  their  honour  or  their  character.  The 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  spoke  highly  of  the  character 
and  capacity  of  these  Arbitrators.  I 
think  he  must  have  forgotten  the  time 
when  we  were  discussing  in  this  House 
the  «trange  proceedings  of  Mr.  Fottrell, 
who  was  the  old  solicitor  to  the  Land 
League,  and  who,  after  he  wo.^  «^\\^S!v^\ 
to  the  Land  Loagw^^  ^w^'a  tosAft  ^\^V5)\\5^^ 
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to  some  Government  Department,  ami 
in  that  character  published  aud  circulatedj 
through  the  maehJuer}*  of  the  Goveru- 
metit  Department,  a  pamphlet  praisiogthe 
language  and  character  and  maintauiiiig 
the  doctrines  of  Michael  Davi tt*  Well, 
Mt,  Fottrell  is  a  tenants'  man*  He  \» 
not  a  worse  man  for  that.  We  must  all 
have  our  opinions,  and  he  has  his.  But 
he  is  not  impartial.  He  may  have  every 
virtue^  but  he  is  not  impartial.  With 
respect  to  Mr.  Greer,  I  believe  him  to  be 
a  very  learnoJ  and  a  very  able  man,  and 
I  again  disclaim  moi$t  earnestly  any  wish 
to  say  anything  that  can  be  wounding  to 
his  feelings  ;  bnt  it  is  a  matter  of  fact  that 
he  has  been  giving  evidence  before  a 
Committee  of  the  lloune  of  Commomi 
during  this  enmmer,  and  that  he  has 
given  evidence  in  the  strongest  wuy 
upon  all  the  burning  questions  that  are 
at  issue  between  landlord  and  tenaut ;  he 
has  given  evidence  in  favour  of  the 
tenant.  Again  it  is  no  disgrace  to  him. 
We  mu^t  all  take  our  sides.  But  be  is 
not  an  impartial  man.  And  to  give  these 
enormous  powers  over  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  to  two  men  who  are  not  impar- 
tial is  entirely  to  misconceive  the  nature 
and  the  character  of  the  functions  of 
arbitration,  and  to  convert  it  into 
the  worst  of  despotisms.  It  ia  no 
use  to  tell  me  tliat  these  Arbi- 
trators will  often  perform  justice, 
and  that  they  are  very  excellent 
men.  The  men  who  sat  in  the  Star 
Chamlier  were  very  excellent  men,  and 
they  very  often  performed  justice.  They 
did  not  cut  every  bo4ly*s  ears  off.  But 
still  we  have  all  had  since  that  time  ii 
very  righteous  horror  of  abandoning 
without  restraint,  without  law,  without 
guidances — abandoning  to  Judges,  how* 
ever  eminent,  unrestricted  power  over  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  their  fellow-men. 
I  daresay  many  of  the  men  of  the 
Bevolutionary  Tribunal  were  very  ex- 
oellentf  and  they  certainly  possessed  that 
one  characteristic  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Privy  Seal  desires,  they  bad  a  free 
hand.  The  Sultan  of  MoroceOf  the  Sul- 
tan of  Turkey,  and  the  Shah  of  Persia  all 
have  a  free  hand,  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
a  word  that  would  injure  the  feelings  of 
these  potentates.  I  desire  to  attribute 
to  them,  as  I  do  to  the  Arbitrators,  all 
capacities  and  all  virtues,  but  I  say  they 
wouli}  not  he  impartial  Arbitrators  ;  and 
nothing  is  moro  astonishing  or  paiutuV  tQ 

TAe  MarquBU  of  Salitburt^ 


me  than  the  way   in   wliich   numbers 
politicians^  many  of   them  belonging  to 
schools  that  atfect  a  special  guardianship 

,  uver  the  liberty  of  mankind,  are  willing, 
for  the  slightest  Parliament^try  or  politi- 
cal object,  to  hand  over  the  property  and 
the  rights  of   their  fellowmen  to  the  un- 

I  restricted  and  unguided  power  of  persons 

I  who  certainly  have  no  special  attribute  of 

I  impartiality  to  commend  tiiem  to  such  a 
frcmendous  office.  Another  very  intere*t- 

I  ing  thing^ — a  matter  that  has  appeared 
to  me  to  reveal  itself  in  this  Debate^ 
is  the  development,  if  I  may  use  a  slang 
word,  the  evolution,  which  is  taking  place 
in  the  landlord,  or  rather  the  landlord  of 
pypuliir  apprehension.  In  my  youth  the 
landlord  was  rather  a  respectable 
person ;  he  was  admired,  and  people 
were  willing  to  think  well  of  him  rather 
than  ill*  As  I  grew  older  the  balance 
seGme<l  to  me  to  iuclinc  until  at  hist  there 
was  a  little  doubt  about  a  landlord,  but 
still  he  was  recognised  as  a  human  being 
who  had  thesame  claims  to  justice  as  any 
other  man,  and  to  whom,  however,  un- 
willingly the  rights  of  British  citixenship 
should  be  freely  accorded.  But  we  are 
advancing  beyond  that.  The  landlord  is 
assuming  the  position  of  the  Jew  of  th^ 
Middle  Ages  or  the  pariah  of  India.  He 
is  an  outcast.  He  is  a  man  for  whom  we 
may  have  compassion  and  symparby,  but 
who  has  no  rights.  Look  at  this  Hill.  If 
an  old  tenant  wants  to  be  reinstated,  and 
there  is  a  new  tenant  or  planter  in  his 
place,  that  planter's  consent  must  be  ob» 
lained  before  the  process  can  he 
completed.  I  admit  that  in  saying 
so  1  am  speaking  merely  technically. 
We  all  know  how  that  planter^g 
consent  will  be  obtained.  It  will 
b^  obtained  by  the  operation  of 
rural  public  opinion,  and  the  manner  by 
which  rural  public  opinion  opt^rates  is  to 
drag  a  man  out  of  his  lied  and  shoot  nt 
his  legs.  Hut  still,  technically,  and 
setting  aside  that  tnaterial  qualification, 
the  planter  is  in  tiie  position  of  having 
the  veto  upon  the  operation.  And  what 
is  the  condition  uf  the  landlord  ?  He 
has  no  veto  at  all.  If  it  is  proved  thiit 
be  \b  in  possession,  the  operation  must  go 
ou^  whatever  his  fetdiugs  may  be  ;  and  I 
do  not  know  that  it  has  owuirred  to  your 
Lordships   to   notice   that  the    15    years 

I  which  may  have  elapsetl  since  the  tenaut 
t^o  be  reinstated  wasevictOil  is  larger  than 

,  lU^  ^^T\od  of  prescription  which  is  now  by 
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the  Engl  ifsli  law  sufficient  to  eueiire  a yo titer 
man's  laud  to  any  man  who  occupies  it. 
So  that  if  a  taudlord  went  for  another 
mati*s  land,  and  occupied  it  for  12  years, 
he  would  he  abaolutely  safe  agaiust  any- 
thing anybody  could  say,  but  if  he  is  ira- 
pertinenii  enough  to  remain  on  his  own 
laod  he  is  turned  out.  And  so  keen  is 
the  jealously  of  thi,s  new  law  lest  the 
landlord  f^huuld  enjoy  hi«  own,  that  if 
there  is  auy  suspicion  that  the  planter  h 
not  what  they  vM  a  bona  fide  tenant — I 
do  not  know  what  a  bona  fide  tenant  is  ; 
it  may  he  that  he  i8  like  a  bona  fide 
traveller,  subject  to  considerable  doubt— 
the  law  will  hunt  the  tenant  and  landlord 
out  alike.  The  landlord  must  not  attempt 
by  these  elandestino  subterfugoe  to  go  in 
and  eujoy  his  own.  If  it  can  be  proved 
by  any  process,  howerer  indirect,  that 
the  resjult  of  leaving  the  planter  ou  the 
land  is  that  the  landlord  will  still  enjoy 
it|  the  new  law  is  equally  mercile43s  to 
the  landlord  and  to  the  planter  botli.  It 
goes  so  far  that,  if  there  is  a  bit  of  hind 
of  which  a  planter  has  half  and  the  land- 
lord has  half,  special  machinery  is  put 
iuto  the  Bill  to  prevent  the  landlord,  as 
it  were,  skulking  behind  the  planter  to 
eujoy  his  half  of  the  land  on  the  strength 
of  the  planter's  title.  Now  you  see  the 
real  position  which  the  landlord  occupies 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Liberal  Governmeut. 
This  is  the  evolution  of  the  landlord's 
position,  and  so  much  has  this  legislation 
affected  noble  Lords  that  the  tone  which 
has  pen^aded  the  speeches  of  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  and  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
that  eviction  is  a  positive  crime.  If  they 
can  say  that  a  man  has  secured  the  pay- 
ment of  the  rents  that  are  due  to  him  by 
the  process  otFered  by  the  law,  that  is  a 
crime  so  heinous  as  to  justify  the  enact- 
ment of  special  provisions  to  his  dis«id- 
vantage.  Of  course.  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vernment  and  those  who  follow  theia 
have  considered  the  ejects  of  this  policy, 
and,  no  doubt,  would  not  object  to  any 
obvious  results  that  it  might  effect. 
They  will  follow  the  last  landlord,  or  laud* 
lord's  right,  to  the  grave  wiih  a  dry  eye. 
But  I  want  them  to  consider  that — by 
that  mysterious  inter-connection  which 
brings  together  all  human  actions  and  nil 
human  procedure,  and  forces  the  human 
mind  that  has  once  given  way  to  a  par- 
ticular set  of  motives  to  give  way  to 
them  again  on  auy  analogous  occasion — 
Other  ooDtracts  besides  those  of  land  will  i 


be  subjected  to  the  same  idea.  The  feel- 
ing will  very  soon  spre*id  that  anybody 
who  has  a  right  to  anything,  and  who 
uses  auy  j^rocess  of  the  law  to  recover  it, 
is  liable  to  the  thunders  that  are  pro- 
nounced against  the  e  vie  tor  and  the 
land-grabber,  "  Base  is  the  slave  that 
pays  I  '*  That  is  the  philosophy  of  the 
future^  I  know  that  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor aud  many  others  take  refuge  behind 
the  belief  that  tins  is  only  an  exceptional 
a<!t  of  legislation  and  an  exceptional  out- 
burst  of  sympathy  and  pity  ;  tinit  it  will 
not  count  in  the  future  ;  that  nobody 
wilt  think  of  it  when  this  time  is  pa^t. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  excep- 
tional legislation  in  our  time,  and  by  this 
time  we  know  what  it  means.  When 
the  Irish  Church  was  abolished  we  were 
told  that  it  was  purely  an  exceptional 
Act,  aud  could  not  affect  auy  other 
Church.  But  already  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  and  the  Scottish 
Church  arc  formally  threateneil,  aud  not 
obscure  preparations  are  going  on  against 
the  English  Church,  Later  on  we  had 
the  Irish  Laud  Bill,  and  again  we  were 
told  that  it  was  a  thoroughly  exceptional 
measure ;  that  there  was  something  so  tho- 
roughly exceptional  iu  Irish  aflairs,  aud 
Irish  proclivities,  and  in  the  Irish  people, 
that  itnetjd  not  be  feared  that  the  special  in- 
dulgence given  Xo  them  would  ever  sfji-ead 
to  the  advantage  of  any  other  class  in  any 
oilier  part  of  the  country.  Already  that 
law  bas  found  its  way  to  the  crofters  of 
Scotland,  aud  is  demanded  by  the  farmers 
of  Wales,  while  I  have  heard  suggestions 
of  applying  it  to  the  farmers  of  England, 
So  matters  go  on*  You  cannot  make 
exceptions.  It  is  not  within  human 
ingenuity  to  omke  exceptions  ou  a 
great  subjecl:  where  human  passions 
are  concerned  and  great  prices  are 
offered  to  the  greed  of  large  botites  of 
men.  You  caunot  make  exception  iu 
favour  of  any  particular  act  of  legislation 
in  departures  from  the  principles  on  which 
your  law  reposes  and  say,  **  For  the  future 
this  will  not  count,^*  You  may  be  per- 
fectly sincere  in  desiring  that  exc  ptiou  ; 
but  human  nature  would  overrule  any 
precautions  aud  any  protests  thai  they 
might  make,  and  the  sin  against  principle 
which  you  commit  will  come  up  against 
you  whether  you  like  it  or  uot  ou  some 
other  subject  more  or  less  germaiu  to 
that  with  which  you  have  l>een  dealing. 
Nothing    has   struck  «i^  \nQ»\^  \!sMas\  "^^ 


963 


Tenants  Arbiiration  {X.ORDS} 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


964 


ref ugal  of  the  Government  to  look  to  the 
future.  Over  and  over  again  thej  have 
been  asked  what  the  effect  of  this  legis- 
lation will  be,  and  how  they  intend  that 
the  social  machinery  of  Ireland  shall  go 
on  in  future^  and  tliey  always  bhrink  from 
the  challenge  and  refuse  to  tell  us  how 
they  are  to  prevent  the  example  from 
spreading  to  other  cases  and  affecting 
other  bodies  of  men.  The  tenants  who 
have  not  refused  to  pay  will  see  that  they 
took  the  wrong  side,  and  that  they  would 
be  in  a  better  position  had  they  refused 
to  pay.  But  they  will  not  make  the  same 
mistake  a  second  time.  There  are  pur* 
chases  of  land  which  are  making  Great 
Britain — as,  I  think,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
said — the  largest  landowner  in  Ireland. 
What  motive  will  the  tenants  have  for 
paying  their  instalments .''  Up  to  this 
time  they  have  had  before  them  the  fear 
of  the  law  and  the  penalty  of  eviction. 
They  will  now  know  that,  however 
definite  the  provisions  of  the  law  may  be, 
however  clear  the  rights  of  the  landlord 
may  be,  if  a  proper  crisis  in  political 
events  is  taken,  if  the  proper  machinery 
of  agitation  and  pressure  is  applied  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  penalties  which 
the  law  tlireatcns  for  non-payment  will 


'that  has  elapsed  since  the  date  mentioned 
here.  There  have,  in  that  time,  been 
1,770  evictions,  but  the  men  evicted  will 
get  no  relief  whatever  from  this  BilL 
There  have  been  1,770  evictions,  nearly 
half  the  number  of  men  whose  sufferings 
and  sorrows  you  say  require  the  passing 
of  this  Bill.  These  1,770  men  will  see 
themselves  evicted  without  any  relief 
whatever  from  this  Bill.  The  man 
evicted  on  April  17th  will  be  restored,- 
but  the  man  evicted  on  April  20th  will 
1)0  in  a  hopeless  condition.  Do  you 
imagine  that  such  a  peculiar  way  of 
exercising  justice  is  likely  to  secure 
peace  and  quietness  in  Ireland?  We 
are  told  that  one  tenant  cannot  bear  that 
another  tenant  should  sit  at  a  lighter 
rent  than  his,  and  that  if  it  is  done  there 
must  be  disturbance;  but  if  a  tenant  sees 
that  a  difference  of  three  days  in  the  date, 
of  his  eviction  means  all  the  difference 
between  reinstatement  and  niin,  you  maj 
be  certain  tliat  there  will  still  be  a  sore 
and  a  danger.  You  may  be  certain  that 
in  tliese  circumstances  you  will  be  told 
again  in  another  year  that  the  condition 
of  the  evicted  tenants  still  presents  a 
serious  difficulty  in  Ireland.  Wliat  are 
the  Government  going  to  do  ?     Are  they 


not  be  iiiflictetl,  and  that  they  can  safely  |  going  to  bring  in  an  annual  measure  ? 
dare  ull  the  threats  and  all' the  danger  j  Will  there  l)e  a  provision  in  the  Expiring 
which  H  refusal  to  pay  their  just  debts  Laws  Continuance  Bill  every  year  for 
has  up  to  this  time  subjected  them  to.  I  the  reinstatement  of  the  tenants  who 
Where  is  your  .security  for  the  payment  i  have  been  evicted  during  the  year  ?  How 
of  their  instalments  by  the  men  who  have  ^  are  you  going  to  deal  with  this  case  and 
purchased  with  loans  from  the  State  ?  the  case  of  the  new  tenants  ?  Believe 
What  chance  is  there  of  purchase  going  |  me  you  cannot  make  distinction  where  no 
on  if  this  Bill  passes  and  ail  security  is  \  distinction  naturally  exists  ;  your  want 
broken  and  contracts  made  worthless  and  ;  of  logic  will  always  be  found  out  by  the 
the  letfal  remedy  for  the  breach  of  con-  i  keen  eyes  of  human  greed  and  interest, 
tract  is  covered  with  disrepute  ?  And  !  and  you  will  be  forced  to  go  further  and 
if  purchase  is  discouniged  or  prevented,  '  further  down  on  the  dangerous  path  upon 
what  hope  is  there  of  any  real  or  per-  i  which,  in  order  to  meet  a  temporary 
mauent  or  friendly  settlement  of  the  i  ]»olitical  emergency,  you  have  entered. 
agrarian  dispute  winch  for  so  many  cen-  '  The  noble  Lord  the  Privy   Seal  (Lord 

Tweedmouth)  tvddressed  a  good  deal  of 
'  wholesome  ail  vice  to  the  House  last  night. 
I  observe  that  this  propensity  is  often 
I  found    in    new   Members    who  come  to 
I  us  from  the  House  of  Commons.     The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  been  a  long 
!  time   on  the  Woolsack  and   has  nearly- 
worn  the  propensity  out,  but  he  neverther 


turies  has  exercised  the  soul  of  Ireland  ? 
Now  there  is  another  class  of  people 
whose  case  I  have  not  henrd  mentioned. 
This  Bill  l^egins — 

"  If.  in  the  opinion  of  the  Arbitrators,  the  Peti- 
tion showp  that  the  landlord  is  or  was  on 
April  19,  1894,  in  occui>ation  of  the  hol«ling." 

How  a]>out  evictions  that  took  place  on 
April  20,  1894,  and  subsequently  ? 
Curiously  enough,  a  Paper  was  circulat^jd 
this  morning  showing  how  many  evic- 
tions   there    have   l)ecn   during  fhe  last 


less  talked  to  us  a  little  about  the  stability, 
of  this  House  being  involved  in  its  treat* 
ment  of  his  advice.  The  noble  Lord  the; 
Privy  Seal  was  much  more  frank,  and 


three  moutliH  in  Ireland,  about  the  time  v  addressed  us  in  the  fresh  and  keeu  Ian 
TAe  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ^ 
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I^fiftge  to  vf  IiIgIi  lie  ban  beeu  acoustomeil 
in  &Qothet  pUce,  gpenking  coostitu* 
tioQaiiy.  Tlie  noble  auti  learued  Lord — 
I  beg  Uia  pardoD,  lies  lei  aot  learned — 
said-* 

**He  w^gretted  greatly  the  attitade  which 
their  LonlahiiH}  had  taken  up  with  reganl  to 
thia  Bill  They  ^d  not  form  the  beat  tribuQal 
to  deal  with  a  quosttoii  of  this  kind/' 

Of  Gdnrse^  that  only  meant  that  he  was 
in  a  minority.     He  went  on  to  say — 

**  They  were,  in  the  first  place,  a  Housft  of 
landloFfiti/' 

I  am  entitled  to  differ  from  the  noble 
ItOtA  as  to  the  matter  of  fact.  I  know  a 
great  many  MeraV»cf8  of  this  House  who 
In  no  sense  can  be  called  Members  of  a 
Hoiii^e  of  landlords.  They  may  pos.sess 
a  certafu  anion nt  of  land,  but  1  submit 
that  every  kind  of  eminence  and  every 
kind  of  property  has  a  large  representation 
in  thig  House.  In  the  second  plaoe,  the 
noble  Lord  said — 

^' It  was  a  dangerous  tbinj^  In  these  days  for 
%  «|)^cia1  body  of  mea  to  decide  a  great  quest  ion 
when  tbey  were  aot  in  conn  taut  and  dtdly 
ooatact  with  the  general  m^m  of  the  elec' 
toraf^." 

I  confers  to  a  slight  feeling  of  pity  for 
auy  person  who  Is  in  general  contact  with 
the  general  masnof  the  electors,  because 
it  would  involve  an  amount  of  personal 
exertion  which  not  anyone  could  get 
through.  The  noble  Lord's  words  mean 
that  it  is  ft  dangerous  thing  for  ujs  to 
decide  anything,  and  the  noble  Lord^s 
view  is  that  we  should  decide  no  great 
questions.  J  do  aot  suppose  he  willingly 
came  airrosa  the  interval  that  divides  the 
two  Housas,  but  it  is  wqtj  kind  of  him 
on  croiisiug  the  Central  flail  to  bring 
with  htm  for  our  irnprovemeut  and  en- 
ligbtmeut  the  result  of  his  meditations 
ehiewhere  upon  our  fate*  The  advice 
ol  the  uoble  Lord  who  hai*  con- 
veyed to  us  that  the  atmosphere  of 
lhi«  House,  the  genus  loci,  oppresses 
iiLau  will  in  futnre  have  greater  effect  ou 
our  minda  if  he  doesi  not  accompany  it 
with  bluster  which  nobody  regarils  and 
with  menaces  which  everybody  knows  to 
l*e  hollow.  He  del il>e rate ly  t4>ld  your 
Lonlships  that,  in  his  judgment,  in 
rejecting  thifl  Bill  we  were  making  a 
^reat  mistake  which  we  would  live  to 
rue.  Our  living  to  rue  it  is,  of  course,  a 
^uedtlon  of  prophecy  upou  which  one 
man's  opinion  is  as  good  as  a  no  therms. 
If  1  look  to  the  past   I  quite  admit   that 
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seeond  Chambers  are  not  immortal.  I 
see  that  in  France  six  or,  I  tliink,  deven 
second  Chambers  have  diaapjieared  in  the 
course  of  this  century  ;  but  I  observe 
also  that  in  every  case  the  popular  as- 
sembly that  sat  with  the  second  Chamber 
disappeared  at  the  same  time.  If  th#J 
noble  Lord  will  carry  his  historical  rccolt ' 
lection  back  he  will,  I  think,  lind  that 
what  happened  2o0  years  ago  does  not 
differ  very  much  in  its  indications  from 
the  examples  that  1  have  cited.  Your 
Lordships  will  remember  in  Queniin 
Durward,  when  Louis  XL,  iutendiug 
evil  to  Martins  Caleotti,  his  astronomer, 
asks  him  to  prophesy  wheu  he,  the 
astronomer,  would  die,  the  reply  of  the 
aatronomer  waa^ — 

"  I  cannot  tell  that  with  respect  dii'ectly  to 
mynelf  ;  I  can  only  tell  with  mference  t© 
another  ;  but  I  shall  die  thr^  days  before  Vour 
Majesty." 

If  the  noble  Lord  insiaU  on  my  casting 
the  horoscope  of  this  House,  I  say  it 
will  perish  a  few  months  before  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  I  have  noticed 
these  observations  of  the  uoble  Lord  not 
for  the  purpose  of  handy iug  prophecies 
with  him  as  to  the  probable  duration  of 
this  House,  which  is  au  exceedingly 
unprofitable  occupation,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  entreating  him  to  abandon  a 
style  of  argument  which  I  am  sure  roust 
be  most  repulsive  to  his  own  nature,  and 
which  he  can  only  have  adopted  from 
somewhat  underrating  ours.  Surely  it 
does  not  make  any  difference  in  our 
duty  whether  wc  are  likely  to  lengtheti 
or  to  abbreviate  the  exisfeuce  of  this 
House.  The  institutions  of  this  country 
and  the  tra<litious  of  centuries  have  left 
a  great  power  in  our  hands.  Whether  it 
is  abstractedly  the  best  or  not  is  no  mattoi* 
or  qyestion  for  ns  in  the  exercise  of  our 
duty  to  judge.  It  is  our  business  to  per- 
form a  duty  ti)at  ha«  been  placed  in  our 
hands  according  to  our  conscience.  It  is 
our  business  to  resist  dangeious  measures 
which  we  think  havL%  under  a  delusion 
and  with  insufticieut  motives,  been  ac- 
cepted l>y  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  that  duty  does  not  become  less  when 
we  observe  that  if  Great  Britain  had 
voted  alone  this  measure  would  not  have 
crossed  this  Hall.  But  the  duty  is  one 
that  we  shall  not  exercise  with  the  lesa 
earnestness  or  the  less  con~sciousnes8  of 
right  wheu  we  consider  the  peculiar  Par- 
liamentary condition   to   which  vt  q'^^Si 


Deen  as  Keen    as  tney  are  now.       i  iieir 
elaim  on  your  compassion  and  on  your 
sympathy  has  been  as  great,  and  they  had 
not  less  right  than  now,  if  they  had  any 
rights   at  all.     You  might    even    have 
pushed  aside  the  Home  Rule  Bill  for  the 
purpose  without  any  great  extravagance 
if    your    sympathies    were    so    greatly 
moved.       But  even  treating  that  as  an 
impossible  sacrifice,  was  the  Employers* 
Liability  Bill  or  the  Parish  Councils  Bill 
a  matter  of  such  supreme  importance  that 
the  agonising  sufferings  of  these  heroic 
men  could  not  induce  you  to  give  a  few 
of  those  weeks  that  were  abandoned  on 
very  unsatisfactory  measures  to  the  sal- 
vation  and  the  rescue   of  these   men  ? 
There  was  no  urgency  at  all ;  the  urgency 
was  Parliamentary.     The  Budget  had  to 
be  got  through,  a  dangerous  and  difficult 
Budget.       It  wanted  votes  ;  those  votes 
were  for  a  price  ;  they  were  given  on  the 
condition  that  a  particular  Bill  should  be 
offered  to  the  Representatives  of  the  con- 
stituencies of  the  South  and  Eastof  Ireland. 
It  is  a  process  of   log-rolling   which  has 
eaten  so  far  into  the  purity  of  our  Con- 
stitution, which  is  hastening  every  year 
the  time  when  Parliament  will  be  no  longer 
looked  up  to  in  any  part  of  the  country 
as  an  impartial  arbiter  of  the  destinies  of 
the    nation.     I    hope    that    is    an  evil 
peculiar  to  a  passing  crisis,   and   when 
we  have  siirmounted  that  crisis  it  will  pass 


matter,  ana  not  as  uc  nas  luougub 
take  and  view  this  matter,  as  a  a 
for  gibes  at  the  cruel  sufferings  of 
who  have  been  moonlighted  in  L 
and  in  other  respects.  I  am  in 
collection  of  the  House.  The 
Marquess,  amid  the  laughter  of  h 
side,  called  attention  to  what  w 
effect  of  rural  opinion,  saying  1 
meant  a  man  being  dragged  out 
bed  and  having  his  legs  shot, 
thei-efore,  I  say  incumbent  on  sc 
on  these  Benches  to  come  forwai 
take  a  more  responsible  and  serioii 
of  the  subject  than  the  noble  Mi 
has  thought  fit  to  take.  One 
which  has  struck  me  more  than  i 
in  the  course  of  this  long  Del 
this — the  hothouse  atmosphere  in 
we  live.  I  do  not  desire  to  assocti 
self  too  much  with  the  breeey  lai 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Priv 
who  spoke  with  a  raciness  with  n 
cannot  compete,  and  which  I 
admit  belongs  rather  more  nearly 
other  House  of  Parliament  than 
But  I  do  associate  myself  entirel 
the  sentiment  of  his,  that  it  is  imf 
for  a  Legislative  Assembly  in  thei 
to  conduct  discussions  on  mat 
high  Imperial  importance,  vital 
peasantry  and  to  the  landlords  in  a 
of  this  island,  without  some  m 
I  mediate  contact  with  the  oonstit 
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th  the  whole  of  the  electorate,  hecauso 
'the  labonr  which  wouM  he  constantly 
ip^sed. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  That 
lalxjur  exifttH  already.  It  is  long  stooe 
the  tinble  Marques;!  left  the  Hou^e  of 
Commons,  and  thnes  have  changed. 
The  Marqitesh  or  SALISBURY  : 
:)body  in  the  Hoa^e  of  Commons  ha,s 
^titact  With  the  whole  of  the  electorate. 
•The  Eaill  op  ROSEBERY:  The 
^0  Members  jointly  have  a  cotistatit  and 
limediate  contact  with  the  whole  of  the 
Bctorate.  Anyone  travelling  365  days 
the  year  and  visiting  two  const! tn- 
(Icies  a  day,  would  only  just  he  able  to 
sit  the  whole  of  the  constituencies  in 
country,  and  therefore  1  put  myself  in 
[16  hands  of  the  House.  I  cannot  pre- 
|lme  that  the  noble  Marquess  would 
tribute  such  an  idiotic  performance  to 
Hy  Member  either  of  this  House  or  of 
be  other,  and  therefore  he  was  in  reality 
curing  deliberate  contempt  upou  the 
lea  of  your  Lordships  having  any  more 
Immediate  and  constant  contact  with  the 
pnstituencies  than  you  have  at  present, 
"bere  was  one  speech  which,  it  seemed, 
lused  the  noble  Marquess.  But  I  am 
H  sure  that  hia  supporters  will  be  so 
onse^l  when  they  read  it  to-morrow 
w^.  There  was  one  speech  pre- 
ied  that  of  the  noble  Marquess,  and 
tiich  showed  me,  and  I  confess  with 
lrpri»e  to  me,  more  acut^ely  even  than 
otvn,  in  what  a  hothouse  atmosphere 
live  in  this  House.  It  wa*i  w*ith  sur- 
fcise  that  i  heard  the  noble  Marquess, 
^ho  sits  as  a  supporter  of  the  noble 
kike,  excite  the  merriment  of  your 
srdships  by  a  recital  of  the  proceedings 
his  estate.  He  said  it  was  as  good  a.s 
play.  If  so,  then  that  play  is  a  tragedy, 
re  have  been  frequently  asked  by  tlie 
L'Upants  of  tlic  opposite  Bench,  what 
the  meaning  of  the  Arbitrators  of  this 
jpibuoal  having  a  special  reference  to  the 
rcumstances  in  any  particular  district  ? 
Jiihonld  not  liave  mentioned  the  noble 
larquess  hi^i  he  not  chosen  to  mention 
a  self.  But  he  is  one  of  the  cases 
at  we  had  in  our  eye  in  framing  that 
i-ose.  And  tliough  the  speecfi  may 
pve  moved  the  merriment  of  your  Lord* 
lips  to  hear  what  the  circumstances  of 
lat  estate  are,  it  might  not  altogether 
move  the  ratepayer  or  the  taxpayer 
coonection  with  that  districtn,  when 
ey  remember  that  his  evictions  have 


already  cost  the  ratepayer  and  tax- 
payer some  £23,0 JO,  and  that  betweeu 
20  and  30  of  his  tenants  are  under  police 
protection  at  this  moment.  When  he 
comes  down  to  this  House  to  make  a 
joke  and  a  jest  of  circumstances  of  this 
kind  he  mistakes,  as  I  believe,  the 
character  of  your  Lordships*  House  ;  and 
at  any  rate,  if  he  does  not  mistake  your 
Lordships'"  character,  he  mistakes  the 
character  of  the  question  before  us.  The 
noble  Marquess  opposite,  iu  his  remarks 
tO'Uight,  has  shown  no  cousciousoess 
whatever  that  there  is  any  question  at  all 
to  be  dealt  with.  He  has  parsed  his 
quips  and  cranks,  and  no  one  could  have 
enjoyed  them  more  than  I  should  have 
done  had  they  been  on  a  subject  of  Jess 
immediate  urgency  and  importance.  He 
\n\h  passed  his  quips  and  his  trauks 
round  and  round  the  Bill,  He  has 
tonchetl  on  various  details  connected 
with  the  Bill.  But  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships whether  anyone  listening  to  his 
speech  to-night  could  have  believed  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  himself  or  his  supporterF^ 
there  is  a  question  to  be  dealt  with  of  mot*t 
vital  and  urgent  importance  and  necessity. 
It  has  been  acknowledged  by  Mr.  Balfour, 
and  by  other  authorities  who  have  been 
cited  over  and  over  again.  And  when 
the  Leailer  of  the  House  of  Commons 
has  acknowledged  in  the  fullest  and 
freest  manner  that  there  is  a  great  ques- 
tion for  treatment  at  Imnd  I  should  hope 
that  the  Leader  of  the  House  of  Lords 
— for  such  the  noble  Marquess  is  ia 
renlity — would  not  have  disdainetl  to 
admit  there  was  such  a  tiling.  We 
have  had  the  same  acknowledgment^ 
strongly  put  before  us  by  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  from  one  who 
is  no  friend  of  our  Party,  Mr.  T.  W* 
Russell,  whose  acquaintance  1  have  not 
the  honour  to  possess,  bnt  who,  I  under- 
stand, was  roaming  the  Lobbies  in  a 
state  of  rebellion  for  a  considerable  time 
when  the  Amendment  against  this  Bill 
was  to  he  moved.  But,  above  all,  wo 
hxive  had  testimony  of  a  kind  the  most 
remarkable,  iu  my  opinion,  from  a  matt 
whose  speech,  whatever  else  may  remain 
of  this  Debate,  will  long  endnre  iu  the 
annals  of  Parliament.  I  allude  to  the 
speech  of  Mr.  Courtney.  He  spoke  as 
an  anient  and  devoted  follower  of 
the  noble  Duke.  He  had  every 
pressure  of  association  and  cir* 
ciimstance    to     hold    his   peace  on  this 
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subject  if  he  did  not  agree  with  his 
associates.  But  he  made  an  appeal  to 
Parliament  and  the  House  of  Commons, 
and,  what  I  think  is  more  important, 
he  made  an  appeal  to  his  own  Party.  He 
said  in  effect,  ^^ Remember  that  this  is  a 
question  which  must  be  dealt  with.  It 
is  not  one  which  you  can  quibble  with 
or  refine.  One  Party  or  the  other  must 
deal  with  it,  and  deal  with  it  promptly.'^ 
And  yet,  in  spite  of  all  these  witnesses 
to  the  truth,  the  noble  Marquess  makes 
a  speech  in  which,  I  will  not  say  he  does 
not  indicate  a  possibility  of  compromise, 
but  in  which  he  does  not  indicate 
even  any  necessity  for  compromise  or  for 
legislation  at  all.  I  say  that  that  is  a 
somewhat  melancholy  revelation.  He 
seems  to  think  that  we  have  delayed  in 
this  matter.  He  argues  that  we  might 
have  brought  in  a  Bill  last  year 
having  a  bearing  on  this  matter. 
We  did  recommend  a  Commission, 
and  the  Commission  sat.  But  from 
all  that  the  noble  Marquess  has  said 
no  ODe  could  have  any  idea  that  that 
Commission,  which  is  the  root,  the  in- 
ception, and  the  foundation  of  the  legis- 
lation which  we  are  recommeudiug  to 
your  notice,  ever  sat  at  all.  In  the  course  of 
last  year  we  endeavoured  to  induce  your 
Lordships,  and  we  did  induce  the  House 
of  Commons,  to  pass  an  Irish  measure 
which,  in  our  opinion,  would  have  settled 
this  questiou,  and  many  other  questions 
besides.  You  chose  to  reject  it  in  the 
exercise  of  a  wisdom  which  I  will  not 
question.  But  I  will  question  your  right, 
after  you  have  rejected  that  Bill,  and 
after  you  have  rendered  useless  the  efforts 
of  an  entire  Session  of  Parliament,  to  say 
that  we  were  indifferent  to  the  evils 
which  eat  at  the  root  of  the  prosperity  of 
Ireland,  and  that  we  did  not  attempt  to 
deal  with  them  in  the  course  of  last  year. 
The  noble  Marquess  says  we  had  an 
autumn  Session,  and  might  have  dealt 
with  that  matter  instead  of  with 
the  Employers'  Liability  Bill  and 
the  Parish  Councils  Bill.  The  noble 
Marquess  pays  a  great  deal  of  attention 
to  Great  Britain.  I  myself  have  an- 
nounced— and  I  do  not  shrink  from  a 
repetition  of  the  statement,  for  it  is  not 
one  of  the  speeches  which  the  Duke  of 
Argyll  says  I  try  to  wriggle  out  of — I 
have  announced  that  I  regard  England 
as  the  predominant  partner  in  the  Union, 
the  most   important,  the  most   wealthy. 

The  Earl  of  Rosehery 
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and  the  most  populooBi  and  thereforo  the 
partner  to  be  specially  eoDBalfced  in 
matters  relating  to  the  partnership.  Ab* 
to  laying  our  Irish  policy  before  an 
Autumn  Session,  the  only  effect  of  that 
would  be  in  our  opinion  to  render  two 
Sessions  barren  instead  of  one*  The 
Autumn  Session  was  only  to  give  proper 
time  to  English  and,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
Scotch  legislation.  We  were  asked  last 
night — we  were  not  asked,  we  were 
told — and  when  I  say  that  I  need  hardlj 
add  that  I  refer  to  the  admirable  speecb 
of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll). 
I  will  not  refer  to  that  admirable  speech, 
because  I  have  heard  it  olten  before,  be- 
cause, after  all,  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  only  comes  to  the  same  strain  he 
always  sings,  which  is  '*  Thank  God,  I 


am  not  as  other  men  are ! "  He  recited 
that  speech  with  all  the  melody  and  all 
the  rhetoric  that  he  has  at  his  command. 
Nor  will  I  follow  him  in  the  discussion 
of  our  relative  ages.  It  is  not  a  matter 
of  enormous  importance  to  the  world  at 
large  or  the  constituencies  of  Great 
Britain  in  particular,  or  even  the  evicted 
tenants  of  Ireland,  to  know  that  at  the  time 
I  was  born  the  noble  Duke  had  already 
addressed  his  eloquent  strains  to,  I  trust, 
a  not  unappreciative  audience — to  the 
world  and  myself  that  is  a  matter  of  very 
little  import.  All  I  can  hope  is  that 
if  I  live  to  reach  the  years  of  the  noble 
Duke  I  shall  have  some  share  of  the 
vigour  and  the  eloquence  with  which  he  • 
still  addresses  us,  and  even  a  greater 
share  of  Christian  charity  towards  my 
neighbour.  I  say  he  did  not  ask  ;  he 
told  us  that  this  Bill  came  up  to  this 
House  on  no  authority  at  all.  I  will  tell 
him  on  what  authority  it  comes  up.  It 
comes  up  on  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mission appointed  last  year,  and  presided 
over  by  Mr.  Justice  Mathew.  {Laughs 
terJ\  I  did  not  expect,  I  confess- 
though  one  hears  strange  things  in  this 
House — I  did  not  expect  to  hear  Judges 
openly  laughed  at  by  noble  Lords  in  this 
House. 

Lord  ORANMORE  andBROWKE  : 
The  learned  Judge  said  that  he  did  not 
act  as  a  Judge  on  the  occasion. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  No 
Judge  can  so  completely  divest  himself 
of  his  judicial  capacity  that  it  is  wise  or 
seemly  on  the  part  of  any  body  of  men  to 
laugh  at  him  when  his  name  is  men- 
tioned ;   but  I   give  my   thanks  to  the 
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there  is  a  yorj  grave  question  to  be- 
dealt  witli,  and  we  have  dealt  with  it 
ou  theliuodlaiddowubytbe  Mat  hew  Com- 
miiiaioii.  We  cauoot,  therefore,  be  said  to 
bave  acted  unadvisedly,  aud  I  thiuk  we 
have  tlie  right  when  wo  fiud  our  Bill  is  to 
l>e  rejected — -not  iii  favour  of  a  voUiwtary 
pUa,  uot  by  a  Resolution  which  holds 
out  any  hope  of  a  meaeure  being  produced 
by  the  noble  Marqnetis,  wlio  in  his 
leisure  moments  amuses  his  fancy  with 
alieu  Bilk  or  other  subjects  tJiat  occupy 
his  attention— when  our  Bill,  intj-oduced 
ou  the  rertpon&ibility  of  the  Goveruraeuti 
id  to  be  rejected  without  the  filightest  al* 
ternative,  I  t*ay  we  aie  entitled  to  con* 
aider  what  is  the  position  of  this  House 
and  those  who  form  it*  I  recollect  the 
view*s  of  those  who  have  spoken  a«i  to  a 
possible  remedy,  aii  to  what  they  were 
disposed  to  propoiie.  The  noble  Duke 
(of  Devonshire),  who,  Lf  he  will  allow 
me  to  say  so,  made  the  most  powerful 
speech  1  have  ever  beard  him  uiake^ 
a  Speech  which  I  envioil  him  for 
making  as  regards  its  ability,  only 
I  wished  I  could  have  seen  a  little 
more  cousciousoess  that  there  was  any 
interest  but  the  landlord's  to  be  consulted 
— ftjid  what  is  his  remedy  ?  He  went  off 
into  a  line  which  I  could  not  precisely 
follow,  but  there  was  one  distinct  recom- 
mendation he  did  mnko,  which  was  that 
tl»e  1 3th  section  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Act  of  1891  should  he  continued,  and 
that  was  the  one  specihc  recommendation 
wliich  the  C<»muuK»ioners»  heaA-lBii  by  Mr, 
Justice  Mathew,  emphatically  stated  it 
would  l^  futile  to  carry  out.  They 
say — 

^'  We  m»  no  proflpeet  of  useM  n^sults  fiY>&a 
the  re-euiictment  of  this  section,  evtm  without 
any  Huch  limitation  of  time  tK^  it  eontainj*,*' 

My  noble  Frieud  Lord  Lausdowne — die 
ability  of  whose  speech  1  also  desire  to 
acknowledge — was  extremely  happy  in 
criticism,  but  when  it  came  to  any  sug- 
gestion for  anything  to  be  done  1  do  uot 
think  he  was  much  more  hopeful  than 
the  noble  Duke.  >yhat  did  the  noble 
Marquess  say  ?  He  said  that  he  was 
not  altogether  averse  to  a  Bill  of  tliis 
kind  which  excluded  the  principle  of 
compulsion.  But  what  did  he  go  on  to 
say  ?  He  said  he  would  be  \ery  willing 
to  consider  any  pret'iso  aud  definite 
Amendments  that  we  were  willing  to 
make  with  the  object  of  removing  cora- 
puUiou  from  our  Bill  if   we  w^ere  prCf- 


tioble  Lord.  I  recollect  that  when  the 
Paruell  Commission  was  appointed  the 
slightest  censure  ou  any  of  the  Judges 
who  formed  that  tribunal,  the  slightest 
auspicion  as  to  auy  judgment,  was  met 
^vith  indignant  philippics  from  the  other 
aide  of  the  House.  This  Bill,  therefore, 
comes  on  the  authority  of  a  tribunal 
which  noble  Lords  may  laugh  at,  but 
whioli  was,  in  fact,  a  tribunal  which  not 
even  the  House  of  Lords  can  affect  to 
disregard.  What  are  the  principles 
whieh  the  Report  lays  dowu  ?  It  says 
that  the  policy  of  reinstatement  appearetl 
to  be  clearly  sanctioned  by  the  13th 
iseotion  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891 ; 
and  it  further  stated  that  the  condition  of 
affairs  by  which  large  tracts  of  the 
country  were  allowed  to  be  idle  was  most 
injurious.  It  then  refers  to  the  heavy 
charges  incurred  for  protecting  life  and 
property.  It  went  further — and  I  recom* 
mend  this  to  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Marquess — and  it  said  that  tbesje  charges 
might  have  to  be  increased.  TheKeport 
recom mended  that  the  Laud  Commission, 
or  a  Special  Commission,  should  be  em- 
powered to  settle  the  disputes  between 
the  landowners  and  the  evicted  tenauts. 
>'ow,  that  is  the  l>asis  of  the  Bill,  I 
venture  to  ask  any  noble  Lortl  here  whe- 
ther he  could  gather  from  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marquess  that  he  tcK>k  cogui-f 
»anoe  of  these  recommendations?  The 
remarkable  part  of  it  is  that,  su  far  as  this 
remedy,  us  it  is  a  remedy  at  all,  l^eing  ours 
or  tiiat  of  Mr.  Justice  Mathew*s  Commis- 
sion, the  remedy  is  in  apostolic  succession 
to  the  act  of  the  noble  Marquess  himself. 
It  IB  true  that  the  1 3th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1891  was  a  voluntary  clause,  but  ti»e 
noble  Lord  is  not  willing  iu  a  voluntary 
or  compulsory  form  to  continue  it. 

Tub  Marqiess  ok  SALISBURY  : 
That  h  what  I  thought  I  indicated 
%'ery  clearly  in  the  opcjung  of  my  speech 
— tluit  I  was*  in  favour  of  auy  measure 
which  was  not  eompnlsorv. 

The  Eaul  ot  HUSEBEEY  :  What 
we  want  iH  act 6,  not  words.  We  heard 
the  sympathy  of  the  noble  Marquess,  m 
we  heard  that  of  the  Earl  of  Kilraorey, 
who  said,  X  think,  the  siame  thing  ;  but 
we  tpoked  for  something  more  than 
%*ague  expressions  of  sympathy  from  the 
re^pon^ilde  guide  and  controller  of  this 
House*  I  say,  on  the  basis  of  the 
Keport  tif  tlie  Commijisioti,  and  on  the 
authority  of  the  persons  I    have  stated, 
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pared  to  lay  thein  ou  ttie  Table  of  the 
House  before  the  Secoud  fietiilitig  was 
asked  for,  I  have  not  been  long  in  the 
poftittoii  I  have  the  boDOur  io  holU,  but  1 
do  veuture  to  say  that  tio  eiich  proposi- 
tion  waa  ever  asked  of  a  responsible  Go- 
verumeiit  that  they,  on  their  authority 
aud  with  a  full  seuse  of  the  respoimi- 
bil Ity  which  attaches  to  them^  should 
maken  proposition  declaring  that  in  their 
opinion,  as  we  do  declare,  compulsion  is 
necessary  for  the  more  flagrant  cases  to 
be  dealt  with  under  this  Bill,  aud  that 
then»  on  the  mere  ipse  dixit  of  one  or 
two  Peers,  we  should,  while  asking  for  a 
Second  Rea^^ling,  l^e  called  upon  to  pro- 
duce, on  the  other  hand,  an  alternative 
Bill,  which  we  should  ask  the  House  to 
pwss  also.  The  noble  Duke  (of  Argyll) 
made  a  very  good  point,  I  thought,  about 
the  possibility  of  a  Court  sitting  in  one 
part  of  Ireland  to  fix  rents  and  of 
another  Court  sitting  in  another  part  of 
Ireland  in  order  to  release  persons  from 
the  paymettt  of  those  rents  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  even  that  idea  would  reach 
the  absurdity  of  a  Government  coming 
to  Parliament  with  a  Bill  to  authorise 
compulsion  in  one  hand,  ami  at  the  same 
time  another  Bill  in  its  hand  asking  that 
the  element  of  compulsion  shouhl  be 
removed.  I  do  not  deny  for  one 
moment  that  there  may  be  flaws  in  the 
Bill  before  thePIouse.  I  never  knewa  Bill, 
and  I  do  not  think  I  ever  knew  an  Irish 
Bill,  in  which  there  were  no  flaws  to  be 
founil  ;  and  1  say  an  IHhh  Bill  because, 
after  all,  we  know  very  well  that  the 
circumstances  of  Ireland  are  wholly  ex- 
ceptional. I  heai-d  with  surprise  to-night 
the  noble  aud  learned  Lord  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  and  other  debaters  speak  as 
if,  and  seemed  to  consider,  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  England  and  Ireland  were 
completely  analogous,  and  to  ask  in 
every  case  whether  we  .should  like  the 
application  of  the  particular  law  in  ques- 
tiou  to  the  landetl  estates  of  England.  It 
is  too  late  to  ask  that  question.  After 
all,  this  Bill  is  mc^ant  to  meet,  as  we  be* 
lieve,  a  great  and  vital  emergency.  It 
is  only  a  step  in  tlie  long  course  of  evolu- 
tion which  has  transformed  the  relations 
of  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland.  It 
begart  with  the  Bill  of  1870  :  it  went  on 
with  the  Bill  of  188!  ;  it  went  on  with 
ih\:  Bill  of  1887,  aud  it  went  on  with  the 
Bill  of  1891  ;  and  there  are  other  Bills 
which  I  do  not  wish  to  recall ;  liUt  is  it 

The  Earl  of  Hosehery 


possible,  in  view  of  that  long  course  of  ex» 
ceptional  legislation,  to  maintain  that  eyety 
phrase  of  our  Bill  is  to  be  scrutinised  as 
if  it  applied  to  Kent  or  to  Yorkshire  ? 
After  all,  my  Lords,  you  know  as  weJl 
as  I  do  that  the  course  of  Irish  lauil 
legislation  has  l>een  one  apparently  to 
tide  over  the  diflieulty  of  the  momeoti, 
but  in  reality  to  prevent  wlmt  many  of 
you  believe  is  the  sole  source  of  the  evUs 
of  Ireland — the  tendency  to  agrariau 
revolution.  And  if  in  the  conrse  of  tiiat 
long  legislation  we  have  arrivetl  at  a 
state  of  things  where,  according  f-o  the 
testimony  of  all,  the  Land  Purchase  Act^ 
are  working  with  singular  peace,  singular 
goo^l  faith,  and  singular  absence  of 
arrears  of  payment,  it  is  not  much  if  we 
at  this  time  of  day  endeavour  to  meet  a 
crying  and  acknowledged  evil  with  legis- 
lation which  is  also  in  its  nature  tfxe^p- 
tionaU  I  have  only  one  thing  more  to 
say,  and  that  is  with  special  reference  to 
the  condition  of  things  before  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  I  am  expressly  debarred 
from  using  the  spirited  language  of  the 
Lord  Privy  8eal,  I  have  not  his 
dash — it  is  because  I  have  never 
lieeti  in  any  House  but  this,  and 
that  has  impoverished  my  speech — 
but  I  do  feel  very  acutely  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  more  at  strike  t-o-night  that) 
the  Bill  liefore  your  Lordships*  I  am  not 
for  one  moment  going  to  say  that  your 
existence  is  at  stake.  I  do  not  say  it  is 
any  more  at  stake  now  than  it  w^as  tasi 
year,  or  than  it  will  be  next  yenr.  I  do 
not  either  wish  to  make  myself  the  par- 
ticipator of  the  predictions  of  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite,  who  thinks  that  tbi* 
House,  if  it  falls,  will  necessarily  drug 
down  the  other.  But  I  do  feel  this,  aud 
;;  I  think  that,  without  any  undue  contact 
with  the  constituencies,  everybody  must 
feel  that  there  is  in  the  air  much  re- 
specting this  House  which  should  make 
this  House  walk  warily.  1,  for  one,  have 
never  disguiMcd  my  conviction  that  eitjoe 
the  passing  of  the  Fninchise  Act  of  1884 
it  is  not  possible  for  this  House  as  at 
present  constituted  to  claim  I'o-ordinate 
jurisdiction  with  the  freely  electe< I  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  j>eople  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  do  not  go  bciyond  that  al 
this  juncture.  It  is,  perhaps,  a  con*iider- 
able  thing  for  me  to  say  in  tlie  position  Chat 
I  occupy,  but  so  much  I  do  feel  from  tiie 
sery  bottom  of  my  heart,  aud  I  venture 
to  say  that  if   every  one  of  your  Lord- 
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phipi^  was  to  be  free  to  speak  aVisolutely 
whut  was  iQ  his  miiicl  at  tbis  moment  you 
probably  would  uot  jy^r<«atly  diflfer  from 
me  ID  that  opmion«  What  i.s  it  that  ib 
attacked,  and  attacked  with  considerable 
«treugth,  at  this  moment  ?  It  is  that 
ri^ht  yon  propose  to  exercise  to-night — 
your  right  to  veto  the  result  of  the  deli- 
berations of  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  is  yoilr  positioo  ?  The  Govern- 
ment comes  and  puts  l)efore  you  an  ad- 
ministrative measure  which  it  says  in  its 
opinion  is  necessary  to  the  security  of 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  That  measure 
comes  up  with  the  approbation  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliameut,  iind  with  the 
support  of  four-fifths  of  the  elected  Re- 
presentatives of  the  island  which  it  will 
affect  and  the  fairly-given  vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  You  say  for  the 
racist  piirt  that  yoti  are  in  favour  of  a 
voluntary  Bill  which,  according  to  the 
acknowledgment  of  many,  would  deal 
with  eight  or  nine-tenths  of  the  cases 
that  are  at  issue.  In  preference  to 
offering  any  attempt  at  compromise  in 
this  direction,  to  give  effect  to  your 
expressed  views  and  policy,  you 
utter  a  dead  and  sullen  negative. 
With  the  Bill  that  is  oiJered  to 
you  under  this  high  and  solemn  re- 
sponsibility you  prefer  the  right  of  veto, 
which  is  perhaps  one  of  the  most  dan- 
gerous functions  of  a  Sei?ond  Chamber,  to 
the  right  of  revision,  which  is,  after  all, 
one  of  its  moat  useful  functions*  I  was 
much  censured  last  year  for  saying  that 
you  might  well  have  chosen  timl  wiser 
part  and  have  revised  the  Home  Bule 
Bill  and  sent  it  down^  not  necessarily  for 
the  acceptance  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
but,  at  any  rate,  as  a  clear,  honest,  and 
outspoken  doiiuition  of  your  policy  in 
that  matter.  In  i\\\^  case  I  believe  that 
that  worse  would  have  been  more  ex- 
petlient.  At  any  rate,  you  would  have 
been  able  to  say  that  by  the  Act  which 
we — 1  am  now  speaking  in  yonr  name — 
are  willing  to  pass,  and  wbtch  would  pro- 
bfibly  have  dealt  with  the  great  mass 
of  claimant  cases  in  Ireland,  we  are 
divesting  ourselves  of  any  responsibility 
for  anything  that  may  occur  from  the 
failure  of  this  Bill.  You  take  upon 
yourselves*  a  very  grave  responsibility. 
It  19  too  late,  I  suppose,  now  to  ask  your 
Lordships  to  pause  for  one  moment  and 
think  how  ditferent  the  case  might  be  if 
you  in  yofir  responsibility  were  willing  to 
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offer  your  alternative  |>olicy  to  ours,  and 
at  any  rate  to  prevent  this  from  being  a 
barren  Session  as  regards  the  hopes  of 
these  evicted  teuantB.  J  suppose  it  is 
too  late  to  hope  for  any  such  contin- 
gency, and  therefore  I  will  only  conclude 
this  inadequate  appeal  with  a  sentence 
from  an  often-quoted  orator — the  Duke 
of  Argyll — and  will  ask  you  not  to 
forget  that  on  the  great  question  of  land 
in  Ireland  "we  are  playiug  with  edged 
tools  and  with  fire  at  the  door  of  a 
powder  magazine." 

The  DiTKE  of  ARGYLL  :  May  I  ask 
the  date  of  that  quotation  ? 

The  Eakl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Why. 
surely  the  noble  Duke*s  ideas  do  not  vary 
with  time  I     The  date  m  1880. 

T«E  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  Exactly, 
And  since  then  the  Act  of  1881  has  been 
passed.  And  I  must  Bay  no  quotation 
from  my  speeches  before  the  Act  of  1881 
cau  fairly  be  made  in  this  House  with 
regard  to  my  opinions  upon  the  laud 
question  after  that  Act  was  passed. 

The  Eajil  of  ROSEBEKY:  Then 
we  may  take  1881  as  being  a  sort  of 
**  Hegira,*'  a  clu-onological  perio  J  in  the 
noble  Duke's  life,  before  which  we  are 
not  allowed  to  make  any  reference  to  Iris 
speeches,  but  after  which  we  have  full 
licence  and  lil>erty  to  do  so.  The  sen- 
tence I  quoted  has  no  reference  to  any 
particular  condition.  It  is  a  question  of 
Irish  land.  Does  he  suppose  that  deal- 
ing  with  questions  connected  witlj  Irish 
land  is  not  playing  with  fire  in  a  powder 
magazine  now  because  the  Act  of  1881 
was  passed — that  we  are  not  in  the 
same  danger  as  regards  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion ?  Does  he  suppose,  in  the  circum- 
stances disclosed  by  Mr.  Courtney  in  hia 
speech  and  by  Mr,  Justice  Mathew  in 
his  Report,  we  are  not  in  tlie  same  posi- 
tion as  regards  the  danger  of  trifling  with 
the  Irish  Land  Question  ? 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  No,  cer- 
tainly not. 

The  Eaul  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  do 
not  care  to  labour  the  point.  The  point 
is  merely  a  quotation,  and  X  may  say  on 
the  noble  Duke's  own  authority  an  in- 
significant quotation  under  the  present 
circumstances,  but  he  ts  in  the  habit  of 
quoting  from  other  people,  and  ho  must 
not  complain  at  being  quoted  in  return. 
I  will  only  say,  in  the  words  of  the  noble 
Duke,  that  even  since  1881  the  position 
of  Irish  land  is  one  which  does  not  allow 
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any,  what  steps  have  been  taken  bj  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  accordance  with  the 
assurances  given  by  the  ez-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  10th  January, 
1894,  to  compel  the  Thames  and  Severn 
Canal  Company  or  the  Great  Western 
Railway  Company  to  render  the  canal  fit 
for  navigation  ? 

•Thb  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.): 
—Contents  1  ^es,  Sir  ;  the  Board  of  Trade  are  aware 
:  that  the  greater  portion  of  the  canal  re- 
mains  in    a    condition  which  renders  it 
practically    unfit    for   navigation.     The 
Board  have  for  months  been   in  active 
communication  with  the  Canal  Company 
and  they   hoped   that    the    negotiations 
which  have  been  in  progress  between  the 
proprietors  of  the  canal  and  an  assoeia- 
tion  of  representatives  of  neighbouring 
allied  navigations  would  ere  this    have 
been  brought  to  a  satisfactory  issue.    I 
understand  that  in  June  a  proposal  was 
made    by    the  proprietors  to  the  allied 
navigations  to   hand  over   the  canal  to 
them  on  certain  terms,  and,  from  a  letter 
written  by  the  secretary  to  the  asscKsia- 
tion  on  the  3rd  of  this  month  I   gather 
that  the  allied  navigations  are  employing 
I  an  engineer  to  make  a  report  and  that 
khey  propose  finally  to  consider  the  pro- 
HERITABLE    SECURITIES    (SCOTLAND)  !  prietors'      proposals     at    a    meeting    in 
BILL.— (Xo.  202.)  !  September.     The  Board  of  Trade  will  do 

Read  2»  (according  to  Order),  and  '  everything  in  their  power  to  facilitate  an 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  ,  arrangement,  but  it  is,  to  say  the  least. 
House  on  Thursday  next.  I  extremely  doubtful    whether  the  Board 

I  have    any    compulsory    powers    in  the 
HouHe  adjourned  at  five  minutes  past  i  matter 

Twelve  o'clock  A.M._^Jhur^^  ,      ^^    BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  U 

'  I  it  not  a  fact  that  the    Great    Western 

Railway    Company    are  practically  the 

owners    of    the    canal ;  have  they    not 

I  bought  up  the  greater  part  of  the  shaieB 

without  the  sanction  of  Parliament ;  and 


of  trifling,  which  does  not  allow  of  dead 
negatives  to  the  proposals  of  a  respon- 
sible Grovemment,  and  still  less  does  it 
allow  for  the  absolute  ignoring  of  the 
wishes  of  the  Irish  Party  in  the  House 
of  Commons  and  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons itself. 

On  question  whether  the  word  ("  now  ") 
shall  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? 

Their  Lordships    divided 
^80  ;  Not-Contents  249. 

Resolved  in  the  negative  ;  and  Bill  to 
be  read  2^  this  day  three  months. 


CANAL   TOLLS   AND    CHARGES   PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  (No.  11)  (LAGAN,  &c. 
CANALS)  BlLL.--(No.  191.) 
House    in    Committee  (according    to 
Order) :    Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Amendments  made. 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  210.) 

Read  2»  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  14th  August  1894. 


Q  UE  S  TIONS. 


THAMES  AND  SEVERN  CANAL. 


have  they  not  let  the  canal  get  into  a 
very  disreputable  condition  ? 

*Mr.  bryce  :  I  understond  that  the 
Great    Westeru  Railway    have  what  i» 
called  a  controlling  iufluenoe ;  but  what= 
the  number  of  proprietors  who  remain  in — 
dependently  of  the  Railway  Company  i^s 
at  present  I  am  unable  to  say. 

Mr.  BYRNMOR  JONES  :  Has  no»- 


Mr.    BRYNMOR    JONES     (Glou-    the  Board  of  Trade  the  power  to  declarsa 


cester,  Stroud) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Thames  and  Severn  Canal 
is  still  so  much  out  of  repair  as  to  be  unfit 
for  navigation  ;  and  whether  any,  and,  if 

The  Earl  of  Bosebery 


the  canal  derelict  ? 
•Mr.  bryce  :  I  doubt  that.  Tber^ 
seems  to  be  great  doubt  whether  Sectioi^ 
17  of  the  Act  of  1878  applies  to  thi-^ 
case,  because  it  can  hardly  be  said  tfaa-  ^ 
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in  question   into   ibelr 


ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
3rd   Lieuteuaut  of  Irettintl  whether  he 
aware   that  the   Edenderry  Board  of 
Iriiardiaui*,  at  the  sngofestion  of  the  Local 
}overnment  Board,  did  on   the  21st  of 
?uly  last  reconsider  their  previous  deci- 
sion (to  deprive  the  lahourer  M*Namara, 
Bal rennet,  of  the  cottage  which  was  built 
on  his  representation),  and  by  a  majority 
paased  a  re«ohition  restoring  M*Namara  ; 
ftnd   that  on  the   -ith  of  August,  on  the 
motion  of  Mr.  TyrelL,  J.P.,  the  resolu- 
^OD  of  the  2 let  of  July  wag  rescinded, 
iving  the  case  as   it  stood  previously  ; 
Qd  will  the  Local  Government  Board,  in 
liew  of    their  own   statement   thai   the 
ourae  adopted  by  the  Edenderry  Board 
Guaniiaus  was   contrary  to  the  spirit 
nd    intention   of    the    Labouren?    Acts, 
^ain  make  un   effort  to  have  the  Guar- 
liaoB  T'econsider    this  case,   or    will    the 
fkl  Government  Board,  in  view  of  the 
{nardtaos^  resolution  of  the  2 1st  of  July, 
Dw   take   the   decision    into   their  own 

juids  ? 

The    chief    SECRETARY    for 

Ireland  (Mn  j.  morlev',  Ncw- 

p;     '        nm-Tyne)  :      The      facts      are 

Ic  stated    in  the  first   paragraph, 

Thu  Guitrdiang'  resolution  of  the  21  si  of 
July  giving  the  bouse  to  MlNaniara  was 

^  Fissed  by  a  majority  of  1 1  to  eight,  and 

tie  resolution  of  the  4th  of  August  which 

Bsciuded  that  of  the  21st  of  July  after 

lue  notice,  was  passed  by  14  to  seven* 

The  Local  Government   Board  have  ad- 

idressed  the  Guardians  several  times  on 

be  subject*  and  pointed   out   that   the 

[jurf^e  adopted  by  them  was  contrary  to 

the  spirit  and  intention  of  the  Labourers 

let.       The    Guardians,    however,    still 

^4here  to  their  determination  iiot  to  give 

ie  cottage  to  M*Namara,  and  I  may  add 

[lat  80   far   as   the   Local   Government 

loard  are  aware  the  majority  of  Guar- 

lians,  by  whom  the  rescinding  resolution 

of  the  4th  instant  was  passed,  was  made 

ip  of  eight  elected  and    six    ir  officio 

Guardiaufip    As  the  law  at  present  stands, 

the  selection  of   occupants  for  cottages 

^nder  the  Labourers  Acts  entirely  rests 

irith  the  Guardians,  and  the  Board  have 

no  power  to  take  the  selection  of  a  teuant 


for   the   cottage 
own  hands. 

Mk.  KENNEDY  :  As  this  Is  a  caae 
of  great  hardship  and  injustice  will  the 
Irish  Local  Government  Board  make  a 
further  effort  to  induce  the  Guardians  to 
reconsider  their  decision  ? 

Mr*  J,M0RLEY  :  As  I  have  already 
explained,  the  Boanl  have  no  power  to 
take  the  selection  of  a  tenant  into  their 
own  hands. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  :  But  cannot  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ask  the  Board  to 
reconsider  the  decision  come  to  ? 

Mr.  J*  HURLEY  :  My  information 
is  that  the  Local  Government  Board  do 
not  think  that  even  the  presence  of  one 
of  their  Inspectors  at  the  next  meeting 
of  the  Guardians  would  have  any  effect 
in  inducing  them  to  reconsider  their  deci- 
sion. I  believe  tho  case  is  not  a  very 
strong  one  on  all  its  merits. 

BURIAL  BOABD  FEES, 

Mr,  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(I)  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Ulverstou  Burial  Board  and  the  Burial 
Board  of  Toidington,  Bedfordshire, 
exact  ill  the  unconsecratod  parts  of  their 
cemeteries  the  same  fees  as  are  payable 
to  the  parochial  incumbents  in  the 
consecrated  portions  ;  (2)  whether  their 
tables  of  fees  and  charges  have  received 
the  sanction  of  the  Home  Oihce  ;  (3) 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  obtain  the 
abandonment  of  these  charges  ;  (4) 
whether  any,  and  what,  action  has  been 
taken  with  regard  to  a  similar  table  of 
fees  adopted  by  the  Hounslow  Burial 
Board  ;  and  (o)  whether,  in  view  of 
these  and  other  cases  of  the  like  kind,  be 
will  call  the  attention  of  Burial  Boards 
to  the  provisions  of  the  law  in  regard  to 
such  charges,  and  require  an  alteration 
of  all  tables  of  fees  and  charges  wbich 
are  not  in  conformity  therewith  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  K)t  (1)  The  tables  of 
both  Burial  Boards  contain  the  fees 
mentioned  in  tbe  question,  but  in  the 
case  of  Ulverston  the  clerk  informs  mc 
that  in  respect  of  burials  in  uncousecrated 
ground  they  are  not  *'  exacted,"  but  that 
it  is  carefully  explained  that  they  are 
voluntary  payments.  {2)  The  Todding- 
ton  Table  has  not  been  sanctioned  hj 
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tho  Home  Officer,  nor  has  the  UlverstoD 
Tabic  so  far  as  regards  the  fees  men- 
tioneil  in  the  question.  (3)  I  will 
43ommuuicato  at  once  with  both  Burial 
Boards  with  a  view  to  the  amendment  of 
the  tables.  The  Clerk  to  the  Ulverston 
Board  assures  me  that  his  Board  will 
comply  with  the  law  at  once.  (4)  I 
comuniuieated  with  the  Houuslow  Burial 
Board  and  obtained  an  amendment  of  the 
table  which  makes  it  quite  clear  that 
the  fees  to  incumbents  and  "  officiating 
ministers  "  are  payable  only  when  the 
burial  is  in  consecitited  ground.  (5)  If 
my  attention  is  called  to  any  other  case 
where  the  tables  of  fees  are  not  in 
accordance  with  the  law,  I  will  ask  the 
Burial  Boards  to  alter  them.  I  have  no 
power  to  compel  them  to  do  so,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  they  will  be  ready  to 
comply  with  the  law  when  their  atten- 
tion is  called  to  its  provisions. 

MASTEK  OF  DOCKYARD  TUGS. 

Admikal  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  whether  their  Lordships 
will  consider  the  claim  of  the  masters  of 
sea-going  dockyard  tugs  to  have  their 
pensions  calculated  upon  the  basis  of 
their  annual  earnings  rather  than,  as  at 
present,  upon  their  seale  of  day  pay  of 
OS.,  in  view  of  tho  great  responsibilities 
cast  upon  them  as  pilots  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  entering  and  leaving  harbour,  and 
bearing  in  mind  that  their  Lordships 
have  recently  accepted  the  principle  in 
dealing  with  the  pensions  of  Admiralty 
coopers  ? 

Thk  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  RoBEUTSox,  Dundee)  : 
Tho  pension  of  these  men  are  governed 
by  an  Order  in  Council  under  which  it 
has  been  held  that  pilotage  allowances 
cannot  be  taken  into  account. 

Admikal  FIELD  :  Will  their  Lord- 
ships consider  the  advisability  of  altering 
the  order  in  the  interests  of  justice  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  I  cannot 
make  any  pix)mise  to  that  effect. 

RATLEY  ELKMENTAUY  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Coiuicil  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  public  ele- 
mentary school  at  Ratley,  in  Warwick- 
shire, has  been  closed  since  the  29th  of 
June,  and   that  no  intimation  has  been 
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given  to  the  inhabitants  that  it  will 
be  re-opened  ;  whether  communicatiooB 
from  Ratley  were  made  to  tlie  Depart* 
ment  on  the  4th  and  16th  of  July  and 
on  the  Ist  of  Angust,  and  a  reply  was 
sent  on  the  25th  of  July  saying  that  a 
letter  had  been  written  to  the  managers 
of  the  school,  but  that  no  answer  had 
l>een  received  from  them ;  whether  anj 
answer  has  yet  been  received  from  the 
managers ;  and,  if  so,  to  what  effect ; 
and  whether  any  and  what  steps  will  be 
taken  by  the  Department  to  ensure  that 
there  shall  be  pro})er  elementary  educa- 
tion at  Ratley  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  or  thb 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.B^ 
Rotherham) :  The  Department  were  in- 
formed by  the  managers  of  this  school 
on  the  24th  of  July  that  the  ordinary 
summer  holidays  were  being  given  this 
year  in  July  and  the  )>eginning  of  August 
instead  of  August  and  the  beginning  of 
September  as  previously,  and  that  the 
school  would  be  re-opened  in  the  second 
w^eek  in  August.  This  letter  was  re- 
ceived just  after  the  letter  from  the  De- 
partment, mentioned  in  the  question,  had 
been  put  forward.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  school  has  been  re-opened  yet, 
but  I  will  inquire.  There  is  nothing 
irregular  in  the  case  so  far  as  appears. 

WAGES  ON  GOVERNMENT  FARMS. 
Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  tho  men  en- 
ployed  on  the  Park  Farm,  Shirapling, 
Suffolk,  belonging  to  the  Crown  (Woods 
and  Forest  Department),  which  farm  is 
in  hand,  have  applied  to  have  their  wages 
raised  from  10s.  a  week,  their  present 
pay  ;  whether  they  have  been  told  that 
their  wages  will  be  raised  when  other 
farmers  raise  theirs  ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  in  this  case,  as  at 
Woolwich  and  other  places,  take  the 
initiative,  and  pay  at  least  12s.  a  week? 
♦The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham); 
The  Park  Farm  at  ShimpHng  belongs  to 
the  Crown,  and  is  in  hand.  The  bett^ 
class  of  labourers  employed  upon  the 
Farm  are  paid  more  than  10s,  a  week, 
but  there  are  ordinary  labourers  receiving 
10s.  The  Commissioner  of  Woods  in- 
forms me  that  no  application  has  been 
made  by  the  men  to  have  their  wages 
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raised,  ami  that  the  rateii  actually  paid 
are  thuee  prevalent  in  the  deighbour- 
hood. 

ATTACE8  ON  lUIt^H  HARVEsiEU.s  IN 
ENGLAND, 
Mn.  WEIU  (Ross  am!  Cromarty)  ;  I 
beg  to  mk  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  will  state  the 
result  of  bis  further  inquiry  into  the 
attack  by  a  number  of  roughs  upon 
some  Irish  harvesters  near  the  Red 
Lion,  Potter's  Bar,  on  the  21st  of  July  ; 
whether  he  is  now  aware  that  the  hut'ru 
the  field  in  which  these  Irish  haymakers 
were  asleep  when  arrested  at  2  o'clo<^k 
on  the  following  Sunday  morning  was 
their  usual  sleepiug  place  assigned  to 
them  by  their  employer,  and  that  they 
were  not  in  the  hut  for  the  purpose  of 
concealment  from  the  police;  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  police  that  these  Irishmen  were  not 
in  bed  when  arrested,  but  lying  ou  hay 
on  the  floor,  he  is  aware  that  it  is  not 
the  practice  of  English  farmers  who  engage 
Irishmen  for  haymaking  to  provide  them 
with  spring  mattresses  or  feather  hats,  but 
with  a  j^upply  of  hay  or  straw  on  which 
to  sleep  ;  wliether  any  charge  has  ^et 
been  made  against  the  Englishmen  who 
attacked  the.%e  Irish  harvesters  :  whether 
it  is  proposed  to  act  upon  the  suggestion 
of  the  Chairman  of  the  Court,  and  take 
evidence  of  the  landlord  of  the  Reil 
Lion  ;  and  whether  the  fine  and  costs 
iinpoaed  upon  Patrick  Shield,  who  was 
not  present  during  the  disturbance,  but 
unwell  in  the  hut  in  the  field,  will  be 
remitted  ? 

JMr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  had  a  full 
iuquiry  made  iuto  this  matter.  It  is  true 
that  the  hut  in  which  one  of  the  men  was 
arrested  was  their  usual  sleeping  place,  I 
regret  that  the  information  supplied  to 
tne  and  giveu  by  me  to  the  House  the 
other  day  upon  this  point  was  not  more 
explicit,  but  it  was  not  intendal  to 
suggest  that  the  man  was  iu  the  hut  for 
the  purpose  of  concealing  himself  from  the 
|>olice.     As  to  the  4th  and  5th  paragraphs 

I  have  had  a  statement  taken  from  Mn 
8taUabran,  the  landlord  of  the  Red  Lion, 
and  all  the  faet^  have  been  carefully 
investigated.  Mr.  Stallabran  states  as 
follows  : — * 

**  The  hoa«e  was  closed  iome  few  mi  n  u  tes  before 

II  o'clock  on  Saturday,  21st  Julj,  and  everyone 
went  ont  peaceably.    No  disturbance  whatever 
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Uy^k  place  in  my  hr>me  (luring  the  evening,  and 
no  cau^e  for  any  thriturbiinct*  arose*     I  am  tjuttti^l 
really  to  go  before  any  Mag^isfrate,  but  T  d««  tmt 
think  I  could  thro^v  any  light  od  the  «ubj<^tia« 
the  diatiirbance  to^k  place  after  my  houHO  was 
cltwetl  and  I  wa-  notprei*ent»  Soaie  fewminutei 
after  U  o'clock  I  beanl  a  djstur  fiance  sfoing  on] 
about  30  yards  from  my  houae  iti  the  dirertion.) 
of  Mr.  Rea^l's  farm.     I  went  out  of  my  private  [ 
entrant'e  and  saw  |:Mdice«H«|)erse  the  cntwd.  who 
went  away  in  various  directions  j  S4>rac  quarter 
of  an  hour  afterwards  I  heard  shoutiag  some  db- 
tance  off,  but  I  did  not  go  dowOj  but  came  in- 
doors and  wont  to  beti»  and  saw  no  more  of  the 
aifair.     [  tlo  not  know  any  of  the  men,  and 
cannot  my  whether  the  man   Patri  k   Shields 
was    in   my   houae   on  the  night   in    qn(*stioii 
or  ntit." 

There  is  no  satisfactory  evidence  to 
show  who  was  responsible  for  the 
original  disturlmnoe,  and  no  proceedings 
could  be  taken  in  respect  of  it  with  any 
proapect  of  success.  The  men  in  qnes- 
tioD  were  arrested  for  stouing  and  at- 
tacking the  police.  It  does  not  appear 
10  be  true  that  Shields  wa.^  unwelL  -Flis 
employer,  Mr.  Reid»  states  that  he  was 
not  ill  on  the  day  in  question,  but  at  bin 
work  as  usual.  He  was  identified  as 
being  present,  and  taking  part  iu  the 
attack  OQ  the  police,  and  I  cannot  upon 
the  materiaU  before  me  interfere  with 
the  coDcinsion  come  to  by  the  Magis- 
trates. I  will  take  this  opportunity  of 
answering  the  supplemental  question  put 
the  other  day  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth  (Mr.  T.  M, 
Healy)  with  regard  to  an  attack  on  some 
Irish  iabonrers  iu  Lancashire,  I  have 
received  a  full  Report  from  the  Lancashire 
police  on  the  subject,  and  it  appears  that 
on  the  24th  of  June  a  very  serious  and 
most  disgraceful  attack  was  made  upon  a 
body  of  Irishmen  in  a  house  upon  a  farm 
at  Altcar.  The  assailants  set  fire  to  tho 
house  in  which  the  men  were  at  the  time, 
and  assaultetl  with  pitchforks,  heavy 
sticks  and  bars  of  iron  every  Irishman 
they  could  find,  1  am  glad  to  say  that 
.«*omo  fi'i^e  or  six  of  the  ringleaders  were 
identiiied  and  taken  into  custody  and 
indicted  at  the  Assizes,  where  they 
pleaded  guilty.  They  have  since  been 
sentenced,  one  to  five  years'  penal  servi- 
tude :  another  to  three  years  \  another  to 
15  months,  another  to  12  months,  and 
another  to  six  months,  and  that,  I  think, 
is  a  satisfactory  proof  that  Engli.^h 
Juries  ^nd  English  Judges  are  quite  pre- 
pared to  enforce  the  law  impartially  and 
stringently  wherever  a  breach  of  it  takes 
2  T 
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place,  no  matter  whom  the  lawbreakert^ 
may  be. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Hgbt 
bou.  Gentleman  wbether  any  effort  will 
be  made  to  punidi  the  Englishmen  who 
attacked  the  Irishmen  at  Potter's  Bar  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  What  I  said  was 
that  there  was  no  satisfactory  evidence 
to  show  bow  the  disturbance  began  or 
who  wore  the  aggressors  or  who  the 
attacked  party*  The  four  men  punished 
were  punished  not  for  taking  part  in  the 
digtiirb«Dce,  but  because  that  afterwards 
when  the  police  came  to  disperse  the 
crowd  they  attacked  and  etoned  the 
police. 

Mr.  weir  :  Were  they  pnnii^hed 
simply  because  they  were  Irishmen  ?  If 
they  had  been  Englishmen  would  they 
not  have  escaped  *t 

Mb.  A>SQU1TH  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  WEIH  asked  whether  the  Justices 
were  justified  in  sending  one  of  the  men 
to  gaol  for  21  days,  seeing  that  the  police 
in ti mated  that  the  man  was  found  in 
his  usual  gleepiug  place  in  the  hut  io 
the  field. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  My  hon.  Friend  is 
not  quite  accurate.  The  man  was  sen- 
tenced to  21  days  for  threatening  the 
police  with  a  knife.  I  have  made  a  most 
careful  investigation  into  the  matter,  and 
1  cannot  di&cover  that  there  was  any 
question  of  Eaglishmen  or  Irli^hmen  in 
the  matter.  If  there  had  been,  no  cen- 
sure would  be  too  great*  The  man 
arrested  in  the  hut  was  identified,  on 
evidence  which  the  Magistrates  thought 
satisfactory  J  of  having  been  one  of  those 
who  attacked  the  police. 

Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALT  :  May  I  mk  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  be  con- 
siders the  attempt,  partially  Buccepsful, 
to  roast  a  whole  number  of  Irishmen  in 
some  cabin  has  been  fairly  dealt  with  by 
the  sentences  he  has  read  out  ? 

Mr,  ASQUITH  :  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  sentences  are  adequate. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  they  had 
been  Irishmen  they  would  have  been 
dealt  with  very  differently. 
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if  they  wish  it,  by  paying  a  special  fee 
to  cover  the  cost,  be  ofticialiy  examined 
as  to  their  medical  fitness  before  luider^ 
going  the  competition  ? 

•The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  TttE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr,  WooDALL, 
Hanley)  (who  replied)  said  :  A  very  full 
statement  of  the  phvisti^al  conditions  re- 
quired of  candidate.'^  t  r  my  has  been 
prepared,  aud  may  1>«  l  by  nandi- 
dates  on  application  to  the  WaV  Uflice. 
With  that  statement  before  him,  any 
qualified  surgeon  will  be  able  to  inform 
candidates  whether  they  are  likely  la 
pass  the  medical  examination.  It  it 
therefore  unnecessary,  even  if  it  were 
practicable,  to  authorise  any  ofliciaJ 
medical  examination  of  caudidatea  before 
the  examination  which  follows  ^ueoeaaltiJ 
oompetition  for  commissiona. 

Mk.  BAKTLEY  :  Is  it  not  a  faci 
that  there  is  a  considerable  number  of 
eases  in  which  young  men  who  have 
passed  the  examination  have  been  sub* 
sequently  excluded  in  cousequeuce  of 
physical  unfitness  t  Would  it  not  be 
more  considerate  to  the  candidates  to 
allow  them  to  be  examined  before  they 
go  in  for  training,  so  as  to  enable  them 
to  avoid  a  disaster  which  in  &omc  cases 
meaus  a  loss  pf  many  years  to  them. 

•Mr,  wood  all  :  The  hon.  Membar 
is  aware  that  the  matter  had  been 
recently  under  discussion  in  that  House^ 
aud  I  am  unable  to  add  aoything  to  the 
answer  I  have  given. 


Mr,  speaker  :  Order^  order  f 
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THE    HEDICAL    EXAMINATION 

MILITARl^  CANDIDATK^^* 
Mb,  BARTLEY  (leHngton,  N.) 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary   of   State 
Wtir  wiielher  he  will  arrange  that  can 
didates  for  commissions  in  the  Army  may  ^ 
Mr,  Aiquitk 
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ST.  JAMES'S  SCHOOL,  BBRMONDSKY. 

Mii.M ACDONA  (Southwark»  Rother- 
hithe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  V^ice  Pre>(ident 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Kduea- 
tion  whether  he  will  explain  upon  what 
grounds  the  Education  Department  have 
demanded  that  expensive  alterations 
shall  be  made  in  the  schools  of  8t. 
James,  Bermondsey,  which  contain  al>ont 
560  children  in  average  attendance,  and 
have  had  most  excellent  Reports,  evury 
year ;  and  whether,  in  consideration  of 
the  poorness  of  the  neigh  hour hoo<l,  and 
the  many  burdens  and  high  rate  of  taxa- 
tion in  the  district,  he  will  make  his 
orders  for  alterations  as  light  us  possible^ 
and  reconsider  the  heavy  demand  he  has 
recently  made  upon  the  slender  resottirces 
of  80  poor  a  neighbourhood  ? 

Mr.    ACLAKD:    Since    1869    there 

have    been    repeated   reference*   id  the 

\Biei^QTl%  oi  the   school  to  the  need  of 
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Mr.  MACDONA  :  My  qiiei^tioij  re- 
ferred exeJiwi  velj  to  perumuetit  coopera, 


better  class -room  sccommotlation,  iii 
onler  to  relieve  overcrowding  and  to 
allow  a  better  or^auiBittioo  of  the  school. 
The  managers  have  been  asked  to  en- 
large the  elase-rooms  as  a  coodition  of 
their  continueil  recognition,  and  to  par- 
ti tiou  the  main  room  ;  and  they  appear 
ready  to  do  ao,  and  are  in  correspondence 
with  the  Department  a.s  to  the  plansi.  No 
other  requirement  has  been  made  by  the 
Department ;  but  it  appears  that  certain 
alteratioua  to  the  drainage  and  officer 
have  been  ordered  by  the  Vestry  att 
Sanitary  Authority  for  the  district. 

Mr.  MACDONA:  Seeing  tliat  this 
ie  a  very  poor  district,  and  it  will  be 
diffictilt  to  raitie  the  money,  is  the  riglit 
hoD.  Gentleman  aware  that  failure  to  do 
so  will  involve  the  handing  over  of  the 
school  to  the  School  Board,  and  thei'ebj 
ca&t  e.\tra  burdens  on  the  ratepayers  ? 

Mr.  ACL  AND  :  I  am  afraid  that 
that  is  the  ca&e*  In  London,  a&  ehc^ 
where,  schools  have  to  fill  np  vacancies, 
and  if  a  school  cannot  be  supported 
vohmtarily  the  burden  must  fall  on  the 
rates. 

VICTORIA     VICTUALLING    YAED, 
DEPTFORD. 

Mr.  MACDONA:  I  beg  io  ask  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Adiniriilty  if  he  is 
aware  that  tliere  are  two  men  who  have 
been  for  over  30  years  employed  at  the 
Victoria  Victualling  Yard,  Deptford, 
upon  fmnuanent  day  work,  and  two  for 
over  20  years,  and  five  at  an  average  of 
10  years  ;  and  whether  be  will  take  thi*? 
fact  into  consideration  and  reinstate 
them  from  tlieir  present  pay  of  26s.  a 
week  to  308.  a  week,  which  they  have 
heretofore  been  earning  until  the  recent 
reduction  to  26s.  a  week  ? 

Mti,     E.     ROBERTSON:     I    have 

already  stated,  in  an  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Deptford  on  the  9th  instant, 
that  there  hag  been  no  reduction  of 
wages.  The  30.^.  rate  was  paid  for  a 
short  time  by  mistake,  and  the  autho* 
rized  rate  of  268.  has  been  resumed. 

Mb,  MACDONA:  I  am  perfectly 
aw^are  that  a  similar  question  has  been 
put;  but  the  answer  to  that  given  last 
week  was  that  no  permanent  men  were 
employed. 

Mr.  E,  ROBERTSON  :  The  meaning 
being  that  that  particular  rating  had  been 
abolished. 


FISHERY    CRDIHERB    ROUND    THK 
ISLAND   OF    LEWI8. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  during  the  last  few  days  two 
trawlers  have  been  working  night  and 
day  at  Loch  Roag  and  along  the  coast  of 
the  Island  of  Lewis,  and  that  they  have 
completely  ruined  Loch  Roag  as  a  fiehing 
place  for  the  local  fishermen  ;  if  he  will 
etate  why  there  ie  wo  officer  of  fiBherie^ 
at  the  present  time  at  S torn o way  x 
whether  the  new  cruiser  has  visited  Loch 
Roag  ;  if  so,  when  ;  and  whether  imme- 
diate steps  will  be  taken  to  deal  with 
illegal  trawling  around  the  If^land  of 
Lewis  ? 

TiiK  SECRETARY  i  ;  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G*  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  1  am  informed  by  the 
Fishery  Board  that  the  Commander  of 
the  fishery  cruiser  l^gilant  returned  to 
Oban  on  Saturday  last  after  having 
visited  during  the  week  most  of  the  places 
likely  to  be  frequentetl  by  be?\m  trawler* 
off  the  West  Coast  and  the  inlands  as  far 
north  a.s  Broud  Bay  and  the  Butt  of 
Lewp,  and  reported  that  no  trawlers  were 
seen  in  or  near  the  protected  waters. 
No  complaints  were  receivedj  except  at 
S  tor  no  way,  and  these  w^ere  of  a  vague 
nature,  and  founded  on  hearsay  or  sur- 
mise that  lights  seen  during  night  were 
those  of  a  trawler.  The  reason  why 
there  is  at  present  no  fishery  officers 
st>atioued  at  Stornoway  is  that  during  the 
progress  of  the  great  summer  herring 
fibbing  on  the  East  Coast,  an<l  in  Orkiiey 
and  Shetland,  it  is  necessary  for  branding 
purposes  to  transfer  all  the  availabk" 
West  Coast  officers  to  other  districts. 
The  new  cruiser  has  not  yet  visited  Loch 
Roag,  but  if  evidence  were  forthcoming 
that  trawlers  were  really  working  there, 
she  could  be  sent  to  the  neighbour- 
hood. 

Mk,  WEIR  askeil  if  it  was  not  a  fiict 
that  the  new  cniiser  had  never  visitetl 
Loch  Roag  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  My  hoi>. 
Friend  must  see  that  one  conid  pick  out 
many  places  which  the  cruiser  ha<l  not 
visited*  It  is  impossible  for  it  to  be 
in  diflPereut  places  at  the  same  time. 
It  is  doing  very  good  work,  and  it  ^oe» 
where  it  \%  tnoat  Te<\vv\t<i^* 
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<^l  Fittnhfim  Tithe  {COMMOKS} 

Mr.  WEIR:  li*  it  \\o\  a  fact  that  a 
cnii:*er  iu tended  for  the  protectiou  of  the 
fiaheriea  off  tbe  Islaud  of  Lewis  is  hun- 
dreds of  miles  from  the  coast  of  the 
island  ? 


Difpuitf^ 


[No  aoawer  wa8  given.] 

ALDER8H0T  WATER  SUPFLV. 

Mr.  B4RTLEY  :    I  beg  to  nnk  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  his 
tttt«titiou  has  been  called  to  the  condition 
of  the  Avater  supply  at  Aldershot ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  boys  of  the 
Public  School  Battalion  were  warned  not 
to  drink  the  water,  as  it  was  ao  bad  that 
even  the  fi^lters  were  Insufficient  and  out 
of  order ;  and  whether  he  will  take  stepe 
to  secure  at  ouce  au  ample  supply  of 
potable  water  ? 

•Mr.  wood  all  (who  replied)  aaid  : 
There  is  au  ample  supply  of  excellent 
potable  water  for  the  troops  at  Aldershot 
from  the  Bourley  reservoirs,  and  this 
water  was  supplied  to  the  boy^  of  the 
Public  School  Battalion  by  means  of  a 
standpipe  tixed  to  the  main*  Notices  are 
put  on  certain  pumps  that  the  water  from 
these  wells  is  to  be  us^d  for  washing  pur- 
poses only.  ^ 

Mk.  BARTLE  Y  :  Is  k  not  a  fact  that 
the  boys  were  cautioned  not  to  drink  the 
water  during  the  recent  movements  q( 
the  Public  School  Battalion  ? 

♦Mk.  WOODALL  :  The  caution  had 
reference  to  a  particular  kind  of  water, 
which  w^as  kept  for  sanitary  and  not  for 
drinking  purposes. 

THE  MERCANTILE  MARINE  FUNa 
Sir  M.  HICKS-BE  ACH  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  has  appointed  a  De- 
partmental Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund, 
and  the  mode  of  levying  the  Light  Dues  ; 
whether  he  will  state  the  Order  of  Refer- 
ence to  such  Committee,  and  the  names 
of  the  members ;  and  whether  any  pro- 
posal to  relieve  the  shipping  interest  of 
Light  Dues  at  the  cost  of  the  Exchequer 
will  be  excluded  from  the  inquiry  of  the 
Committee  ? 

Mit.  BRYCE  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  have  ap- 
pointed au  Inter- Departmental  Committee 
frith  the  following  Reference  ; — 

"  To  inquire  into  the  present  fiimncial  eondi- 
tion  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  the  sources 
of  lit  revenue,  and  the  mole  in  which  tkftt 
reveDQc  is  aj)plied ;  tus  aIso  Into  the  principles 


And 


at  present » leried, 
lice  up:>n  di^rcot 


'•Tori  I  vine  what  (if  any)  changes  are  deBi^- 
able  for  increa**iug  the  revenue  of  the  Mercantile 
Marim^  Fund^  for  relieving  it  from  any  oi  tb^ 
existing  charges^  and  for  aiijuHting  «uoh  in- 
equalities in  the  incidence  of  the  Light  Duet 
m  may  he  found  to  exiAt." 

The  Committees  will  consist  of — The 
right  hoD,  Gentleman  the  Member  far 
Bodmin  (Chairraan),  Lortl  Welby,  Lord 
Brasde^,  Sir  Robert  HnniHton,  the  hoii, 
Memberft  for  the  South  Dt vision  of  Bris- 
tol and  the  St.  RoUox  Dt^iaion  of  Glas- 
gow, one  of  the  Se<»retririe^  or  Assij^taut 
Secretaries  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Mr. 
Ryder,  of  the  Treasury,  Captain  Vy  vran^ 
of  the  Trinity  Honse,  Mr.  Fenwiek 
Fen  wick,  President  of  the  Chamber  of 
Shipping  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
Mr,  John  Glover* 

FAKKHAM  TITHK  DISPUTE 
Mil.  JEFFREYS  (Hnnts,  Basing- 
fltoke)  :  I  !>eg  to  ask  theSecrotarr  toth© 
Trea?!urj  whether  he  h  aware  thai  in 
tho  ease  of  **  Simmonds  v,  Heath/^  begtm 
IN  mouths  ago  in  the  Farnham  Connty 
Court  over  a  disputed  tithe  cluim  for 
£3  10»i.,  the  defendant  baa  secured  linm 
Judgments  In  his  favour  ;  that  the  plain* 
tifl'ns  well  us  defendant  wa9  content  with 
the  Judgments  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
given  in  November^  1893  ;  on  what 
grounds  has  the  Treasury  aiuce  Intervened 
and  given  notice  to  the  defendant  that 
they  will  take  up  the  case  and  appeal  to 
the  Houj*e  of  Lortb,  and  that  the  defen» 
dant  must  lodge  his  case  there  by  13th 
September  next ;  whether  there  i^  any 
precedent  for  the  Treasury  thus  inter- 
vening in  private  litigation  for  thetr  own 
parfK>ses,  without  agreeing  to  indemnify 
both  side8  against  the  costa  of  the 
appeal  ;  whether  the  Treasury  will  con- 
sider the  cousequeuce  of  their  action 
upon  the  defendant,  who  ta  a  amall 
dairyman  und  grocer,  and  quite  anable  to 
pay  for  the  preparation  of  bis  case  licfore 
the  House  of  Lords;  and  whether  the 
Treasury  will  gtve  the  necessary  Jo- 
demnity  for  cost^^,  in  order  that  the  de- 
fendant may  Imve  full  justice  done  at  the 
hearing  of  his  case  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEUT  ;  The  Treasury 
has  intorvenetl  in  this  ease  in  onler  to 
obtain  au  authoritative  judicial  decision 
upon  a  question  of  considerable  impor* 


The  WuHna 
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Incident, 
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tance  in  the  lulmioistration  of  extraor- 
dinary Tithu  ReJeraptioQ  1886  by  the 
Bw^rU  of  Agriculture,  The  Treasury 
will  l>e  prepared   to  relieve   both  parties 

I  to    the    appeal   of    the   amount  of  their 

\  necessary  costs, 

At>HTON.UNDER-LYME   SEWAGE 
SCHEME, 

Mr.  SIDEBOTHAM  (Cheshire, 
Hyde)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
has  considered  the  Petition  against  the 
Ash  ton-under- Lyme  Hewage*  Scheme 
presented  to  him  by  the  iohabit-ants  of  ' 
DukiuHeld  ;  and  whether  he  has  arrived  \ 
at  any  decision  in  the  matter  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  cuu   state  when  he  will 

I        be  in  a  position  to  settle  this  question, 
which  is  causing  such  unear^iuess  to  the 

I        ratepayers  of  Dnkin field  ? 

•The  president  of  tjie  LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefevke,   Bradford,    Central) :    I  have 

I        had  under  eonsiderntiou  the  representa- 

l^^tjona    ma<ie    to    the   Local    Government 

^KBoard   with    reference    to    the    Ashton- 

launder- Lyme  sewerage   scheme,  and  my 

decision    will    be   oomraunieated    to   the 

authorities  within  a  few  days* 


Mr.  weir  asked  if  the  waterfthus 
obt^iined  was  placed  iti  the  same  tank  as 
that  from  the  artesian  wells  ? 

Sir  J.  T,  HIBBERT  :  I  cannot  say. 

JABE2  BALFOCE. 
SiH    E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  Federal  Judge  has 
granted  the  extradition  of  Jabez  Balfour ; 
aud^  if  so,  whether  there  is  any  right  of 
appeal  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) ;  We  liave  not  yet  heard  the  deci- 
sion  of  the  Federal  Judge  at  Salta. 


WATER  SUPPLY  TO  THE  HODSE  OF 

COMMONS. 
Mr,  WEIR  :  I  h»eg  to  ask  the  First 
[Commissioner  of  Works  whether,  having 
Bgard  to  the  fact  that  one  set  of  water 
felosets  off  the  Committee  Room  corridors 
supplied  from  a  cistern  from  which 
rater  is  drawn  for  domestic  purposes,  he 
nil  ?tate  from  what  system  and  source 
the  drinkiug  water  in  the  dining  room 
and  bar  is  obtained  ? 

Siu  J.  T.  IIIBBERT  :  I  will  answer 

thie  question,  in  the  absence  of  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman.    The  drinking  water  in 

the   dining  room  and  bar  h  drawn  direct 

rom   the    main    tanks    of  the  Imilding, 

rhich  are  filled  from  the  main  pipes  con- 

liected  with  the  artesian  welk  and  water- 

rork^    of   the    Government   at    Orange 

Jtreet^  Trafalgar  Square*     Owin^,  how- 

p^er,  to  the  deficiency    of   the   j*npplles 

om    Orange    Street^    the    Government 

ains  have  frequently  to   be  repleui«he<l 

from   tbe  mains  of  the  Chelsea   Water- 

_works    Company    to  the  extent  of  half 

be  eonsumption. 


PROMOTION  IN  THE  CUSTOMS 
SBBVIOE, 
Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick.  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treai*ury 
if  he  is  aware  that  tbe  new  Regulations? 
which  came  into  force  at  the  commence- 
'  ment  of  the  present  year  in  the  Customs 
'  Service  has  militated  seriously  against 
tbe  promotion  of  many  servants  in  the 
I  Service,  and  that  under  this  new  Regu- 
'  lation  the  position  of  examining  officers 
has  been  changetl  to  their  disadvantage  ; 
and  whether  ^ucb  Regulation  is  in  accord- 
ance vvith  the  Minute  of  24th  March, 
1891  ? 

Sjr  J-  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  is  surmised 
that  the  question  refers  to  the  modifi- 
cation of  the  system  of  keeping  the 
warehousing  accounts  introduced  in  the 
Department  on  Ist  January  last.  I  am 
informed  that  this  modification  has  had 
no  serious  effect  as  yet,  but  may  probably 
lead  ultimately  to  some  reduction  in  the 
number  of  examining  officers  of  the  First 
and  Second  Classes.  Such  a  possibility 
is,  however,  expressly  contemplated  by 
the  Treasury  Minute  referred  to,  which 
6tate8  that  the  augmentation  or  the 
decrease  of  number**  in  any  clasy  must 
depend  on  the  requirements  of  the  Public 
Service  aa  estimated  by  the  Board. 

THE    WARFNA    INCIDENT. 

SiitE.ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  1 

beg  to  at^k  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  French 
Government  have  offered  any  reparation 
for  the  death  of  the  three  British  officers 
who  were  killed  in  the  French  attack  on 


Grant$  t&  Small 


Brtiisb  Foroefi  near  Wanna  m  December 

last  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  There  is  nothiDg  to 
add  to  the  provrotis  aORwer  ;jfiveii  ontbe 
13th  of  July.  The  position  of  Warina 
appearB  to  be  open  to  much  dispute. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
May  I  R3k  what  that  aiiavret  waa  ? 

Sir  E*  grey  :  It  ifi  impossible  to 
settle  this  question  satisfactorily  until 
the  position  of  Warioa  has  been  deter- 
mined beyond  drspnte.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  can  throw  any  additional  in* 
formation  Opon  that  subject,  we  shall  be 
very  glad  to  have  it. 

Uii.  J.  W,  LO  WTHER  (Cumberlatid, 
Penrith) :  Has  the  Government  taken 
anv  stepB  to  ascertaio  the  poeition  of 
Warina  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  actual  posttion  is 
this  :  One  set  of  calculations  was  pro- 
duced which  placed  Warina  in  a  certain 
position.  Since  then  another  set  of  cal- 
culations has  been  brought  forward 
placing  it  in  a  different  ponition.  It  is 
impossible  to  put  this  question  beyond 
dispute  without  sending  an  astronomical 
expedtliofi  to  make  a  survey  on  the  spot^ 
and  Her  Majesty '&  Government  have  not 
taken  any  steps  to  do  that.  In  view  of 
the  pending  discUHs?iou  with  the  French 
Government  on  many  subjects  of  dispute 
in  Went  Africa,  I  think  this  would  not 
be  tbo  proper  time  lo  do  that. 

THE  BOTKWELL   PARK   DISTURBANCE. 

Mr,  D,  CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 
K,E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scoiland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  complain t»  from  a  public 
meeting  in  the  nei^^hbourhood,  that  the 
police  were  the  aggressors  jo  a  disturb- 
ance at  the  mining  village  of  Both  well 
Park  last  week  ;  and  whether,  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  and  of  the  police 
force,  lie  has  made  or  will  make  inquiry 
into  this  complaint  ? 

Sir  G.  TRE\T;LYAK:  I  bave 
received  from  the  County  Clerk  of 
Lanarkshire  Reports  by  the  Cbiof 
Coustable  in  regard  to  the  occurrence 
referred  to  in  the  question,  hut  as  I  am 
informed  that  Crown  Counsel  last  week 
ordered  that  four  of  the  persons  con- 
cerned in  the  disturbance  which  then 
took  place  should  be  tried  summarily 
before  the  Sheriff,  and  as  the  whole  facts 
will  doubtless  be  publicly  elicited  at  the 
trial,  it  is  probably  better  that  I  should 

Sir  E,  AsAmead'Bartleii 
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THK  CROFTERS'  ACT8  AMKNUMKKT 

BILL, 
Mr,   weir   had  on   the  Paper   th« 

following  queatiou  : — To  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  wliether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Government  have 
not  given  effect  to  the  promiBes  made  by 
its  Leaders,  prior  to  and  during  the  last 
General  Election,  that  immediately  on 
the  return  lo  power  of  the  Liberal  Party 
a  Croft^rs^  Acts  Amendment  Bill  would 
be  introduced  and  passed,  be  will  give  ao 
assurance  that  at  the  l:>eginuiag  of  next 
Scftsion  these  pledges  will  Vie  redeemed  ? 
•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  only  part  of 
this  question  that  is  in  Order  is  that 
whicli  a»ks  whether  the  Chancel  lor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  give  an  as«umnc*> 
that  at  the  beginning  of  next  Session  a 
Crofters*  Acts  Amcudmeut  BUI  wiU  1^ 
introduceil. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W,  Harcocrt, Derby): 
I  have  already  told  my  hou.  Friend — and 
I  think  I  have  answered  a  great  many 
questions  on  this  snbiect^that  I  can 
give  no  undertaking  with  reference  to 
any  measure  that  may  be  introduced  noxt 
Session. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  U  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  aware  that  the 
number  of  these  people, is  getting  so  few 
that  probably  very  few  will  be  left  ♦" 
come  under  the  Act  next  year  ? 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  .  it. 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman** 
answer,  may  I  ask  whether  tb  ""  u- 
Wrs  who  have  stated  in  the    1  i;a 

they  bave    received    unib  wUh 

reference    to    particular    >■  ■  «©xt 

Session  are  mistaken  ? 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (loverne&s- 
shire)  :  With  respect  to  this  Bill,  Sir^ 
which  has  now  been  finally  withdrawn 
from  the  Order  Paper  by  the  Govern- 
ment, may  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  ih© 
Exchequer  whether  ita  abandonment  III 
the  face  of  the  enemy  is  not  a  piece  of 
political  cowardice  unworthy  of  Ho* 
Maje^ty^s  Government  ? 

[These  questions  were  not  answered •! 

GRANTS  TO  SMALL  tiLKAL  ^i^:HOOU>. 
Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univermty)': 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Pre^ld^nt  oi  the 


Dr,  Carmlius 
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Committ^  of  Coui^^U  oq  EducfttioD  whe- 
ther it  is  the  practice  of  the  Department 
to  refiL^e  grants  to  smail  rural  schoola 
umier  Article  lOo,  altliougb  the  popula- 
tion  within  a  radius  of  two  miles  is  uoder 
500,  on  the  ground  that  the  population 
of  the  civil  parish  in  which  the  school  is 
situate  exceeds  that  number  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  thi^  practice  excludes 
many  ^jchooU  quite  as  necessitous  as 
many  which  receive  such  grants  ;  and 
whether  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
has  been  taken  as  to  this  practice 
Leing  in  accordance  with  the  Education 
Code  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  If  the  hou.  Member 
refers  to  the  Article  in  queation,  he  will 
see  that  the  claim  for  a  grant  may  bo 
made  on  either  alternative — of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  school  district,  or  of  the 
population  within  two  miles  of  the 
school  by  the  nearest  road.  There  is 
.ijol,  and  has  not  ever  been,  auy  such 
practice  an  that  stated  in  the  question* 

8MALL-P0X    AT     COVENTRY, 
Mb,  HOPWOOD   (LoncashLre,   S.E., 
Middleton)  :  I  beg   to   ask   the  Farlia- 
meotary  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
aent   Board  whether  he  is  aware  that 
William  Wiudridge,  who  died  of  small- 
pox in  the   City   Hospital,  Coventry,  on 
'  the  22tid  June  last,  was  certified  by  the 
medical  offieer,  Dr.  Fen  ton,  to  have  died 
un vaccinated,  described  by  thei  doctor  to 
be  an  auti- vaccinationist,  who  refused  the 
protection   afforded  by   vaccination,   and 
iied  a  martyr  to  his  prejudices  ;  whether 
ihe   Department    has    since    received    a 
statement,  signed  by  the  mother,  widow, 
lod  brolhor  of  the  deceased,  that  he  had 
en  vaccinated  and  was  an  advocate  of 
racci nation  ;  and  whether  the  Department 
'will  inquire  into  the  matter,  with  a  view 
of  preventing  the  above  from  appearing 
In  the  Registrar  General's  statistics  aa 
in  unvacciuated  ctise  ? 

'Tub  8ECKETARY  ru  the  LOCAL 
LjGOVERKMKNT  BOAliD  (Sir  W, 
^H*osT£ii,  Derby,  Ilkeston)  ;  The  state- 
^^Bnents  on  the  question  are  sub- 
^^ktAutially  correct,  but  inquiry  has 
^Biuce  been  made  of  Dr»  Fentoo,  and 
I  he  states  that  Wiudridge,  on  more 
^■than  one  occasion,  stated  to  him  that  he 
^^pid  not  think  that  lie  had  been  vacel- 
*      Gated.     He  states  further  that  ho  failed 


to  discover  the  slightest  mark  of  cicatrix 
or  other  evidence  left  by  the  operation, 
Windridge  had  not  only  refused  to  be 
vaccinated,  but  had  made  statements  to 
Dr.  Fenton  with  regard  to  vacciuatioD 
which  satisfied  him  that  he  was  opposed 
to  vaccination.  Dr.  Fenton  subsequently 
made  inquiry  of  the  mother  of  the  de- 
ceased, but  could  not  obtain  any  satisfac- 
tory information  as  to  his  having  been 
vaccinated.  In  face  of  these  contradic* 
tory  statements  I  can  only  say  thiikt  if 
my  hou.  Friend  will  obtaiu  Information 
for  me  as  to  the  date  and  place  of  the 
vaeoination  of  the  deceased,  I  will  make 
further  inquiry. 

COURT  OF  CRIMINAL  APPEAL. 
Mit.  HOPWOOD :  I  beg  to  aak  th© 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  will,  in  the  Recess,  con- 
sider the  suggestions  of  Her  Majesty^B 
Judges  of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal 
and  Revision  of  Sentences,  with  the  view 
of  legislation  in  the  next  Hession  of  Par- 
liament ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  suggestions  of 
the  Judges  have  been  and  are  receiving 
the  careful  attention  of  the  Government, 
With  reference  to  legislation  next 
Session,  I  must  refer  my  hou.  Friond  to 
the  answer  given  just  now  to  another 
question  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

BB.  C0KNELIU8  HERZ. 
Mr.  SCOTT  MONTAGU  (Hants, 
New  Forest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  Dr-  Cornelius  Herz  is  still  in 
custody  at  Bournemouth  at  the  expense 
of  the  British  Government,  under 
warrants  granted  by  Sir  John  Bridge, 
Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Courts,  issued  in  January,  189S, 
upon  requisitions  by  the  Government  of 
the  French  liepublic  ;  whether,  on  the 
3rd  of  August,  1894,  Dr.  Herz  was  con- 
demned in  his  absence  by  a  l^'rench  Court, 
on  the  same  charges  as  those  set  out  in 
the  warranto  on  which  he  was  arrested  in 
Euglaud,  to  imprisonment  for  five  years 
and  a  fine  of  3,000  francs  ;  whether  the 
French  Court  declined  to  admita  medical 
certificate,  signed  by  Sir  Richard  Quain, 
Sir  George  Johnson,  Dr.  T*  Lauder 
Bruuton,  and  Dr.  William  Frazer,  stating 
thor^  in  then*  opinion,  Dr.  Hens's  removal 
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from  hiB  present  place  of  deteDtioD  would 
eDdanger  hU  life  ;  whether  the  French 
Court  refused  to  allow  Dr.  Hera  to  he  re- 
presented hj  Counsel  or  otherwise,  or  to 
allow  any  statement  to  be  made  on  his 
behalf ;  and  whether  the  continued 
detention  of  Dr.  Herz  under  the  warrants 
issued  in  January,  1893,  is  legal,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  his  case  has  now 
1)een  adjudicated  fupon  by  the  French 
Courts  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  Her  Majesty V  Go- 
vernment have  received  no  official  inti- 
mation from  the  French  Government 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  Dr.  Herz, 
and  I  only  know  what  has  appeared  in 
the  newspapers,  and  can  express  no 
opinion  upon  the  question  whether  his 
continued  detention  under  the  warrants 
issued  in  January,  1893,  is  legal.  That 
is  a  question  of  law.  If  Dr.  Hers  is 
advised  that  anything  which  has  hap* 
penend  under  his  further  detention  is 
illegal,  it  is  competent  to  him  to  test  the 
matter  by  un  application  to  an  English 
Court  of  Law.  I  intend  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  on  the 
subject. 

TORPEDO  BOAT  DESTROYERS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow)  :  On  behalf  of  the  Member 
for  Portsmouth  (Mr.  Clough)  I  Injg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  Admiralty  are  satisfied  with 
the  two  first  of  the  42  torpedo  boat  de- 
stroyers recently  ordered  ;  and  whether 
they  are  taking  care  to  utilise  their  ex- 
|)erience  as  to  details  of  the  Havock  and 
Hornet  in  the  construction  of  other 
vessels  of  the  same  class  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Sir  U.  Kat-Shuttle- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The 
Admiralty  are  glad  to  recognise  that 
Messrs.  Yarrow  have  been  the  contrac- 
tors who  have  first  constructed  and  com- 
pleted with  rapidity  for  the  British  Navy 
vessels  of  the  high  speed  of  the  Havock 
and  Hornet.  On  behalf  of  the  Admi- 
ralty I  am  happy  to  express  our  satis- 
faction with  the  manner  in  which  the 
contract  has  been  carried  out.  We  are 
also  ready  to  acknowledge  the  value 
which  we  attach  to  the  designs  of 
Messrs.  Yarrow  for  the  machinery  of 
these  vessels.     Practical  proof  has  been 
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given  of  this  favourable  opinion  bj  our 
use  of  certain  parts  of  these  designs  as  » 
guide  to  contractors  for  some  of  the 
other  torpeiio  boat  destroyers  since 
ordered. 


THE  CASE  OF  EMILY  CULLIFORD. 

Mr.  BURNIE  (Swansea  Town)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  Mrs.  Ger* 
trude  Jeuner,  of  Denver  Castle,  Cardiff^ 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  Emily  CuUi- 
ford,  who  was  wrongly  charged  with  mur- 
der at  Penarth,  and  acquitted  at  the 
Swansea  Assizes,  and  who,  whilst  in 
custody  and  before  her  trial,  is  stated  to 
have  been  subjected  to  unneceesarilj* 
harsh  treatment ;  whether  suitable  com- 
pensation can  be  given  to  Miss  Calliforcl 
for  the  wrong  she  has  sustained ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
undue  severity  towards  persons  in  cos- 
tody  before  they  are  tried  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  inquired  into 
this  matter,  and  a  fnll  answer  is  being 
sent  to  Miss  Jenner  dealing  with  the 
various  grounds  of  complaint  all^^ed  hj 
her.  The  general  result  is  that,  beyond 
the  indignity  to  which  all  innocent  per- 
sons are  unfortunately  exposed  who  are 
arrested  on  a  gross  charge  such  as  this^ 
which  turns  out  to  l)e  unfounded,  there 
is  no  reason  for  thinking  that  Miss 
Culliford  was  harshly  treated.  It  is  im- 
possible, therefore,  to  recognise  any  claim 
to  compensation  without  establishing  » 
precedent  which  could  be  invoked  by  aH 
persons  who  are  shown  to  have  been 
wrongfully  accused.  Any  case  in  which 
undue  severity  is  alleged  will  be  carefully 
investigated,  and  if  the  allegation  is  sus- 
tained there  will  be  no  hesitation  in 
taking  fit  action. 

MOTION. 


SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (EXEMPTION 
FROM  THE  STANDIKO  ORDER). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Mines  (Eight 
Hours)  Bill,  if  under  discuasion  at  Twdve 
o*clock  this  niffht,  be  not  intermpted  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Standing  Order  Sittlnn  of  the 
House."— (7%^   Chancellor  vf  the  Brekefmer.y 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  91  ;  Noea 
52. — (Division  List,  No.  280.) 
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^■limES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL.— (No.  lU.) 
^BcuJiMiTTEE.  [/Vojyrcw,  ISth  August,} 
^B      Bill  cQusldered  tu  Committee, 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY, 


(lu  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

A  me  ml  men  t  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
9,  after  the  lost  Amoudmeut,  to  leave 
out  the  words — 

"In  any  county  in  which  ft  majority  of  the 

workraen  employed  underground  in  the  mines 

^therein  shall  ro  resolre  in  manner  liereinafter 

led^  and  ho  long  a«  «uch  resolution  shali 

n  iinrescind«l.--^3/r.  D.  Thotmis^ 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  those 
wordfi  be  tliere  inserted/* 


Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR   (Leede, 
is  speech  was 

yer^tcrday    he 


^■Cetitmt)  siud,  that  when 
^Binterrupte^i  at  midnight 
^^was  proceeding  to  examine  the  grounds 
I  on  wliieli  the  demand  of  those  who  pro- 
I^H  moted  the  Bill  was  based — he  meant  the 
^Bdemand  for  extending  \t^  provisions 
1^  universally  and  uniformly  to  every  part 
of  the  country.  He  ventured  to  say 
Ihat  oil  this  subject  there  had  been  a 
Ifeonsiderfthle  shifting  of  position  on  the 
part  of  those  who  represented  the  miners 
-ID  the  Miners'  Federation,  They 
ised  to  be  threatened,  not  so  very  long 
with  the  horrors  of  a  universal 
itrlke  if  this  Bill  were  not  passed,  and 
appeals  were  made  to  Parliament  ti>  pass 
lihis  Bill  in  order  to  preserve  the  country 
from  the  misenes  which  such  a  strike 
fwould  involve*  Btit  they  heard  little 
^ about  the  universal  strike  now,  and  the 
J  reason  was  obvious.  On  this  question  a 
Lliniversal  strike  was  impossible  so  long 
las  there  were  irnport*int  districts  in  which 
[the  Organisations  of  the  miners  were 
'opposed  to  the  Bill.  This,  however, 
brought  him  to  a  very  important  point* 
I  The  fact  that  there  were  these  Organisa- 
ftiODs  opposet^l  to  the  Bill  was  the  justifi- 
cation put  forward  for  not  accepting  an 
Amendment  to  apply  the  principle  of 
local  option  in  regard  to  the  Bill. 
What  did  that  moan  ?  It  meant  simply 
Jiis  :  that  this  legislation  was  sought 
limply  and  solely  in  order  to  coerce  those 
liBtricts  which  were  unwilling  to  come 
Bnder  the  provisions  of  the  measure^ 
it  really  come  to  this :  that  in  the 


endeavour  to  coerce  d  is  triers  embracing 
considerably  upwards  of  100, (KK)  miners. 
Parliament  was  to  be  asked  to  assist  ? 
If  it  were  so,  all  he  could  say  was  that 
their  traditional  liberties  must  indeed  lie 
in  danger.  There  was  only  one  justifica- 
tion in  any  degree  plausible  whroh  he 
conld  imagine  for  legislatioii  of  this  kind^ 
and  it  was  that  such  legislation  waft 
urgently  demanded  in  the  interests  of  the 
health  or  the  safety  of  those  who  were 
employed  in  the  mines.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  in  the  former  history  of  this  ques- 
lioD  this  plea  was  frequently  put  forward, 
but  it  hail  l>een  fairly  examined  by  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Labour,  and  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  it  had  been  com- 
pletely upset.  The  conclusions  at  which 
the  Commission  arrived  were  that  the 
miners  were  not  in  nn  exceptional 
position  as  regarded  the  unheal thiuess  of 
their  employment,  but,  on  the  conti'ary, 
that  their  employment  was  on  the  whole 
more  healthy  than  the  average  of  em- 
ployments, and  that  as  regarded  safety 
the  Eight  Ilonrs  Bill  would  not  promote 
safety  nor  diminish  the  risk  of  accidents^ 
but  would  l»e  likely  to  huve  the  efiect  of 
increasing  them.  These  coucIusIohr 
arrival  at  by  the  Royal  Commission 
were  not  disput^^d  in  the  Minority  Report. 
And  further  than  that,  in  the  Debate  of 
yesterday  there  was  not  a  single  claim 
put  forward  for  this  Bill  on  the  ground 
of  health  and  safety.  This  was  a  very 
striking  fact,  and  he  could  not  say  how 
far,  in  the  first  instance^  pleas  more 
ou  the  ground  of  liealth  and  safety  were 
put  forward  by  the  miners  with  thorough 
conviction  ;  but  he  had  no  doubt  that  it 
was  those  pleas  which  secured  for  this 
Bill  a  great  deal  of  the  sympathy  which 
it  received,  and  a  great  deal  of  the 
»upt>ort  which  was  given  to  it  by  those 
w^ho  had  no  personal  interest  in  the  ques- 
tion electorately  or  otherwise.  If  this  high 
ground  of  health  and  of  bafety  was 
abandoned,  as  he  had  no  doubt  it  had 
been,  what  remained  ?  There  remaineit 
the  lower  ground  of  self*intereet,  and 
that  alone.  Yesterday,  only  three  hon* 
Members  spoke  against  local  option,  and 
eacli  of  thorn  opposed  the  Amendment 
on  the  ground  alone  that  if  it  were  passed 
those  districts  which  adopted  the  Bill 
w^ould  be  unfavourably  affected  as  com- 
pared with  those  districts  which  did  not- 
That  was  really  the  only  argument 
which  had  been  put  forward  against  tlM^ 
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indefeusible  doctrine  that  ParlianieDt 
was  to  l»e  called  in  in  order  to  redreaa 
the  balance  between  one  district  and 
luiother*  But  the  inequalities  between 
4iBtriGt«  did  not  apply  alone  to  hour«  of 
work.  There  were  i«equalitie«  v^  re- 
garded wages,  and  in  other  respects. 
Weve  they,  then,  to  extend  the  principle 
of  this  legislation  to  all  these  inequalities, 
as  to  bring  alx>ut  uniformity  all 
^iound  ?  Properly  regarded,  the  Bill  was 
nothing  but  a  step  in  the  direction  of 
<K>Uectivii3m.  They  might  as  well  be  a^ked 
to  go  the  whole  way  and  take  the  mines 
directly  under  the  nmnagemeut  of  the 
State.  That  would  be  a  conclusion 
which  would  be  not  unsatisfactory  to  some 
Members  of  that  House  ;  for  example, 
to  the  Member  for  Battersea  (Mr.  John 
Burns),  but  was  that  a  step  which  the 
House  generally  could  eontemplate  ? 
What  the  Bill  aotiwUy  proposed  did  not 
amount  to  this,  but  it  was  in  this  direc- 
tion and  was  wuiiiciently  nbsurd,  for  it 
meant  that  more  than  100,0(K)  miners 
were  to  be  brought  under  the  yoke  of 
uniformity,  and  subject  against  their  will 
to  the  conditions  of  this  Bill,  in  order 
that  the  Miners'  Federation  might  be 
asaisted  to  reduce  the  output  and  to  keep 
up  the  price  of  coal  in  the  hope  that  by 
that  means  they  would  be  able  to  main- 
tain wages.  To  put  the  matter  in  other 
worda*  what  Parliament  was  asked  to  do 
MfiL^  Xiv  htlp  tlio  Miners'  Federation — the 
mo6t  powerful  organisation  of  workmen 
in  the  world — to  coerce  the  districts 
of  South  Wales,  Northumberland,  and 
Durham,  in  order  that  wages  might  be 
kept  up,  and  tlie  price  of  coal  raised  to 
the  consumers  all  over  the  country.  A 
more  impudent  claim  had  never  l>een  put 
forward  by  any  body  of  men,  yet  it  was 
for  this  claim  that  the  Government  gave 
exceptional  facilities. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out,  in  line  1,  the 
word  *' county,'-  and  insert  the  words 
"district  as  hereinafter  determinod." — 
(jVr.  Gtrald  ffa/fotir.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  county'  stand  part  of  the  proposal 
Amendment/' 

Question  put,  and  negatived* 
Question  proposed, 

**That  the  wortis  ^  In  any  dUtrtct  as  herein- 
after dotenuineil   m   which  a  majority  of  the 
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new  and  f  warkmen  employed  undcrgrouii«J  in  the   tttlnai 
therein  lihall  »o  wsolve  In  nr.i  nrnfter 

prorhled»  and  so  lonjf  as  such  a  Bhall 

remain  unrescindeJ,*  be  there  iDj*crtc4/' 

^^ll^  J.  JOICEY  (Durham,  Cheater- 
le-Street)  said,  he  had  listened  carefully 
to  the  arguments  put  forward  by  ibe 
promoters  of  this  Bill 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  he  would 
ask  the  Chairman  whether  the  Debate 
upon  the  Amendment  to  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  limited  to  the  subject- 
matter  thereof  ? 

The  chairman  sftid,  Ye«  t  th6 
discussion  must  be  confined  to  the  fiub* 
stitution  of  **  district  '*  for  **  county.*' 

Sir  J.  JOICEY  said,  that  with  re. 
gard  to  the  Amendment  which  had  just 
been  moved  by  the  hou.  Member  oppo* 
site,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned  he  could 
not  see,  whether  it  was  accepted  or  not, 
that  it  would  make  very  much  difference 
to  the  Amendment  of  bis  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Merthyr.  Whether  they 
took  the  county  or  the  district, 
it  did  not  affect  the  principle  of  the 
things  There  was  one  matter  which 
had  pleased  him  in  the  course  of  thd 
Debate  which  had  taken  place.  He  w»a 
led  to  understand  from  the  statemeot 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  luce 
Division,  who  was  one  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  that  the  promoters  were  not  dis- 
posed to  accept  any  Amendment  to  the 
Bill.  !Novv,  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
had  his  name  u|>on  the  Bill,  ami  might, 
he  presumed,  be  considered  to  be  a  pro* 

meter  of  the  Bill 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  he  under- 
stood  this  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 
Might  he  suggest  that  it  be  made  at 
once^  so  that  the  lines  of  the  Debate 
might  not  be  limited. 

*8iR  J.  JOICEY  said,  he  did  notknow 
what  authority  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
for  saying  that  the  Amendment  would  be 
accepted.  He  himself  was  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say  whether  it  would  or  would 
not  be  accepted, 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  that  ns  h©  understood  those  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  would  accept 
the  Amendnteut  suggented,  it  would  be 
convenient  that  it  shouhl  be  accepted  at 
once,  so  that  a  general  discussion  might 
be  taken  upon  the  araeuded  AmendmeoL 

Mil.  J.  WILSON  (Durham)  said,  he 
should  be  glad  to  know  what  waa  t(ie 
meaning  of  the  ivord  "district/'  ~ 
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The  chairman  satd,  tliEt  ti  sub- 
sequent Ameudmeut  proposed  to  define 
the  distriou.  It  provitiod  that  the  dia- 
tricrts  were  ta  be  determiDed  bj  the 
Home  8ecret»rj,  and  would  be  faund  od 
page  15. 

Mr.  D,  A,  THOMAS  said  thai,  «o  far 
as  he  was*  couceroed,  he  wna  prepared  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  thehou*  Mem- 
ber for  Leedt^.  He  was  not,  however, 
prepared  to  accept  lite  hon*  Grentlemaifs 
definition  of  "  district."  He  rather  ques- 
tioned the  ability  of  not  only  the  present 
Home  Secretary  but  Homo  Secretaries 
in  general  to  define  what  was  a  district. 
Mr.  GERALD  BALFOTR  said,  he 
did  not  explain  his  Amendment  in  bin 
epeech.  He  put  down  in  the  Ameod- 
tneot  what  ho  eoncoivetl  to  be  the  meaning 
of  a  district* 

^SiR  J.  JOICEY,  Gontiuuingf  said,  be 
was  glad  to  find  that  among  the  promoters 
of  this  Bill  there  was  one,  at  all  events^ 
who  had  exercised  his  u.^ual  independence 
of  character,  and  Imd  not  concurred  in  the 
ecisiou  which  ha^l  been  come  to  by  the 
lion.  Member  for  luce  and  his  friends  to 
efu^e  all  compromigie   on    this    subject 
rwhatever.     The  hon.  Member  for  Sun- 
derland  had  not  only  agreed    to  support 
Ameudmeut,  but  had  made  a  good 
sensible  speech  to  its  favour.     He 
*tioped  that  the  example  set  by  him  would 
he  followed    by  others,    and    that   they 
might  find  a  means  of  coming  to  a  com- 
promise which  would  satisfy  the  districts 
repreBeuted  by  himself  and  the  hon*  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr.     This  Bill  was  one  of 
ital  importance  to  the  district  he  repre- 
ented,    and    he    must   sny    that    in  his 
pinion    it    wa«    l>eing    pushed    forward 
ith  very  great  baste,     He  thought  that 
hen    a  great  change  of   this  sort  was 
ontenvplated  it  would  1h>  a  good  thing 
hat  it  should  be  subjected  not  only  to 
full     and    complete    discussion     in    that 
House,  but  that  the  details  of  the  mea- 
ure     affecting    the    change    should     be 
horoughly  thrashed    out  in  the  consti- 
luenoies  which  were  specially  interested 
the  question.     He  ventured  to  say  that 
he  provisions  of  this  Bill   and  the  effect 
f  the  Bill  were  most  imperfectly  nnder- 
tood,  not  only  in  the  mining  constituen* 
ies  but   throughout  the  country,  and  he 
bonld   have  preferred  it    to    have   been 
eld    over  to  another   Parliament,  when 
provisions    would    have    l^een    more 
oronghly  diseusBed    in  the  oountry,  »o 


that  the  oouBtituencies  might  be  fully 
aware  of  the  effect  likely  to  ensue*  A 
great  deal  had  been  said  as  to  the  large 
number  of  miners  who  were  in  favour  of 
this  Bill  ;  but  he  maintained,  notwitb* 
standing  what  had  been  said  by  the  hou. 
Member  for  Ince  and  his  friends,  they 
bad  no  reliable  information  as  to  the 
opinion  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  miners 
within  the  districts  they  represettted. 
In  Durham  and  r^orthuml>erland  there 
was  a  small  percentage  of  miners  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  as  against  a 
large  percentage  who  were  opposed  to  it. 
What  had  the  Federation  districts  done 
to  enlighten  them  on  this  question  ?  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  those  hon. 
Members  who  supported  the  Bill  had 
ascertained  the  feeling  of  their  consti* 
tueuts  with  regard  to  its  proposals.  He 
was  certain  that  there  was  a  large  nmnber 
of  men  in  the  Federated  districts  who 
wished  to  have  nothing  whatever  to  ilo 
with  the  Bill,  and  he  would  not  be  satis- 
fied with  the  mere  assertion  of  one  or  two 
gentlemen  that  thut  was  not  so«  If 
Parliament  sought  to  pass  an  important 
measure  of  this  kind— u  measure  which 
proposed  to  take  away  the  right  of  every 
miner  in  the  country  to  use  hts  labour  to 
the  best  of  his  ability  and  judgment — 
they  were  in  duty  bound  to  see  that  the 
application  of  the  principle  was  put  for- 
ward in  such  a  way  that  it  would  cause 
the  least  possible  amount  of  friction  and 
the  least  possible  injustice.  The  measure 
was  entirely  in  the  nature  of  an  experi- 
ment. He  defie<l  any  man  to  state  accu- 
rately what  would  be  the  result  if  it 
became  law.  In  fact,  if  ever  there  was 
an  occasion  when  the  House  of  Commons 
had  been  invited  to  take  a  leap  in  the 
dark  this  was  one.  There  were  many 
districts  which  would  suffer  by  this 
measure  much  more  than  others*  It  was 
all  very  well  for  hon.  Members  who 
came  from  Y'orkshire  and  Lancashire  to 
say  that  if  this  Ameudmeut  were  passed 
great  injury  would  be  done  to  their  dis« 
tricts;  but  they  said  nothing  about  tiie 
much  greater  injury  that  would  be  done 
to  the  districts  represented  l»y  himself 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr,  He 
maintained  that  the  effect  produced  by 
the  Bill  in  its  present  form  would  be 
much  more  disastrous  to  their  dis- 
tricts than  it  would  be  to  the  districts 
represented  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Eceles  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ince. 


1007 


Mines  (Ei^kt 


{COMMONS} 


Hours)  Bill, 


lom 


There  were  ^onie  purte  of  the  couDtry 
where  very  little  effect  wouM  be  produced. 
In  Yorkshire  and  in  Staffordshire  they 
practically  had  the  benefit  of  this  measure 
already,  and  the  Bill  woaid  make  very 
little  difference  there.  It  would  increase 
the  cost  a  little,  but  it  would  be  a  mere 
trifle  Uj  the  effect  produced  in  other  di«- 
tricls  which  were  not  so  fortunately 
placed  as  Ihey  were.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  had  made  an  admirable 
speech,  much  of  which  would  stand  for  a 
defence  of  Durham  and  Northumberland 
Ln  this  matter ;  but  he  maintaincMl  that 
whatever  strong  arguments  they  might 
have  to  support  their  case^  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  get  the  ordinary  Member  of 
Parliament  to  understand  the  practical 
and  the  technical  difficulties  that  they 
would  have  to  contend  with  in  thi»* 
measure.  Durham  and  Northumberland 
would  specially  suffer  under  this  measure. 
He  asserted^  however,  that  they  had 
special  claimH,  for  they  c^instituted  about 
the  largest  coal -producing  district  in  the 
country,  and  were  among  the  oldest 
collieries  working  in  the  country^  Dur- 
ham had  been  working  for  very  many 
years,  and  he  certainly  thought  they  hail 
carried  on  their  work  there  in  ai^  safe  and 
practical  a  way  as  any  coal-protlucing 
district  could.  If  they  looked  at  the  loss 
of  life  which  took  place  in  Northumber- 
land and  Durham  they  would  Bnd  that 
they  compared  most  favourably  with 
other  districtj**  In  Durham  and  North- 
umberland at  the  present  time  the  hewers 
did  not  work  on  the  average  more  than 
from  six  to  seven  hours,  and  if  the 
existing  hours  were  to  be  shortened  the 
probability  was  that  the  meii  would  be 
so  pushed  to  earu  a  living  wage  that  they 
would  neglect  the  ordinary  precautions 
for  preserving  their  own  lives  and  limbs. 
To  make  this  a  compulsory  Bill  applica- 
ble to  the  North  of  England  would  also 
put  the  coalowners  at  a  great  disadvan- 
tage in  the  selling  of  their  coal, 
Alreaily  they  had  very  great  difficulty  in 
Eiintaiuing  their  trade  owing  to  the 
"«lrong  and  active  competition  to  which 
they  were  subjected  in  all  parts  of  the 
world.  The  export  trade  of  Durham  wa** 
about  oO  per  cent,  of  the  whole,  and  it 
was  all  to  districts  where  this  keen  com- 
petition ex  isted«  Largecollieries  were  now 
open  in  Australia,  New  Zealand,  China, 
and  elsewhere,  and  in  his  own  experi- 
ence   he    had    seen     the    Northuraber- 
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land  and  Durham  cooiowners  lose 
one  market  after  another.  The  South 
Amerioau  markets  had  almost  dis- 
appeared owing  to  the  competition  of  New 
Zealand  and  Australia,  and  he  had  been 
told  the  other  day  by  a  large  merchant 
that  the  time  was  not 
the  whole  of  the  coal 
port  of  Aden  would 
India,  China,  Japan, 
Comparing  the  production  of  thi»  country 
with  Australia,  Germany,  Ja[MUi,  Chin% 
uud  the  United  States,  since  1883  the 
United  Kingdom  had  gone  up  from 
160,(KK),000  to  183,0<)O,OO(J  tons,  while 
those  other  countries  had  gone  up 
from  210,000,1)00  to  296,CXK),00O  tons- 
Under  these  circumstances  nolnjdy  could 
deny  that  foreign  competition  playeil  a 
moi^t  important  j)ftrt  in  uonnectiou  with 
this  question.  Notwithstaudlng  that 
freights  had  so  largely  decreased,  there 
was  the  utmost  difficulty  in  maint4iiniu|( 
our  hohl  on  foreign  markets,  and  foreigti 
competition  was  as  real  in  coal  as  it  wa* 
in  agriculture  or  any  other  industry  thfti 
now  felt  the  weight  of  competition  with 
the  foreigner*  The  County  of  Durham 
had  also  special  claims  to  consideration^ 
because  it  had  large  manufactories  which 
were  entirely  dependent  upon  the  price 
of  coal,  and  then  again,  upon  tho«»e 
man uf actor  108  hundreds  and  thousands 
were  dependent  for  their  daily  bread. 
Surely  at  a  time  like  this — when  every 
industr)^  was  suffering  from  depression — 
it  wa.s  most  unwii^e  to  have  promoted  a 
Bill  like  the  present.  Another  Ktrong 
claim  that  Durham  aud  Northumberland 
had  wai^  that  their  methods  of  working 
their  mines  were  altogetlier  different 
to  those  which  prevailed  in  other  partfi 
of  the  country.  It  was  true  that  boys  in 
those  mines  worked  10  hours  a  day,  but 
it  was  a  gross  libel  to  describe  them  ii« 
galley  slaves.  Theirs,  however,  were  ooi 
the  only  districti*  in  which  the  boya  were 
worked  10  hours  underground.  [An  hotu 
Member  :"No/']  There  were  mauy  *ioya 
in  the  district  representetl  by  the  Member 
for  Ince  who  worked  10  hours,  aud  there 
were  great  advantages  in  the  Durham 
system  over  theirs.  They  were  far 
healthier,  stronger,  and  happier  than  the 
hands  employed  in  manufacturing  towns  ; 
aud  as  soon  as  they  reached  the  age  of 
19  or  therealiouts  aud  became  hewers, 
they  only  worked  about  6^  hours  (ler  diiy. 
The     boys     who     work     exceptionully 
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hard      were      the      h  a  od-p  utters,      Imt 
they    formed    only   a    very   sraall    pro* 

EiHioM  of  the  boys  employed  iti  the 
urham  mined,  and  they  had  induce- 
tneuts  to  work  hard,  for  they  were  on 
piece* work  and  earned  good  wages.  If 
the  boya  in  the  Durham  and  North um- 
Ijerland  mines  were  compared  with  thoee 
employed  in  the  factories  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Inoe  and  inotiver 
factories,  it  *  would  be  found  that  the 
former  were  the  utronger  anJ  healthier. 
Out  of  100  occupations,  at  the  head  of 
which  stood  that  of  the  clergyman,  there 
Were  only  30  sbowing  longer  lives  than 
that  of  the  coal  miner.  Then,  again, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  adoption 
in  Durham  and  Northumberland  of  u 
comimlsory  eight  hours'  gygtcm  woubt 
greatly  increase  the  coi4t  of  production, 
He  admitted  that  there  must  l3e  a  limit, 
but  he  maintained  that  they  were  carry- 
ing the  limit  too  far.  He  found  that  in 
1890  two-thirda  of  the  pits  in  Durham 
were  working  practically  1 1  hours  a  day. 
They  decided  to  reduce  that  to  10  hours, 
iind  it  entailed  a  good  deal  of  discussion, 
because  it  was  thought  that  it  would  l>e 
a  very  serioui?  charge  in  the  8hape  of 
cost.  What  had  been  the  result  ?  In 
ou©  colliery,  particulars  of  which  ho  had 
with  him,  there  were  325  men  employed 
in  1890,  and  it  required  390  men  to  get 
exactly  the  same  quantity.  Another  col- 
liery produced  358,000  tons  in  1890,  and 
in  J891,  with  the  reduction,  they  pro- 
duced only  321,000  tons.  These  were 
facts  which  the  Committee  could  not  get 
OVBT*  Taking  the  County  of  Durham, 
what  was  the  effect  produced  ?  In  1890 
the  amount  produced  in  the  County  of 
Durham  was  30,265,000  ton.-?,  and  in 
order  to  do  that  86,799  men  were  era- 
ployed.  When  two-thirds  of  the  col- 
lieries reduced  their  working  time  one- 
half,  the  quantity  produced  was 
59,807,000 — ^showing  a  reductioQ  of 
457,000  tons,  while  the  increased  num- 
ber of  men  employed  was  5,789.  So  that 
to  get  a  decrease  of  l^  per  cent,  they 
were  obliged  to  employ  6  per  cent,  more 
men.  Between  1888  and  1891  Durham 
Increased  its  output  to  H2,000  tous^ 
while  he  found  that  in  Yorkshire  they 
increased  the  output  to  2,213,560  tons. 
One  undoubted  eftect  of  the  shorteu- 
ng  of  the  hours  would  be  to 
Injitxe  seriously  all  the  old  and  weakly 
men  who  were  hewers,  and  who  could  not 


put  on  the  additional  }>ow6r  of  work 
that  shorter  hours  would  entail*  The 
tendency  wonld  bo  to  drive  employers  to 
select  young  and  sturdy  men,  to  the 
great  detriment  of  the  older  hands,  to 
whom  at  the  present  time  every  leniency 
Hod  consideration  were  shown.  It  had 
been  said  by  some  of  its  friends  that  the 
Bill  was  promoted  with  a  view  to  avoid- 
ing strikes,  but  in  the  North  of  England  he 
believed  it  would  rather  hove  a  tendency 
to  promote  them.  In  the  North  they  had 
now  Conciliation  Boards  and  Joint  Com- 
mittees who  were  able  amicably  to  adjust 
matters  as  between  employers  and  em- 
ployed. How  would  it  be  if  such  a  Bill 
as  this  were  {Missed  ?  It  would  destroy 
to  a  large  extent  the  value  of  the  work 
done  by  the,*©  Conciliation  Boards  during 
the  past  20  years, 

Mr,  BOBY  (Lancashire,  8,E„ 
Eccles)  :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir,  May  I 
ask  whether  the  hon.  Member  ts  speaking 
to  the  Amendment  ? 

8m  J.  JOICEV :  May  I  ask,  8ir, 
whether  I  am  not  showing  cause  why 
Durham  should  be  excluded  from  the 
Bill? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Question  is, 
whether  you  are  to  put  this  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  majority  of  the  workmen 
employed  in  any  district, 

•Sir  J.  JOICEY  said,  he  was  show- 
ing that  Durham  had  a  very  strong  claim 
to  local  option,  but  be  was  not  surprised 
that  bis  hon.  Friends,  the  supporters  of 
this  Bill,  who  produced  no  argument 
anil  illustration  of  their  own,  should 
exhibit  impatience  when  it  came  from  the 
other  side.  They  seemed  to  think  they 
could  as  easily  make  upon  Northumber- 
land and  Durham  the  impression  which 
they  hatl  made  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  If  he  wore  not  to  do  his 
duty,  and  to  strongly  represent  the  case 
of  Durham  as  be  was  striving  to  do,  the 
probability  was  that  somebody  else  wo^ld 
represent  C  lies ter-le- Street  after  the  njxt 
Election.  He  was  sent  to  Parliament 
because  he  understood  mining  questiorts, 
and  so  long  as  he  had  a  seat  in  the  House 
ho  would  not  hesitate  to  express  his 
opinion  upon  such  questions.  What 
would  this  Bill  do  ?  There  were  only 
three  methods  by  which  it  could  be 
worked.  The  lirst  would  be  to  have  one 
shift,  which  meant  a  complete  de^mrttire 
from  and  a  complete  break-up  of  the 
whole  system  that  now  existed  iu  North- 
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umberlaud  und  Durham.  He  was  sure 
the  men  would  never  con  sent  to 
i^ueh  tt  chaDge,  The  geooiul  plan  would 
be  to  adopt  two  shifts  of  men  aod  two 
Mfts  of  l»oy8»  but  here  there  was  tU€3 
diiHcuity  tliat  they  oouUl  tiot  get  the 
number  of  boys  that  would  be  required, 
i«i0  that  there  was  little  or  no  chance  of 
workhig  a  double-shift  system.  The 
thini  alternative  would  be  to  have  thr.ee 
sliifts  of  men  and  two  !<hift»  of  Ixjys, 
which  was  equally  impraetieable,  and  he 

naintained  that  Ijowevor  they  strove  to 
■japply  this  to  Northumberland  and 
Durham  iu  many  of  the  old  pits 
all  plaus  were  equally  impractic* 
able.  He  opposed  the  Bill  because  he 
believed  it  would  serlouf^ly  injure  the 
Counties  of  Durham  and  Northumberland. 
He  maintained  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ought  to  listen  to  the  voice  of 
|20,0CK)  men  in  the  Counties  of  Durham 
id  Northumberland  whom  this  Bill 
would  affect.  The  miners  of  the  North 
had  a  perfect  right  to  manage  their  owo 
domestic  afiairs — quite  as  much  right  aa 
the  people  of  Ireland.  Was  it  to  be 
supposed  that  the  thrusting  upon  them 
against  their  will  of  such  a  Bill  aa  this 
would  increase  their  respect  for  the  law  ? 
He  did  not  wish  to  utter  threats^  but  it 
was  quite  possible  that  if  120,W0  men 
made  us  their  minds  to  ignore  a  \aw  of 
this  kind  Parliament  would  hesitate  before 
it  attempted  to  thrust  that  law  upon 
them.  He  opposed  this  Bill  because  he 
believed  it  was  unequal  iu  its  burden 
upon  the  couutry  and  unjust  in  its 
ip plication  so  far  as  the  North  of  England 

ras  concerned,  and  he  should  not  cease 
lo  oppose  it  inevery  possible  way,  because 
he  believed  that  in  so  doing  ho  was  not 
only  carrying  out  the  wishes  of  the  people 
he  represented^  but  that  hit^  action  would 
be  for  the  advantage  of  the  whole 
country. 

Mr'  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Dur- 
ham,  N.W.)  said,  he  had  the  misfortune 
not  to  be  in  sympathy  on  this  question 
with  his  colleagues  in  the  representation 
of  Durham,  but  observations  be  had  been 
able  to  make  during  a  not  limited  period 
had  convinced  him  that  among  the  miners 
of  the  county  there  was  daily  growing  a 
sense  of  sympathy  with  the  objects  sought 
by  the  promoters  of  the  BxlL  No  doubt 
the  progress  of  that  sentiment  had  been 
to  a  large  extent  checked,  and  properly 
cheeked,  by  the  great  authority  and  not 
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undeserved  influeuco  of  thoso  who  were 
the  leaders  of  the?  miners  ;  but  not  with- 
stand'ng  that  properly-exercised  intluenca 
and  the  great  weight  of  the  argument^ 
that  might  be  adduced  agaiust  the  appli- 
cation  of  iin  Eight  Hours  Bill  toDurhaJO, 
there  was  a  growing  feeling  that  it  wan 
only  just  and  reasonable  that  the  Legis* 
laturo  should  intervene  for  purpose  ol 
assisting  tiie  miners  iu  other  district,«*  of 
England   to  obtain   that  fair  n  ^(; 

labour  which  combination  hu^i  ^<> 

been  unsuccessful  in  securing  for  tiiero* 
It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  most 
powerful  and  leading  advooatea  of  the 
application  of  an  eight  hours  law  were  U> 
be  found  amongst  those  who  were 
formerly  opposed  to  any  legislative  ioter- 
ference  at  all,  nud  as  an  instiiuce  of  th&t 
he  need  only  mention  one  name,  that  of 
Mr,  Cowie,  the  respecteil  representa- 
tive of  the  miners  of  Yorkshire,  who  had 
been  convinced  by  the  experience  of 
recent  years  that  combination  by  meaus 
of  Trade  Unions  was  entirely  incom-^ 
petent  to  grapple  M'ith  the  question.  Ho 
was  bound  to  say  at  the  outset  that  he 
did  not  concur  with  the  strong  observa* 
tions  made  by  the  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-under-Lyue,  a»  to  the  *'  galley 
dlave-lik© "  treatment  of  boys  under- 
ground. He  agreed  that  10  hours'  work 
for  lads  underground  as  compared  with 
the  7^  or  8  hours  worked  by  the  meu 
was  an  invidious  distinction,  and  oue 
which  ought  to  be  abolishe<l*  soring  that 
it  necessarily  clashed — ^aa -^v  ly 

stated  at  the  Miners'  Con  th 

the  seulimeutfi  of  the  boys  themselvca. 
In  these  days  when  the  Imperial  Go* 
vernment  and  Local  Authorities  wore 
striving  to  bring  education  of  a  hig;h 
standard  within  the  reach  of  the  humbler 
classes  it  certainly  was  antagonistic  to 
the  eihcieut  working  of  the  educational 
system  that  boys  should  be  kept  in  Uie 
mines  for  the  long  period  of  IQ  hovirs,  and 
he  believed  that  the  miners  of  Durhain 
themselves  had  awakened  to  tlie  convic* 
tion  that  it  was  an  improper  thing  that 
their  boys  should  be  allowed  to  work  such 
long  hours. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid); 
Might  I  aak  what  reasons  the  hon.  Gao- 
tleman   has  for  making  that  remark  ? 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONKH  said,  bU 
hon.  Friend  challenged  him  to  stAte  hit 
authority.  He  thought  he  could  giye 
ample  and  most  coaoluaive,  reiii&onb  {or 
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[the  fitatemetit.  He  hat!  freqnently  spoken 

Ht  meetings    iti    his    own    eoustitaeney 

8t  the  system  of  allowing^  l>oys  to 

iti  in  the  pit  so  loDg»  and  tlie  miners 

iilways    receive   hb   observations 

with  srmpatby, 

Mr;  J,  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  :  l8 
that  all  the  proof  you  have  ? 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-,J0NES  mu\,   be 
had  not  hail  the  opportunity  of  consult- 
ing   every    individmil    miner,    and     he 
frankly  admitted  that  he  could  not  give 
any  further  proof  ;    but  he  thought  his 
experience  was  sufficient  to  show  that  the 
miners  of  Durham  were  awakening  to  a 
sense  that    10  hotirg   was  an   excessive 
riod   for   boy^    to   work  underground, 
e  would  like  to  a(.id  that   he   was  per- 
fectly certain  that   if  the   hon.   Member 
who    had   int43rrupted  him    or    the    hon. 
Member  for  the   Wans  beck   Division    of 
orthumberland  believed  for  a  moment 
hat  the  boys  Tvere  suffering  under  any 
'grievous  wrong,  they  won  Id  be  the  first 
'  ;o  raise  their  voices  against  a  cbntinuauce 
f  it.     He  fully  acknowledged  that  they 
id  not  believe  any  such  wrong  existed. 
He    bad   listened    with    interest    to   the 
Debate  which  liad  been  carried  on  by 
those    who    were   intimately   ftjssociated 
with  the  coal  industry   of  this  country, 
and  he  had  noted — as  no  doubt  others 
had  done — what  had  been  said  as  to  the 
danger  likely  to  accrue  to  mining  if  this 
measure  were  carried.      The  very  same 
arguments  against  legislative  interference 
ith  labour  were  adduced  in  1872  on  the 
casion  of  the  Mines  Act  as   had  been 
dvaneed  in  that  Debate. 
Un,  STOREY   (Sunderland)  :  Never 
by  the  men. 

Mr.  at HERLEY- JONES  said,  he 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  legislation  in 
'  the  interests  of  adult  male  labour  was  a 
I  comparatively  recent  departure,  but  it 
was  not  altogether  novel.  It  had  been 
^^^  found  necessary  for  the  Legislature  to  io- 
^^Jterfere  in  respect  of  the  Employers^ 
^Vljiability  Act  to  prohibit  men  from  con- 
^Htraoting  themselves  out  of  its  pro- 
^Bvisioos,  and  in  the  Coal  Mines  Reguta* 
^Vtion  Act  it  had  been  found  necessary 
^^to  insert  stringent  Rules.  He  might 
multiply  these  instances  of  legislative 
interference  with  adult  male  labour^ 
nt  that  was  not  the  point  he  wished  to 
>peak  upon.  He  wished  to  deal  more 
'  articnlarly  with  the  employment  of  boye 
over  lotig  hours. 


I        mei 

^Vwit 
^Bocc 

Pi 


The    CHAIRMAN:    Order,    order! 
That  is  not  the  point  of  the  Amendm«)nt, 

which  raises  the  qnestion  of  local  option, 
Mk.  ATHERLEY-JONES  HHid,  tho 
reason  why  IocjaI  option  was  demanded 
was  that  the  retention  of  boy  labour  in 
its  present  form  was  necessary,  and  could 
not  be  done  without.  Therefore,  he  sub* 
raitt^d  that  the  point  he  was  making  was 
pertinent  to  the  Amendment.  He  would 
only  say  further,  with  regard  to  the  inter* 
ferenee  of  the  Legislature  in  this  matter, 
that  in  1872,  in  the  course  of  the  Debate 
on  the  Mines  Act,  they  were  told  by  Sir 
Gi?orge  Elliott,  n  most  distinguished 
member  of  the  trade,  that  it  wonld  be  a 
grievous  w^rong  to  the  coal  industry  of 
Durban}  if  the  boys*  hours  were  limited, 
and  he  added  that  he  was  prepared  to  pit  the 
boys  of  Durham  against  against  any  who 
might  be  produced  from  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Indeed,  following  the 
same  line  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dur- 
ham, he  spoke  of  them  as  skipping  like 
March  hares  when  they  left  the  pits. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  : 
When  did  I  use  such  poetical  language  ? 
Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  :  I  only 
said  the  observations  followed  the  same 
line.  He  ventured  to  suggest  that 
unless  they  could  have  put  before  them 
— chapter  and  verse— «ome  intelligible 
grounds  for  assuming  that  a  measure  of 
the  kind  now  before  the  Committee  were 
passed  disastrous  consequences  would 
follow  in  contradistinction  to  the  results 
w^bich  accrued  from  similar  legislation  in 
1842  and  in  1872 — unless  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  were  prepared  to  prove  that 
the  results  tliey  depicted  were  certain  to 
follow%  then  the  Committee  was  entitled 
to  treat  their  argument**  ivith  as  little 
respect  as  the  effects  of  the  1842  and 
1872  legislation  justified  them  in  treating 
tlie  arguments  advanced  in  those  years* 
It  was  curious  to  note  the  community  of 
feeling  on  this  subject  between  men  who 
had  the  interest  of  the  working  classes 
so  much  at  heart,  and  those  who  repre- 
sented the  capitalists  of  the  county.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  that  feeling 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  tho  coal  trade 
of  Durham  could  be  cari'ied  on  on  a  more 
economical  basis  under  the  present  system 
than  the  trade  of  other  districts  could. 
The  output  in  Durham  in  IH90  was 
968*4  tons  per  man,  while  in  Lancashire 
it  was  only  268"6  per  man  ;  and  the 
selling  price  of  coal  in  Durham  wasi  in 
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18b9,  <58.  9d.  per  ton,  h9  compared  with 
6u.  6il.  iu  Laucashire  and,  be  believed,  in 
Yorkshire.  Then  it  was  obvious  that 
this  system  of  short  hours  for  the  men, 
combined  Avith  long  hours  for  the  l)oys, 
had  managed  to  work  very  economically 
and  very  eiTee tivoly  in  the  County  of 
Durham,  and  had  enabled  the  county  to 
trade  to  better  advantage  than  other  dis- 
tricts. Under  the  unequal  conditions  at 
present  existing  as  between  Durham  and 
the  other  coal-producing  districts  of 
Great  Britain,  the  latter  were  -certainly 
able,  substantially  and  practically,  to 
hold  their  own.  But  while  ho  made  those 
observations  iu  favour  of  the  general 
principle  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  see  any 
adequate  reason  why  the  system  of  local 
option  should  not  be  adopted.  He  had 
listened  with  attention  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  luce  in  order  to  find  out 
what  strong  reasons  he  could  advance 
against  the  permitting  of  local  option. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  unless 
the  conditions  iu  different  districts  were 
equal,  one  district  would  be  subjected 
to  the  temptation  of  working  longer 
hours  in  onler  to  compete  with 
other  districts.  But  unequal  conditions 
already  existed.  Une(|ual  geological 
conditions,  unequal  hours  of  work,  un- 
equal rates  of  pay,  unequal  facilities  for 
haulage  all  existed  as  between  the  various 
coalfields ;  but,  notwithstanding  those 
varying  conditions,  it  was  found  that  the 
coalfields  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
&nd  Wales  enjoyed  a  trade  which  did  not 
appear  to  run  the  slightest  risk  of  being 
materially  injured  by  the  system  prevail- 
ing in  Northumberland  and  Durham. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  fairly  to  be  ex- 
pecteil  that  if  local  option  were  adopted 
there  would  be  any  fitful  or  capricious 
change  in  the  manner  of  working  coal  in 
order  to  enable  a  district  which  was  not 
within  the  magic  circle  successfully  to 
oompete  with  the  districts  which  were 
within  it.  The  hon.  Memlier  for  Mor- 
peth had  recently  told  them  that  of  the 
miners  of  Northumberland,  1 1,840  worked 
less  than  eight  hours  per  day,  and  15,874 
more  than  eight  hours.  Of  course,  that 
included  boys,  and  so  forth .  The  figures 
given  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Barnard  Castle  were  to  the  effect  that 
only  63  per  cent,  of  the  miners  in  Durham 
were  coal-hewers,  and  the  remaining  47 
per  cent.,  he  took  it,  were  men  who 
worked  more  than  eight   hours  a    day. 

Jfr,  Atherley*Jones 


He  repeated  that  while  in  sympathy  with 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  feel 
at  liberty  to  vote  against  an  Amendment 
which,  in  the  belief  of  a  very  large  Dum- 
ber of  persons  immediately  interested, 
would  be  disastrous  to  the  industrial 
interests  of  Northumberland  and  Durham; 
but  he  believed  that  if  the  Bill  were  first 
made  applicable  to  those  districts  desiring 
it — which  would  be  Lancashire,  York- 
shire, Staffordshire,  and  probably  the 
bulk  of  South  Wales — it  would  be  found 
that  before  very  long  there  would  grow 
up  in  Northumberland  and  Durham  a 
strong  conviction  of  the  advantages  which 
would  accrue  to  the  community  rrom  a 
general  adoption  of  the  measure. 
For  those  reasons  he  pressed  his 
hon.  Friend  to  reconsider  his  determina- 
tion to  refuse  to  admit  the  principle 
of  local  option.  He  was  sure  tliat  if  his 
hon.  Friend  would  admit  that  priDciple 
ratlier  than  allow  tlie  Bill  to  perfsh,  be 
would  be  better  serving  his  cause  than  if 
he  endeavoured,  in  defiance  of  the  opinion 
of  a  very  large  minority  of  those  in- 
terested, to  press  the  Bill  through  as  it 
stood. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside)  said,  that  before  be 
moved  the  Amendment  which  stood  in 
his  name  he  would  like  to  controvert 
one  or  two  of  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  last  spoken,  and 
who  had  endeavoured  to  make  out  that 
something  like  50  per  cent,  of  the  men 
employed  iu  Northumberland  and  Durham 
were  working  over  eight  hours.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  71*54  per  cent,  of  those 
who  were  employed  in  the  County  of 
Durham  were  working  under  eight  hours, 
and  76*68  per  cent,  of  those  employed  in 
the  County  of  Northumberland  were 
working  under  eight  hours.  It  followed 
that  the  numbers  who  would  be  directly 
affected  by  this  Bill  would  be  28*46  per 
cent,  in  Durham,  and  21*32  per  cent,  in 
Northumberland.  Another  statement 
which  the  hon.  Member  made  was  that 
iu  the  County  of  Durham  368  tons  of 
coal  per  man  per  annum  were  raised  and 
sold  at  5s.  9d.  a  ton,  whilst  in  Lancashire 
268  tons  per  man  per  annum  were  pro- 
duced and  sold  at  68.  6d.  per  ton.  On 
these  figures  the  hon.  Member  had  based 
an  assertion  that  in  the  County  of 
Durham  employers  were  more  eager  to 
produce  fuel  economically  ;  but  when  the 
hon.  Member  made  that  assertion,  be  was 
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IMTiJoubtedly  misleading   the   HouHe^,  aud 
ehowing  a  want  of  knowledge  of  factb 
■which  should  be  well  withio  the  know- 
ledge of   a    Representative  of  Diirhatn. 
IThe'   coal    in    the    County    of    Durham 
"differed    materially    from     the    coal    in 
many  other  partes  of  the  country.   It  was, 
I  to    a  large    extent,  soft   eoal   and  brittle 
«ojtl,  aud   nobody  was  going   to  pay  for 
Ooal  of  that  kind  the  prices   which  they 
would   pay   for  hard   round  coal.       This 
"Was  a  suliicieut  answer  to   the    figures 
which  the  hou.  Member  had  chosen  to 
make  use  of-       The    hou*  Meml>er  abo 
alluded    to    the    ballot   which    had  lieen 
^»takeuin  Xorthumt»erland  and  Durham  on 
^Blbe  subject  of  this  Bill.       In  that  ballot 
!^^66*6  of  the  miners  voted  agaiui^t  the  Bill, 
26'3  for  it,  and  21  "1  were  neutral,  many, 
of  I'uurHe,  being  absent  from   causes  over 
which    they   had   no  control,    and  some 
atiig  employed  at  the  time.       Of  those 
ictuuUy  votiug  66*6    voted   again.st  the 
Jill  and  33*3  in  favour  of  it,  so  that  there 
vas  a  majority  of  2  to  I  against  it.  Those 
who    voted^  he  might  add,  included  all 
oys  over  the  age  of  16, 
Ms.    JOHJ^    BURNS    (Battersea) : 
Digbteen. 
Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  gaid,  be  thought 
'the     age     was     16,    but     he     accepted 
the  correction.       He  claimed  that   iheiie 
figures     were     very     siguificaut.       Side 
by  side  w^ith   them  the   fact  was  to    be 
orne  in  mind  that  in   the  district  of  the 
[iners'  Federation   the   meu  had  never 
3U  balloted  at  all.  The  inference  which 
tie  drew  was  that  the  Miners'  Federation 
tnew  the  weakness  of  their  position,  aud 
;liat  any  figures  they  might  obtain  would 
aot  tell  in  their  favour.       Some  indica- 
aon  of  the  feeling  amongst  the  miners 
|enerally  was,  however,  afforded   by  the 
jirmiugham  Conference.       From    what 
ecurrei^l  at  the  Conference  he  was  led  to 
Icooclude  that  only  one^third  of  the  total 
number  of  men   employed   underground 
jrho  were  represented  were  in  favour  of 
lie  Bill  ;    aud   that  waa  the  only  public 
judication  they  had  of  a  reliable  character 
to  the  extent  to  which  the  Bill  was 
Ipproved   by    the     miners    themselves. 
'Some  figures,  however,  also  appeared  in 
lie  Labour  Commission's  Report  which 
Indicated  what  were  the  views  working 
nen  themselves  took  of  the  Bilh  In  1890, 
It  the  Liverpool  Trades  Union  Congress, 
|93     delegates     voted     for     legislative 
bierference  aud   lo5  against,  white  109 
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were  neutral.  Three  years  afterwards, 
wheu  the  Congress  was  held  at  Belfast, 
the  193  for  legislative  iuterveiition  had 
dropped  to  92,  and  the  166  against  had 
falleu  to  80,  but  the  109  neutral  bad  in- 
ereasetl  to  265*  Those  figures  went  to 
show  that  there  was  no  marked  interest 
taken  by  those  represented  at  the  Trades 
Union  Congress  in  the  promotion  of  the 
Bill,  He  had  never  understood  why  the 
Federation  refui^ied  to  give  evidence  be- 
fore the  Lal)our  Commisaion,  unless  it 
was  that  its  leaders  felt  they  would  not 
be  able  to  stand  erosd-ex  ami  nation,  An 
experienced  man,  an  engineer  who  had 
looked  into  the  question,  wrote  to  him 
some  few  months  ago,  not  with  a  view 
to  publicity,  but  because  he  (Mr.  J.  A* 
FeJise)  had  asked  for  his  opinion  as  to 
whether  the  adoption  of  an  Eight  Hours 
BiU  for  miners  was  practicable  iu  the 
County  of  Durham,  and  thiit  gentleman 
declared  that,  from  whatever  point  of  view 
the  question  waa  looked  at,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  fir^t  effect  of  such  a  measure 
would  be  to  reduce  wages.  If  the  Bill 
paesed  through  Parliament  without  the 
addition  of  the  local  option  principle  he 
believed  It  would  produce  frightful  misery 
iu  the  County  of  Durham,  and  although 
the  hou.  Member  for  Eccles  might  tbink 
that  a  large  number  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  North u ml lerland  and  Durham 
were  speaking  on  the  question,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  was  one  which 
viUilly  affecteil  their  constituents,  and 
they  felt  bound  to  raise  their  voices  in 
that  House  and  do  their  best  to  protect 
those  constituents  aud  the  livelihood 
they  earueil  at  so  much  risk.  If  the  Bill 
passed  as  the  hon*  Mem  hers  for  Eccles  and 
Ince  desired  that  it  should  be  passed, 
either  it  would  become  as  much  a  dead 
letter  as  the  Eight  Hours  Mining  Bill 
had  become  in  the  United  States,  or  the 
miners  in  the  North  of  England  would 
refuse  by  tens  of  thousamis  to  conform 
to  its  provisions,  and  a  nice  position  the 
Home  Secretary  would  be  placed  in  if 
he  was  called  on  to  build  a  gaol  for  the 
honest,  hard-headed,  aud  industrious 
working  men  of  the  North  of  England. 
The  nuralier  of  boys  in  Northumberland 
and  Durham  was  16,090,  and  of  those 
6,000  were  under  1 6.  They,  he  admitted, 
were  underground  for  10  hours,  aud  he 
regretted  it,  as  did  everyone  who  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  coal  industry  in 
those  counties.     But  even  though  they 
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might  wisb  to  find  »ome  iiieane  of  roducitig 
tliA  hours  worked  by  thoso  boyi*  iind'or- 
ground,  it  was  desimble  to  look  at  the 
matter  from  a  pmotieal   point  of   vie\v% 
Tftkliig,  as  an  example,  ooe  large  colliery 
in  which  659  men    atid  boys    were   em» 
ployed,  he  found  that  the  average   time 
taken  np  in  travel linji^  to  and  from  work 
Tiudergroiind  was  an  hour  and  16  niiiuites, 
while  the  interval  during  which  the  boys 
were  not   on  duty  waM  an   hour  and    Hi 
minutes,  ^o  that  they  were  only  actually 
on  duty  for  seveo  and  a-half  hours.     He 
would  put  it  to  hon.  Members  who  sym- 
pathetically viewed  the  position  of  the 
boys    in    Xorthumberlaud    and    Durbnm 
whether  it  was    better   that  those  l»oy8 
should  for  three  or  four  years  perform  1 0 
hourn*'  work  underground — many  of  them 
having  practically    only  light    work    to 
perform — and  for  the  rest   of   their  lives 
should  work  seven  liours  underground,  or 
that    for   the  whole   of  their  lives  they 
should  be  employed  for  eight  hours  hard 
and    fast.       The    boys    did    not   sufler 
physically   during   those    three   or  four 
year«,  and  although  he  and  others  would 
like  to  see  the  numl>er  of  hours  reduced, 
ho  believed  that,  taken  al together*  the 
syfltein  was  beuelieial  for  men  and  hoys* 
Some  experiments  were,  however,  being 
conducted  with    a  view  to  reducing  the 
hours  during  which  boys  worked,  and  he 
was  not  sure  that  negotiations  would  not 
be  entered   into  very  shortly  with  a  view 
to    securing    by   voluutiiry    arrangement 
some     further     reduction.      Conciliation 
would,  however,  bo  needed   on  the  part 
both    of   men   and    employers  t    and    it 
might  also  be  that  some  sacrifice  would 
have  to  be  made  by  parents  if  the  hours 
were   to   be   reduced  without  a  material 
increase  of  the  cost  of  the  work.     How- 
ever that  might  K>e,  he  believed  that  a 
voluntary  arrangeDient  would  enable  the 
Counties  of  Northumberland  and  Durham 
to   carry  on   their   mining  industry  not 
only  to   their  own   satisfaction,  but  in  a 
way  which  would  not  compete  injuriously 
witii  other  di?<tricts  which  might  approve 
of  the  Bill,  and  wish  to  place  themselves 
withir*    \U  scope.      The  Reports  of  the 
Labour    Comntission    stateil    that    coal- 
mining presented  a  range  and  variety  of 
cooditiouH  such  as  could  t>e  found  in  few 
other  indttstries,  and  he  thought  it  un- 
fortunate   that    it     ehould     have    l)0en 
selected    for    such    an     experiment    as 
that      proposed      by    the      Bill,       The 


measure     neeiiied      to      him,      in      fact* 
a   BiU  to  restrict    outpnt,  and  such  re- 
strict! on  must  mean    h    lessening  of  the 
produotioix  of  wealth  which  the  couiraii'- 
nity  desired  should  be  distribute*!  aftiotig 
it8  members  iu  the  shape  of  food,  cloth- 
ing, shelter,  and    wages.     He    believ<?4 
whatever  might  be    the  fate  that  night 
of  tliti  local  option  Ameodmeut,  th&t  if 
it  had    been    considered    earlier    in    the 
Session^  it  would,  withotH   doubt,    ha?« 
been  carried,  and  that  it  was    only   be- 
cause of    the  late   period    tJO  which  the 
discussion    hail  been    driveoj  that  there 
was    any    danger    of    the    Amendoietil 
being  lost«     He  begged  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment  to  that  Amendment,  thattfao 
words  *'iwo-tiiird8  majority  "  should  be 
substituted    for    "a    majority."      There 
was,  he   submitted,  some    precedent  for 
placing     at     that    figure    the    majoritr 
which  shoidd  decide  whether    the    Bill 
should  apply  to  a  particular  district.    In 
the     coai'miuing    industry    in    his   own 
county  it  was  required  that  there  should 
be  a  two- thirds  majority  before  a  sirikf^ 
could    take    place  :    and     a   two-thirdd 
majority    was    mentioned    also     m   the 
Local  Option    Bill  of   the   Governmeivt 
with  respect  to  the  liquor  traiEo.    There 
were  some  advantages  iu   having   some- 
thing more  than  a  hare  majority  of  one, 
since  it  would   secure  stability  and  tirm* 
ness,  and  promote  sutisfaction  when  tb6 
arningement   had   Vieen    arrived  at.     Oo 
those  grounds  he  movwl  the  Amendment, 
but  the  {toint  was  oue   of  detail,   and   lie 
would  l»e  guided  by  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee with  regartl  to  it. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  pi-opoued 
Amendment,  in  line  U  after  the  word 
**  mujoritv,"  to  insert  the  words  "  of  two- 
thirds."— (jVr.  J.  A.  Pease.) 

QttGstion  proposed,  "That  the  words 

'of  two- thirds  Mie  there  inserted  in   the 
proposed  Amendment/* 

Mr.  FORWOOD  tLancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  thought  no  Member  of  the 
Committee  who^  like  himself,  had  dar 
through  the  whole  of  the  Debates  far 
two  days  past,  but  would  allow  that 
th9  discussions  had  \xmi  most  importaal 
and  interesting,  hirgoty  conducted  aa 
they  had  been  by  Memb«m  mor^  or  leaa 
directly  interested. 

TiiR  CHAIRMAN  reminded  the  right 
hon,  Geutloman  tliat  the  only   quentmo 
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lie  Cnmraittee  was  wUetuer  **  two- 
sboiiM   be  part  of  the  Amend - 


before  t 

thirds'' 
merit. 

Me.    WOOTTOX     ISAAC80N 

pointed  out  that  the  decision  by  two* 
thinls  majority  \\\\»  i\  very  welUkiiowii 
syfifem,  iitit!  it  would,  if  adopted,  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  South  VViilet* 
districts.  Utiles 3  the  loeal  option  prin* 
ciplowasfavoiinible,  heeonsideredthe  Bill 
would  \>e  the  cause  of  great  injustice  to 
the  colliers  of  8outh  Wiiles,  and  of  an 
amount  of  misery  of  whieh  tlm  hou. 
Member  who  introdueed  the  Bill  had 
no  knowledge.  Only  last  year  he  hap- 
pened to  pass  through  the  South  Wales 
colliery  di.striets,  und  tliere  he  found  a 
number  of  colliers  who  had  been  driven 
from  their  work  simply  at  the  orders  of 
agitators'  paid  delegates.  They  could  give 
no  reason  for  having  left  their  work,  but 
thisr  had  given  up  their  weekly  wage,  their 
wives  and  children  had  been  reduced  to 
fiemi-starvatiou,  and  their  state  of  misery 
might  have  been  avoided  if  only  the  local 
option  two-thirds  majority  syj^tem  had 
1)eeu  in  operation  directing  their  condncU 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hhondda  knew 
perfectly  well  t!ie  mi  .sera  hie  state  of 
thiugB  brought  aWut  l>y  the  paid 
«grt*tor8* 

Mh.  ABRAHAM:  No, 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  only  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  is  that  of 
** two-thirdtt*'  or  "bare  majority." 

Mr,  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  ^aid,  If 
the  two* thirds  majority  had  been  adopted 
fisfi  the  system  for  giving  elTect  to  local 
option,  then  fluch  j^tnkes  as  that  to  which 
he  had  jn«t  alluded  would  not  have  taken 
place,  and  the  misery  and  desolation  over 
the  district  would  not  have  fotlowed. 
The  «ame  principle  applied  under  thii? 
Bill  would  save  tlie  meti  from  the  couj^e- 
queuoes  of  hastily  yielding  to  the  in- 
fluence of  agitators. 

StR  F,  MILNER  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 
said,  it  waa  remarkable  that  the  Com- 
mtttf^  received  no  advice  on  tliis  im* 
per  taut  subject  from  Members  of  a 
Government  who  found  time  at  the  end 
of  tt  weary  Session  for  an  important 
meJl8uro  sueh  as  this,  but  dtd  not  take 
the  trouble  to  aKftisi  in  the  discussion, 
and  allowed  the  Treasury  Bench  to  be 
empty  for  hour?^.  It  was  only  to  be  ex- 
pectotl  that  a  cham^noti  of  local  option 
like  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ehootd   join  in  the  discussion  and   aup- 


the 


posaU  and  yet  in  common 
with  the  Irish  Members  he  took  no  part 
in  discussion  and  probably  would  merely 
give  a  vote  against  tiro  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  discussion  should  )je  coix* 
fined  to  the  question  of  "  two- thirds  ^* 
or  "bare  majority.'' 

Sir  F.  MILNER  said,  the  few  re* 
marks  he  had  to  offer  were  lu  support  of 
the  AmenJment.  The  feeling  of  the 
mining  classes  generally  had  not  been 
properly  appreciated.  It  had  been  said 
by  the  opponents  of  the  Amendment  that 
the  vast  majoriry  of  the  Miners'  Federa- 
tion were  opposed  to  anything  m  the 
nature  of  local  option.  As  he  was 
given  to  understand  that  only  the  ques- 
tion of  a  two-tliirds  majority  could  now  be 
alluded  tu,  and  that  he  could  not  enter 
upon  the  Amendment  generally,  lie  would 
only  say  that  he  had  great  pleasure  in 
supporting  the  proposal  for  the  two- 
thirjs  system  as  the  only  fair  t^oUuion  of 
the  question  when  put  to  a  district, 

Mr,  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  ho 
had  considerable  sympathy  with  tho 
Amendment,  but  he  would  suggest  to  tho 
hou.  Member  that,  iu  the  interest  of  those 
who  desired  to  express  tliemselves  on  the 
Main  Question,  the  Amuudment  should 
be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  insist  on  the  Amendment/though 
there  was  more  to  he  said  in  its  favour 
than  against  it.  In  deference  to  the 
general  view  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw tho  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn,  i 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted.'' 

Mu,  FOE  WOOD  said,  as  the  Amend'- 
ment  now  before  the  Committee  was  as 
to  the  adoption  of  the  prinoiple  of  local 
option  in  the  application  of  the  Bill,  he» 
as  one  having  no  interest  in  the  great  in- 
dnstry  immediately  com'erned,  desired  to 
explain  the  reasons  that  inHueuced  his 
vote.  He  found  great  ditficnilty  in 
deciding  upon  the  vote  he  should  give. 
To  his  miud  the  clause  as  it  stood  and 
the  elause  with  the  Amendment  would  be 
almost  equally  ohjeetionable.  In  the  one 
case,  by  the  clause  being  passed  un- 
amended Parliament  wonld  deprive  the 
labouring  man  of  the  liberty  to  work  for 
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eiK'li  hours  as  he  thought  j>roper,  iukI 
uiuler  the  Ameodiiieur  thin  power  wouhl 
be  given  to  the  mujority  of  the  hibourers 
in  tt  gi%'eti  lUstricU  Coder  the  Anieud- 
meiit,  if  it  hei^ume  ln\v%  there  would  hftve 
to  beoonjititnted  aneutirely  oew  Register 
of  voters  with  special  qualificatiou:»  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  and  he  felt  there 
wnidd  be  great  diflicuhy  iu  thephitu  At 
the  same  time,  he  was  strougly  oppo^^^etl  to 
a  r^aat-iroti  rule  iu  regard  lo  working 
hours  or  other  regulations  of  iwiult  male 
lalnjur,  and  therefore  preferred  the  greater 
elasticity  the  Amendment  w*oiild  afford  in 
var^ouj^  districts,  Iu  the  Amendment,  and, 
indeed,  iu  the  Bill,  it  was  agsumed  that 
there  was  only  one  party  to  the  coiitraet^  the 
emplot/es ;  and  the  votes  of  the  employes 
were,  under  the  Amoudmeut,  to  decidG 
whether  the  Bill  should  l>e  applied.  But 
surely  the  employer  had  a  large  interest 
in  the  riuestiou  ?  He,  under  the  Becurity 
of  existing  law,  tMnbarked  his  eapital  iu 
the  business,  sinking  a  large  amount  in 
buiidi ug,  plant,  4c.,  ami  under  the  Bill 
and  Amendment  the  employer  would  be 
exposed  by  ex  post  facto  legislation  to 
have  altogether  new  eondttions  imposed 
to  handicap  him  in  the  conduct  of  his 
bnsiuess.  The  Bill,  whether  with  or 
without  the  Amendment,  w^as  a  form  of 
veiled  protection,  and  protection  in  the 
most  unscieutific  and  clumsy  form.  It 
proposed  to  give  to  the  workman  pro- 
tection iu  regard  to  the  time  for  ivhich 
he  might  sell  his  labour,  forcing  the 
purchaser  of  that  labour  to  pay  more  for 
it,  and  so  in  a  sense  this  was  a  system  of 
protection.  Just  in  the  same  way  as  a 
farmer  who  Imd  wheat  to  sell  might  have 
protection  for  the  labour  by  which  he 
raiseil  that  wheat,  so  would,  by  the  Bill, 
protection  be  given  to  miners*  labour- 
But  it  was  protection  in  a  clumsy  and 
unscientific  form.  The  men  were  to  be 
prevented  from  working  more  than  a 
given  number  of  hours,  although  health, 
gtrength,  and  inclimUiou  might  luduce 
them  to  extend  those  hours,  and  yet,  at 
the  same  time,  they  would  be  exposed  to 
all  the  competition  of  foreign  labour  and 
to  that  competition  increased.  Scientific 
protection  placed  a  duty  upon  imported 
goods,  and  thus  gave  protraction  to  home 
labour  ;  but  here  was  the  labour  left 
exposed  to  foreign  competition,  and  pro- 
tection was  simply  for  the  pnrpose  of 
levQlliog  lip  or  leveling  down  the  hours 
of  ]alM>ur  in  the  various  districts  of  the 
A/r,  Forwo&d 


country-  It  had  not  been  realised  vihmi 
an  iucrejised  charge  would  be  levied  oo 
trade  industry  and  every  household  io  the 
country.  It  hod  been  said  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Merthyr,  in  the  speech  in 
which  he  qnoted  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rhondda,  that  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
would  give  employment  to  20,000  more 
miners  iu  South  Wales  to  prmluce  tl»©  ««ame 
quantity  of  coal  as  was  produced  with* 
out  this  restriction.  This  was  confinned 
by  a  supporter  of  the  Bill,  who  stiited 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to 
raise  the  cost  of  getting  coal  in  all  oasea 
4d»,  and  iu  some  cases  more,  per  ton. 
The  boo.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Pease)  esti- 
mated the  extra  cost  of  getting  coM  if 
the  Bill  wexe  adopted  at  6d,  per  ton,  aml^ 
translating  this  fact  into  figures,  this 
extra  twl.  per  ton  io  the  pro<luction  of 
coal,  t4iking  the  total  prtiductiou  in  th© 
United  Kingdom  to  l.e  1H0,0CKVXX)  t<>D^ 
meant  an  increase  to  the  consumera  of 
no  le^s  than  £4,500,000  iu  the  course  of 
the  year.  The  House  should  not  lightly 
propose  such  an  immense  additiomil 
charge  on  the  industry  and  everyday  ex- 
penses of  the  country  by  a  measure 
hurriedly  passed  imme<liately  before  tbl^ 
close  of  a  long  Session,  Another  figure 
would  ilhistrate  the  effect  of  the  Bill- 
One  of  our  keenest  competitors  was  the 
United  States,  and  <xL  per  ton  would  pur 
the  carriage  of  coal  in  that  country  for 
120  miles.  To  that  extent,  therefore, 
the  Bill  would  carry  back  the  area  of 
onr  coalHelds  from  the  port  of  shipmeDt. 
This  was  no  idle  fear,  as  would  be  showi> 
by  the  tigures  in  refereuco  to  the  comp^ 
titiou  between  British  and  foreigu  coal 
producers.  Coal  could  be  delivered  ia 
steamers  in  the  port  of  New  York  at 
Us.  6d»  per  ton,  delivered  alongside  the 
vessel,  but  that  coal  could  not  he  di!- 
livered  in  the  port  of  London  for  le«s 
that  16s.  or  I7s.  per  ton.  Wc  pretended 
to  ourselves  that  we  had  cheap  coal, 
through  which  our  industries  flourished, 
but  we  would,  by  the  Bill,  add  6d.  per 
ton  to  the  cost  of  producing  coal,  while 
there  was  the  enormous  discrepancy 
existing  in  the  cost  of  coal  iu  those  two 
great  commercial  ports.  Why  was  the 
Bill  urged  with  such  vehemence  ?  No 
oue  had  ventured  to  say  that  coal  mining 
was  an  unhealthy  occupation,  and  m  the 
face  of  established  facts  such  a  statement 
could  uot  with  truth  \m  made.  The  pro- 
portion iu  the  totAl  u umber  of  miners  of 
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uieu  employed  op  to  the  age  of  60  wft^  J 
larger  than  m  auj  otlier  iudiistry.  The 
only  valid  argument  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  was  contained  in  the  half-ami -hiUf 
.fipeech  of  one  of  the  hon*  Meniljers  for 
J)urban]^  who  first  led  his  hearers  to  sup- 
pose that  be  was  going  to  oppose  the 
Amendment,  basing  his  opposition  on 
the  employment  of  boys,  and  who 
finished  hy  saying  he  won  Id  support  the 
Ameudmetit.  If  it  were  true  that  boys 
^ere  employed  in  any  of  our  coal  mines 
for  unfairly  long  hours,  he  would  vote 
for  an  inquiry  into  that  matter,  and,  if 
necessary,  would  support  legislation  in 
boys'  favour,  similar  to  that  already 
in  favour  of  women  and  chLldren 
ployed  in  factories  and  workshops. 
That,  however,  should  be  dealt  with 
separately  and  distiijetly,  and  afforded  no 
reason  for  such  a  Bill  as  this  with  its 
ieffect  on  trade  and  industry  throughout 
the  whole  country.  He  felt  that  if  once 
ibis  step  were  taken,  with  or  without  the 
introduction  of  the  local  option  principle, 
similar  legislation  could  not  be  refused  to 
other  industries  when  asked  for.  There 
Jbad  been  indications  in  discussions  at 
Working  Men*s  Congresses  of  the  set  of 

ideas  in  this  direction 

Mr.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  rose 
to  Order,  The  hon.  Member  was  not 
addressing  himself  to  the  Amendment  :  he 
was  considering  what  might  possibly 
liappen  should  the  Bill  become  law. 

The  chairman  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  arguing  for 
the  Amendment  and  against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  for  wood  said,  he   preferred 
the  Bill  with  the  Amendment,  although 
with   the  Amendment  adopted  his  objec- 
tion  would   not  be  removed,  as  it  would 
afford  some  tlegree   of  elasticity   to  the 
L  operation.     His   strong  objection  to  the 
I  Bill  with  the  Amendment  was  that,  if  it 
i  passed,  it   would  encourage  other  claims, 
j  which  could  not   l>e   resisted,  for  similar 
I  legislation  in  the  interest  of  other  iudus* 
I  tries.  Parliament  had  no  right  to  impose 
7u  workmen  in  this  country  an  additional 
itar   on   coai  for  household    use  (which 
<w*oiitd  also  alTect  wages  iu  regard  to  the 
I  icost  of  coal  for  manufacturing*  pur  poses), 
^od  yet  refuse  to  other  workineu  the  same 
[)U  to  labour  as  would  by  the  Bill 
^  Biided  to  miners.     If  the  Bill  as 

^amended  were  proceeded  with 

The  chairman  reminded  the  right 
liOQ.  Gentletnau  that  the  HIU  as  amended 


was  not  before  the  Committee  ;  the 
Question  simply  was  whether  the  pro- 
jKised  Amendment  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  for  wood  bowed  lo  the  ruling, 
but  in  following  the  course  of  the 
Debate  he  had  heard  the  question  of 
foreigu  competition  discussed.  The  Bill 
would  increase  the  cost  of  production,  and 
in  the  result  would  affect  this  country 
unfavourably  in  regard  to  foreign  com- 
petition as  well  as  seriously  and  pre- 
judicially atfecting  the  home  consumers* 
In  deference  to  the  Chairman's  ruling  he 
would  not  further  press  that  point,  but 
he  apprehended  he  would  not  be  out  of 
Order  in  alludiug  to  the  argument  put 
forward  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
against  the  Amendment,tliat  it  was  desir- 
able to  put  mines  iu  every  district  upon  a 
somewhat  equal  level*  In  other  words, 
as  the  mines  of  Northumberland  and 
Durham  were  at  the  present  time  working 
more  economically  Jind  with  greater  ad- 
vantage to  the  miners  than  were  mines 
iu  other  parts  of  the  country,  therefore  a 
Bill  should  be  passed  which  would  han- 
dicap those  mines,  and  put  them  on  a 
level  with  mines  in  the  Midland  districts. 
Against  such  a  proposition  be  supported 
the  Amendment ;  hut  should  the  Amend- 
ment become  part  of  the  Bill,  lie  should 
vote  against  the  Bill  in  its  ultimate 
stage,  believing  that  to  pass  such  a  Bill 
would  he  one  of  the  worst  day^s  work 
the  House  could  do  for  the  interests  of 
the  working  classes  of  the  country. 

•Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  said,  only  a  few  words  would 
1k)  necessary  to  explain  why  he  should 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment.  Ho 
voted  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
with  the  intention  of  supporting  certain 
Amendments  in  Committee,  of  which  this 
was  one.  He  had  no  interest  iu  the  coal 
trade,  hut  he  had  a  considerable  number 
of  miners  iu  his  constituency  who,  he 
belie  veil  were  largely.  If  not  unanimously, 
opposed  to  this  local  option  proposal. 
He  would  like  to  please  those  mining 
constituents?  of  his  by  the  vote  he  gave, 
hut  he  was  quite  unable  to  see  that  in 
order  to  please  them  he  should  vote  for 
putting  a  burden  on  a  large  number  of 
men  in  other  places  who  believed  that  it 
would  result  injuriously  to  themselves, 
their  employers,  and  the  public  interest, 
The  Bill  with  this  Amendment  would 
give  tliose  who  desired  the  change  tho 
opportunity  of  getting  it,  but  he  could 


1027  Mines  (Eight  {COMMONS}  Houn)  Bill.  10» 

prepareil  iotidmit  tlmt  if  the  Bill  passed 
into  law  tke  men  would  still  insist  oa 
haviuj^  a  fair  da3'*s  ^&g^  ^^*^  1^^  ^^^^ 
that  they  vvereentitletl  to  it.  He  noticed 
tliat  tljrougbout  the  Debate  tbejr  had 
beard  notbiug  from  the  Representative* 
of  Cornwall  and  Devonshire  as  to  tho 
metaJliferoii?i  mines  of  this  countrj.  It 
was  the  rule  in  all  metalliferous  mines  to 
the  world  that  no  man  i^hould  work  more 
than  eight  hours  a  day  ;  wlir  wu^  it  not 
the  ride  in  coal  mines  ?  On  that  poiui 
he  would  try  to  throw  some  Ttttie  lig^lit. 
He  himself  w^hs  not  in  teres  tod  to  the  ox- 
tent  of  one  farthing' in  coltierieM,  but  be 
ivaa  a  Representative,  in  coujunctioo  with 
bis  hon*  Friend  the  Member  for  Merthjrr^ 
of  a  colliery  district,  and  he  had  endea- 
voured to  aficertain  why  the  owners 
objected  to  the  Bill  before  the  Com* 
mittee.  The  two  grounds  alleged  were 
that  it  would  restrict  the  ontput  and  tUat 
it  would  prevent  competition  with  foreign 
producers.  Well,  the  eight  hours'  limit 
could  not  restrict  the  output  in  Northum- 
berland and  Durham,  where  it  was  alleged 
that  the  men  already  only  worked  eix 
and  a-half  and  seven  hours.  But  what 
happened  in  Northumberland  and  Dtnr-^ 
ham  ?  The  boys«i  and  haulier*  w^re  seofe 
down  to  armnge  for  the  work  of  tbo  day 
— to  get  the  tram*  to  the  face  ready  for 
tilling,  and  the  roadways  elear. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid):  1 
am  Bure  the  lion.  Gentlenmn  will  esceuse 
me  for  laughing  ;  but  thiR  is  the  most 
amusing  statement  1  ever  beard  in  my 
life. 

The  chairman  :  I  may  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  only  question 
raided  by  the  Ametulment  is  whether 
there  shoold  be  loc4il  option  or  not  in 
respect  of  this  Bill. 

♦Mu.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  gaid^ 
he  was  endeavouring  to  give  rea-^ons  why 
own  el's  refused  to  assent  to  having  tlie 
law  made  compulsory,  and  wished  to  have 
it   left  optional   when  he  was  ii  >  ti 

by    his   hon.    Friend,    who    :,  \y 

thought  be  did  not  know  a  mint?  from  a 
mule,  though  probably  be  had  been 
acqaaiuted  with  mines  almost  as  long  a^ 
the  bou.  Gentleman.  He  thought  it  bad 
been  adraitte*!  all  through  the  Debate 
that  the  hoys  in  Northum1>erland  nod 
Durham  were  oftentimes  engaged  for 
10  hours  a  day :  and  if  that 
was     the     ease     it     appeare«l     oWioua 


not  think  it  fair  to  forcibly  impose  the 
Bill  on  large  minorities  who  did  not 
desire  it.  This  was  his  reason  for  sup* 
porting  the  Amendment,  and  he  w^as  nf»t 
deterred  from  giving  that  support  by  the 
threat  that  if  the  Amendment  were 
carried  the  Bill  wonhl  be  withdrawn. 
The  responsibility  for  the  loss  of  the 
Bill  must  rest  tvitli  those  who  withdrew 
it,  *not  upon  those  who  desired  these 
modifications  in  its  terms, 

♦Mk.  PRITCHAKD-MORGANCMer- 
thyr  Tydvil)  said,  he  did  not  take  the 
same  view  on  this  subject  as  his  colleague 
in  tbe  representation  of  Mertbyr,  Either 
he  or  bis  hon.  Frleml  must  be  mistaken 
in  the  estimate  formed  of  the  view^  of 
the  miners  of  the  district,  bnt  each  was 
prepared  to  take  the  responsibility  of  the 
position  taken  up.  This  was  somewlmt 
beside  the  question,  but  it  was  evident 
that  each  was  more  or  less  honest  in  bis 
convictions,  and  offered  his  opinion  in  the 
House  for  what  it  was  worth.  The 
immediate  question  was  whether  or  not 
there  should  be  any  option  in  regard  to 
the  application  of  the  Bill,  The  passing 
of  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  by  a 
large  majority  established  the  principle 
that  there  should  bo  legislative  limitation 
of  hours  of  work  in  mines,  and  the  ques- 
tion now  was  should  some  districts  1h? 
excepted  from  the  general  rule.  In  hi* 
view  eight  hotirs'  hard  and  honest  work 
in  a  mine  was  as  much  as  any  mafi  eouhl 
possibly  do  :  after  that  he  ought  to  have 
rest.  What  ft  man  ilid  in  tbo  way  of 
work  beyond  that  eight  hours  w^as  of 
yerj  little  value  to  himself  or  his  em- 
ployers. He  could  speak  with  some 
Icnowledge  on  the  subject,  for  mining 
had  for  him  a  Itfe-hjug  interest,  and  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  eight  horn's' 
work  in  a  mine  was  all  that  could 
be  expected  from  a  man  having  due 
regard  to  bis  own  health  and  the 
gafety  of  those  wfio  worked  with  him. 
He  submitted  that  no  man  should  be 
allowed  to  work  more  than  eight  hours 
in  the  bowels  of  the  onrth,  his  own 
interests  and  those  of  bis  family  !>e[ng 
alike  opposed  to  it.  He  could  not  shut 
his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  reason  of 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill  was  basetl  on 
their  knowledge  that  tbe  men  would  have 
the  cards  in  their  own  hands  if  the  Bill 
passed,  and  would  insist  on  l^ing  paid  a 
/air  (Jaf^s  wage  for  what  they  considered 
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to  be  a  fair  day^s  work. 
Mr.  /r.  J,  mhon 
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that  the  boys  were  there  for  tlie  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  work  of  tlie  mou. 
What  the  minen*  of  South  Wnle«  «iiid^ 
however,  wiis  that  they  desireJ  that  no 
one  should  he  allowetl  actutilly  to  work  in 
the  mine>*  for  more  than  eii^ht  hours 
per  shift,  Tbo  hon.  Baronot  the  Member 
for  Chest<5r-le-8treet  had  stated  as  onoof 
his  grounds  of  objection  to  the  Bill  that 
10  Nortlinin!3eHand  and  Durham  the  men 
woidd  only  be  able  to  work  one  ^hift. 
The  principal  objection  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Merthyr,  however,  wae 
thiit,  by  a  limitation  o(  the  hours  of 
labour,  the  double  f^hift  system  would  be 
intro<ltice<l  in  Walet?.  The  Uepresenta- 
tive  of  one  colliery  dij^trict,  in  fadt, 
objected  to  having  one  t;hift,  while  the 
Kepreeentative  of  anotlier  objected  to 
having  twcj. 

Mh.WOOTTON  IJ:>A  AC80N  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  :  May  I  explain  that 
in  South  Wales  the  b<3y-?  work  shorter 
hours  than  tiie  men^  and  that  if  yon  in- 
trotlnce  a  double  shift  you  increase  the 
hours  of  tfio  boys  ? 
•Mn,  PRITCHARD^  MORGAN  re- 
plieii  that  he  was*  oot  boro  in  Palestine ; 
he  was  born  m  South  Wales.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  foreign  com- 
petition, he  submitted  that  if  the  Bill 
w^ere  passed  they  would  be  exaetly  in 
$ia(u  quo.  Wages  on  the  Continent  at 
the  present  time  were  undonbtefUy  lower 
than  they  were  in  Durham  or  in  Wales, 
and  foreign  competition  thus  was  and 
would  be  possible  ;  but  to  say  that  the 
men  of  Wales  were  of  necessity  to  work 
a  larger  number  of  hour!*  than  they 
ought  to  l>e  called  on  to  work,  due  regard 
being  had  to  their  health,  simply  l)eca use 
some  men  on  the  Continent  were 
working  for  very  low  w^ages,  was, 
tyO  hiR  mind,  a  poor  answer  to  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  He  bad  been  surprised  on  the 
|>revious  day  by  a  passage  in  the  fspeech 
of  the  Member  for  Merthyr,  in  which  his 
hon.  Friend  somewhat  misled  the  Com- 
mittee, though  not,  he  was  sure,  inten- 
tionally, by  saying  that  a  ballot  had  been 
taken  iti  the  constituency  they  repre- 
sented*  ami  that  the  men  in  that  locality 
were,  l>y  a  large  maijonty,  in  favour  of  the 
application  to  the  Bill  of  the  principle 
of  locid  option.  The  only  vote  that  had 
ever  been  taken  in  the  Merthyr  district 
WAS  a»  t«  whether  the  eight  hours  should 
eouot  as  from  face  to  face  or  from  bank 


to  bank.  There  was  not  a  collier  in  the 
Merthyr  or  Al>crt]are  Valleys  who  was 
opposed,  «o  far  as  he  knew,  to  the  re- 
duction of  the  iiours  of  labour  in  the 
collieries  of  South  Wfth?s — ^he  had  never 
cvon  heard  the  question  raised*  His 
hon»  Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr 
advocated  in  1H91  eight  hours  from  bank 
to  hank  ;  then  he  advocated  eight  hours' 
winding 

Mr.  D,  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil)  :  Where  did  Iiulvocate  that  in  1891  ? 

Mr,  Keiu  HAUtiiE  (West.  Ham,  S.) 
rose  in  Ids  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
*'Tbat  tho  Question  be  now  put**  ;  hat 
the  Chafrnian  withheld  his  assent,  and 
declined  then  to  put  that  Quof^tion, 

Debate  resumed, 

♦Mr.  PRITCHARD-MUiaiA.\,  v^ 
suming,  said,  that  his  hon*  Friend,  after 
mlvocating  eight  hours'  wintling,  advo- 
cate<l  eight  hours  from  face  to  face,  and 
then  eight  hours  within  a  ratlins  of  100 
yards  from  tho  bottom  of  the  shaft,  while 
now  he  ailvocated  local  option,  Ue 
would  pot  a  case — a  case,  say,  where 
men  and  owners  had  combined  in  objeiJt- 
ing  to  the  principle  of  the  BilL  They 
would  assume  that  2,000  men  were  en- 
gage^i  in  the  pit,  and  produced  Is,  per 
day  ill  tlio  vahie  of  coal  moro  than  they 
would  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  becoming 
law.  They  wouhl  luhuit  thai  those  2,000 
men  obta.iueil  an  advuniage  of  Gd.  per 
man  per  day,  and  that  tho  proprietor  of 
the  miue  also  obtained  a  similar  sum  per 
man  per  day.  That  advantage,  in  the 
ease  of  the  proprietor,  would  amount  to 
no  less  than  iJ  15,000  a  year;  and  he 
contended  that  it  would  l>e  Inciter  to  suffer 
the  workman  to  lose  his  (5d.  per  day  and 
the  owner  his  £15,0O(J  a  year  than  to 
allow  the  men  to  remain  in  the  bowels  of 
the  earth  working  amid  the  coal  dust  for 
objectionably  long  hours  day  after  *hiy 
and  year  after  year.  Tl»e  House  was 
continually  engaged  in  legislation  dealing 
with  cruelty  to  animals  and  to  children, 
and  in  roatrioting  the  hours  of  labour  of 
women  and  infants,  and  he  submitte<l 
that  the  time  had  arrived  for  restricting 
the  hour:$  of  a^lult  labour  in  tho  mines. 
He  tliought  the  Amendment  ought  not 
to  be  carried,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
Committee  would  not  carry  it,  though  at 
a  later  stage  he  would  be  prepared  to 
vote  for  an  Amendment  making  the 
eight  hours  ap^l^  ft.%iT<a\iil\xtft\.^\w5fc* 
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Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingham, W.)  :  The  Committee  will, 
I  think,  feel  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  ju8t  sat  down  for 
breaking  the  monotony  of  the  Debate.  I 
do  not  know  exactly  how  manj  speeches 
have  been  addressed  tons  this  evening,  bnt 
they  are  a  great  number,  and,  with  one 
exception,  every  speaker  has  spoken  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  while  the 
promoters  of  the  BUI  have  not  ventured 
to  say  a  single  word  against  it.  Tliat 
appears  to  us  to  be  rather  an  extraordi- 
nary method  of  conducting  a  discussion 
in  this  House,  though  I  have  no  doubt 
that  as  time  goes  on  we  shall  be  entirely 
used  to  it.  Apparently,  with  the  new 
Unionism  and  new  Radicalism,  a  new 
form  of  discussion  has  sprung  up,  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  promote  a  Bill, 
having  ascertained  beforehand  in  the 
Lobby  whether  they  have  a  majority  at 
their  back,  remain  obstinately  silent, 
moving  the  Closure  from  time  to  time, 
and  testing  the  patience  of  the  Chairman, 
and  in  that  way  endeavour  to  ram  their 
measures  down  the  throats  of  their  oppo- 
nents without  taking  the  trouble  to 
explain  them.  Perhaps  they  are  wise  in 
that.  Having  to  defend  proposals  such 
as  this  before  the  House,  and  having 
declared  that  even  the  slightest  deviation 
from  the  proposals  in  the  Bill  is  to  be 
followed  by  its  withdrawal,  they  are,  per- 
haps, very  wise  to  refuse  to  allow  any 
discussion,  any  examination  of  details, 
or  any  criticism.  I  should  hardly  think 
that  they  will  be  very  much  obliged  to 
my  hon.  Friend  below  me,  because,  al- 
though he  rose  to  oppose  the  Amendment, 
he  seemed  to  me  to  give  away  the  whole 
case  by  the  statement  he  made  at  the 
commencement  of  his  speech.  He  said, 
and  I  entirely  sympathise  with  him,  that 
eight  hours'  good  work  at  the  face,  in  all 
the  discomforts  of  a  mine,  was  as 
much  as  any  human  being  should  be 
submitted  to,  and  that  he  was  prepared 
to  alter  the  Bill,  so  that  the  only  thing  it 
would  prevent  would  be  work  extending 
over  a  longer  period  than  eight  hours 
carried  on  at  the  face  of  the  coal.  Well, 
Sir,  we  are  all  agreed  as  to  that.  But 
that  is  not  the  issue  l)etween  us.  I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  look  at  the  Returns 
prepared  some  time  ago,  and  I  find  there 
is  hardly  a  district  in  which  at  the  present 
time  the  average  of  work  at  the  face  exceeds 
eight  Jjours.     Where  eight  hours  \a  ex- 
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ceedeil  it  is  only  by  a  decimal  point,  and 
I  think  there  would,  in  no  part  of  the 
House,  be  any  objection  to  redociog  it  to 
eight  hours.  But  we  have  a  much  larger 
question  than  that  to  decide.  We  are 
obliged  to  consider  this  Bill  as  misiug 
the  question  whether  all  over  the  United 
Kingdom,  as  soon  as  this  Bill  is  passed, 
work  in  mines  is  to  be  restricted  to  eight 
hours  from  bank  to  bank  for  everybodj 
employed  in  the  mine.  We  kuow  per- 
fectly well  that  that  will,  in  many  eases, 
reduce  the  work  at  the  face  to  seven,  six, 
and  even  five  hours,  and  of  course,  there- 
fore, greatly  reduce  the  number  of  hours  of 
bona  fide  work  which  can  be  put  iu  at  the 
mine.  Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  address  myself 
particularly  to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  do  so  as  a 
friend  of  their  object.  I  would  remind 
them  that  in  1891,  when  they  were  in  a 
small  minority  in  this  House,  and  when 
the  very  idea  of  legislative  interference 
with  the  hours  of  labour  was  scouted  in 
all  parts  of  the  House,  I  supported 
them  and  defended  the  principle  of  their 
Bill  and  voted  for  the  Second  Reading ; 
but  at  the  same  time  I  said  that  when- 
ever a  Bill  of  this  sort  was  read  a  second 
time  I  should  claim  my  right  to  examine 
its  details,  and  to  endeavour  to  introduce 
into  it  that  elasticity  without  which,  I 
am  convinced,  it  would  disappoint  its 
promoters,  and  fail  of  its  avowed  aim. 
But  I  adopted  the  principle  of  your  Bill. 
My  hon.  Friend  below  me,  in  his  speech 
against  the  Amendment,  adopted  the  very 
convenient  method,  which  I  have  noticed 
has  l>een  adopted  by  gentlemen  who 
occupy  a  more  prominent  position,  of 
saying  that  the  Amendment  violates  the 
principle  of  the  measure.  That  is  a  very 
convenient  argument,  l>ecause  it  dis- 
penses with  argument.  You  need  onlv 
say  ^'  the  Amendment  violates  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,*'  and  then,  because  the 
principle  has  been  affirmed  on  the  Second 
Reading,  you  can  add  '^  1  cannot  discuss 
an  Amendment  which  violates  this  prin- 
ciple.'* Let  us  ascertain  what  is  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  principle  of 
the  Bill  is,  I  venture  to  say,  the  right  of 
the  Legislature,  under  certain  circum- 
stances and  for  good  cause,  to  interfere 
with  the  hours  of  labour  of  adults  in 
mines.  That  is  the  principle  of  the  BilL 
Whether  that  right  shall  be  exercised  is 
purely  a  question  of  expediency,  and  this 
Amendment  is  purely  a  question  of  ex- 
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pedieuc^  and  not  a  qiieatiau  of  principle 
at  all.  It  i«  H  C|uestioQ  of  wbether^ 
gruatiug  that  we  have  the  right  to  inter- 
fere Lu  auy  district  or  &U  dUtriott^,  it  \^ 
expedieot  to  stereotype  this  interference 
over  the  whole  fomitry,  or  whether  we 
shouki  limit  that  interference  to  those 
dUtriciH  which  are  moat  desirous  of  it, 
and  where  we  may  well  be  coo vi need  by 
the  evidence  we  have  received  that  such 
interfereuce  will  do  little  or  no  barm. 
Let  ua,  then,  look  at  the  matterifrom  that 
point  of  view.  1^  it  expedient  to  pres^ 
a  measure  of  this  kind  against  a  small 
minority  ?  I  say  for  myself,  yes,  it  ij*. 
It  w^as  witli  that  view  that  I  5»upportetl 
the  Second  Keudiug  of  the  Bill,  Ir  is  in 
that  sense  that  I  nm  in  favour  of  coni- 
pulaion  in  certain  carfe?*,  where  yon  have 
au  individual  or  a  few  individuals,  or  a 
very  smaH  pro|iortion  of  a  class  l>ehaving 
in  acantankerons  manner,  and  preventing 
something  which  the  vast  majority  be- 
lieve to  be  to  their  advantage.  Then  I 
hold  that  it  is  right  for  the  State  to  in- 
terfere, and  to  give  the  majority  the 
power  of  controlling  a  small  minority. 
But  does  that  principle  go  so  far  as  to 
cover  the  case  of  a  very  large  minority  ? 
I  say  no,  and  that  I  may  explain  the 
ground  on  which  I  base  that  opinion. 
I  go  to  the  very  bottom  of  our  repre- 
senfftfive  system.  What  is  a  representa- 
tive system?  It  is  a  meaus  of  learning 
beforehand  on  whiL'h  side  of  a  ipiestion 
foR^e  lies.  Without  onr  civilised  arrange- 
ments eyevy  cpiestiou  must  lie  decide<l  by 
force,  and  the  strongest,  of  course,  gain 
their  way.  liy  means  of  a  representative 
system  you  find  out  wdiich  party  is  the 
stronger,  and  we  have  always  been 
content  to  accept  the  decision  of  the 
stronger  party  without  reporting  to 
physical  force  i<s  determine  tbe  matter. 
But  it  will  l»e  seen  at  once  that,  although 
in  a  case  where  there  is  a  majority  of 
two  to  one  Providence  would  no  doubt 
be  on  tbe  side  of  the  big  biittalious,  as 
Napoleon  said,  and  the  majority  would 
win  ;  yet  when  you  come  to  a  small 
majority  it  is  not  at  all  certain,  if  yon 
Gome  to  force,  that  the  majority  will  win. 
Is  it  contended  that  if  you  left  this  to  be 
decided  on  the  spot  without  legislation, 
without  an  appeal  to  law,  in  Nortluim- 
bertand  and  Durham,  that  the  people 
who  are  in  favour  of  this  Bill  wouhl  be 
able  to  carry  it  into  effect  ?  Clearly 
not*     Unless  you  can   bring  the  whole 


force  of  the  country  at  your  back  to 
coerce  tbe  recalcitrant  opponent*  of  the 
Bill  in  Northumbi3rland  and  Durham 
you  could  not  j>ossibIy  carry  out  your 
proposal  in  those  countries.  And  even  if 
yon  take  the  whole  of  the  country  there 
is  undotibtedly  a  very  large  minority 
opposed  to  the  Bill.  If  you  take  the 
miuerg  in  the  North  at  120,000  yon  must 
add  a  considerable  number  for  those  in 
South  Wales  and  other  districts,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  will  admit  that,  altbongh 
the  Eepreseulative  Bodies  are  on  one 
side,  there  are  a  great  number  of  indi* 
vidnals  in  places  like  tbo  Midlands  who 
are  entirely  opposed  to  this  legislation. 
You  have  over  tbe  whole  country  a  very 
considerable  minority  entirely  opposed 
to  this  legislation.  I  do  not  say  that 
that  is  a  reason  against  the  legislation — 
if  I  thought  it  was  1  should  have  voted 
against  the  Second  Reading — but  I  do 
say  that  that  is  a  reason  why  my  hon* 
Friends  should  march  cautiously.  It  is 
a  reason  why  they  should  make  some 
concession,  and  not  stand  in  the  irre* 
concilable  attitude  they  have  taken  up. 
What  is  the  objection  that  is  taken  to 
the  Bill  by  this  large  minority  ?  It  is 
that  the  lessening  of  the  hours  that 
would  take  place  in  certain  districts, 
especially  in  regard  to  the  labour  of  boys 
in  North umljer land  and  Durham,  \vr)ald 
very  materially  lessen  the  output  of  coal  ; 
that  the  result  of  that  would  be  to  raise 
prices  ;  that  that  w^ould  lessen  tbe  demand 
for  lal>our  ami  the  opportunities  of  the 
people  for  obtaiuing  occupation  and 
probably  the  amount  of  the  waged  they 
would  receive.  That  h  the  statement 
which  is  made  as  to  the  probable  result 
of  this  legislation  in  those  districts,  and  it 
will  be  observed  that  everybody  would 
snUer.  The  employer  would  su flTer,  no 
doubt.  If  he  is  making  any  profit  be 
would  have  to  submit  to  a  sacriHce  of 
those  profits.  The  w^orkman  w^ould  have 
to  submit  to  less  wages  and,  above  all,  to 
a  decrease  in  the  amount  of  employment 
open  to  him,  ami  the  [)ublic  probably 
would  have  to  suffer,  because  the  price 
of  tbe  article  would  1k3  raise<l  as  far  as  it 
could  be  without  materially  affecting  the 
demand.  I  do  not  want,  myself,  to  lay  too 
much  stress  on  this  arguuient,  I  pointed 
out  on  the  Secotid  Reading  of  the  Bill 
that  people  are  rather  apt  to  take  a  too 
gkKuny  view  of  tbe  probable  result  of 
changes  of  thU  Wmd  ;  vWl  ^^  \%»\\v*iCv^X!t 
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ill  the  output  Diigbt  not  be  so  Inrge  as 
was  feared  ;  anil  that  in  many  trndee  a 
reiluetiou  of  hours  bftfl  uot  led  1^  a 
reduction  of  output.  But  tbeu  I  venture 
to  say  that  if  that  ghotild  be  the  result  I 
do  uot  think  that  the  nialn  objeot  of  the 
promot^rM  of  this  Bill  won Ul  Ue  ^ainetJ, 
l>eCHU&e  1  cannot  help  thinkiug  timt  one 
of  their  ohjeotn  h  to  (*ecure  a  reduction  iu 
the  output — that  is*  to  gay,  that  a  certain 
number  of  nien  shall  produce  less  cofil 
than  they  do  at  present — aud  to  secure 
that  if  the  output  is  to  be  maiot«,ined  it 
Bhail  be  by  the  employment  of  a  larger 
uumlver  of  men*  Still,  i  admit  that 
there  may  be  ?ome  compensation  in  the 
case  of  a  change  of  this  kind^  aud  it  may 
be  found  that  more  work  will  be  done 
per  hour  than  is  done  at  present. 
The  hon*  Member  for  the  J  nee  Division 
said,  **  Oh,  our  ancestors  heard  the  same 
story  over  2(X)  years  aj^,  and  you  have 
cried  '  Wolf  *  so  often  that  we  do  not  heed 
you  when  you  call  '  Wolf  now/*  1  ven- 
ture to  say  that  attitude  ou  the  part  of  an 
itifluential  representative  of  the  working 
classes  is  a  very  dangerous  attitude  at  the 
present  time.  My  hon.  Friend  must  see 
there  is  a  point  beyoud  which  you  cannot 
increase  prices.  It  is  an  open  question, 
which  should  be  considered  with  the  ut- 
most care,  whether  you  have  reached  that 
point  in  connection  with  the  coal  trade. 
Do  uot  let  un  shut  our  ears  to  arguments 
which  may  be  useil  in  the  matter.  If  we 
inet  every  contention  with  thef^ame  blank 
denial  and  refu:?al  in  entertain  it  onr  com- 
mercial supremacy  would  sooner  or  later 
disHppetir.  I  say,  speaking  generally, 
and  dealing  only  with  the  old-established, 
ordinary,  and  old*fasbioned  businesses  of 
the  country,  which  have  no  monopoly, 
and  which  hold  no  supremacy  because  of 
the  possession  of  an  invention,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind,  that  the  margin  of 
protit  has  at  the  present  moment 
almost  entirely  disappeared.  Many  of 
them  are  being  carried  on  at  a 
loss  ;  and  when  my  hon.  Friend  says  we 
have  heard  these  jeremiads  often  before, 
and  nothii»g  has  resulted,  he  is  mistaken, 
for  something  has  resulted,  and  whether 
our  warnings  were  correct  or  not,  it  is 
certain  that  the  trade  of  this  country  is 
worse  than  it  useil  to  be*  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman may  be  right  iu  saying  that  the 
working  classes  have  not  sufiered  to  any 
great  extent ;  their  wages  are  higher  and 
better,  aud  their  work  is  less  exhausting 
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than  it  was  20  years  ngo  ;  but  ftt  the  same 
time  tho  average  ^>erceutage  of  profit  ob- 
tained by  the  capitalist  has  been  very 
materially  reduced.  That  isachange  whiob 
I  am  not  sorry  to  have  seen  accompli!»hHl, 
only  there  must  be  a  limit.  Take  the  cas^ 
of  ft  person  who  has  invested  £lOO,tKXI 
in  a  mill  and  machinery,  wlio  finds  he  i» 
no  longer  making  a  protit.  lie  cannot 
close  his  mill  at  once  ;  that  would  be  A 
loss  of  capital  :  so  he  goes  ou  working, 
even  at  a  loss,  hoping  for  an 
improvement,  until  the  whole  of 
his  free  capital  has  disappeared^  ainl 
it  is  not,  in  fact,  until  he  is  bank"* 
rupt  that  the  mill  is  closed  and  tb« 
workpeople  go  to  join  the  ranks  of  the 
unetnployed*  I  would  urge  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  treat  this  as  a  purely  illu* 
sory  danger,  for  it  is  a  real  danger  whicK 
we  ought  always  Co  have  in  view.  Wbeo 
a  vast  change  of  this  kind  is  proposed  1 
think  it  behoves  those  who  propose  it 
to  be  certain  of  each  step  as  they  take  i% 
t*>  follow  the  ancient  ways  of  Liberal- 
ism, and  to  be  satisfied  with  half  ft 
loaf  rather  than  have  no  bread,  ami 
to  feel,  at  least,  that  the  change 
is  unlikely  to  do  more  harm  than  good. 
Experience  has  nhown  that  gradual  pro* 
gress  is  infinitely  safer  for  the  couutTT 
and  infinitely  l^etter  for  tho  projects  of 
reform  we  wish  to  promote,  and  I  would 
entreat  my  hon.  Friend,  lis  one  who  ta 
frieudly  to  this  movement,  to  consider 
whether  he  will  not  gain  more  by  ticking 
to-day  u  Bill  which  he  can  have  at  thi« 
moment,  aud  which  can  be  passed  into 
law  during  the  present  Sesstun,  than  he 
will  by  refusing  every  Amendment  aud 
insisting  upon  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing 
but  tho  Bill  ?  It  appears  tu  me  that  if 
my  hon.  Friend  insists  upon  the  Bill  in 
its  present  form  and  at  this  periml  of  the 
Session,  he  has  not  the  ghost  of  a  chance 
of  passin(|[  it  this  year.  Di>cs  my  hon. 
Friend  lielievehe  will  be  able  to  pass  Ibo 
Bill  in  its  present  form  during  this  Ses- 
sion ?  I  do  imt  know  what  the  men  of 
Northumberland  and  Durham  are,  but  i 
know  if  they  were  Irishmen  this  Bill 
would  take  a  month  to  jwiss.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  he  would  allow  thi« 
amendment  to  be  made,  without  nece^ 
sarily  admitting  the  grounds  or  reasouiog 
upon  which  it  ts  nrgml  upon  him,  re- 
serving to  himself  the  right  to  demand 
more  when  the  opportunity  comes,  1 
believe  he   would  secure  a  very  useful 
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Bill,  even  at  the  end  of  this  exhftiiBiing 
Session,  aod  he  would  gaio  for  all  of  us 
a  vast  ajuonnt  of  useful  experieuce^ 
which  would  enable  ua  with  absolute 
certainty  to  pnsceed  furtijer,  or  with 
equally  absolute  certainty  to  retraue  our 
stepa.  What  argumeut  Un^  been  offered 
to  us  which  would  prevent  them  from 
adopting  thin  conr^ie  f  There  are  three 
argmnents,  Iij  the  Hrst  place,  there  in 
the  argument  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
Newca^tlo-under-Lynie,  which  is  the 
philanthropic  arguniout,  and  which 
amounts  to  this — that  my  hon.  Friends 
behind  me  from  the  North  are  such  in- 
considerate fathers,  and  their  sons  have 
to  work  «uch  long  hours,  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely nexiessary  that  lie  from  StatVord- 
«hire  shauld  step  in  and  defend  the  health 
and  maieriiil  welfiire  of  their  children. 
1  do  not  think  we  are  at  all  juHtitied  in 
taking  such  an  unfavourable  view  of 
the  character  of  our  Northern  friends, 
»tjd  that,  at  any  rate,  is  not  such 
a  serious  argument  as  to  be  snfJi- 
cieDt  to  induce  ub  to  make  snch 
a  change  as  this.  When  we  were 
asked  to  int<?rfere  in  tln^  case  of 
the  Factory  Acts,  the  Coal  Minefi  Regu- 
lation  Acts,  and  other  Acts,  there  was 
always  shown  a  tremendous  cawe  of 
cruelty,  indifference,  and  neglect  aftecthig 
large  numbera  of  the  population  wliicli 
justified  the  interference  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, but  there  is  nothing  of  the  gort 
here.  The  boys  in  the  North  were 
Btrong  and  healthy,  and  he  should  think 
they  would  be  the  first  to  resent  inter- 
ference. The  eecond  argument  is  that  if 
you  pass  this  Bill  with  the  local  option 
clause,  you  will  be  giving  an  undue  ad- 
vantage to  the  districts  which  will  vote 
themselves  out  of  the  Bill  In  the  Hrst 
place,  1  wisli  to  say  I  do  not  think  that 
is  tnie.  Whatever  advantages,  if  they 
are  advantages,  these  districts  will  have 
after  the  Bill  has  passed,  they  have  now^ 
and  the  real  object  of  gentlemen  who 
hohl  this  argument  is  not  to  prevent 
them  from  getting  the  advantages  which 
they  have  got  now,  liut  to  rnke  iiway  the 
atlvantageii  which  they  have  got.  Let 
me  point  out  how  that  arises*  You  liave 
extraordinar\'  differences  in  the  conditions 
of  trade.  You  have  mines  in  which  the 
CO«il  is  much  more  expensive  to  win  tlum 
it  is  in  others,  or  mines  which  ttre  far 
from  markets,  and  which  w^ould  not  be 
able  to  be  worked  if  the  people  liad  not 


in  some  way  or  other  overcome  the 
natui^l  disadvantages.  It  is  these 
methods  which  they  have  adopted  for 
overcoming  the  natuial  dibail vantages 
and  f>!Uting  them  on  e<pial  terms  with 
other  districts,  thut  you  will  take  away 
from  them.  It  is  the  most  reraaikable 
thing  to  notice  how,  in  the  course  of 
these  two  days^  Debate,  the  whole  argu- 
ment hjis  been  transformed  from  the 
jirgumcufc  on  the  Second  Rejuling  of  the 
BilU  On  the  Second  Heading  it  was  to 
our  common  humanity  that  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  made  an  appeal  ;  it  was  said 
that  men  were  working  loo  hard  antl  too 
long  at  a  disagi^eeuhk»and  dangerous  eni- 
pioyment,  and  that  therefore  t he m  should 
IjC  some  interference.  Btit  not  one  word* 
except  from  tlie  Member  for  Merthyr, 
have  we  heartl  about  the  argument 
addressed  to  our  humanity*  What  wo 
Imve  been  listening  to  is  ignoble 
strife  and  competition  lietween  dif- 
ferent coalownors  on  the  one  side  and 
coalowners  on  the  other,  between  different 
districts  and  between  individnal  mineB» 
and  I  do  say  it  is  ii  nmst  dangerous  pre- 
ceilent  if  this  House  is  going  to  interfere 
with  a  question  of  commercial  competi- 
tion, and  is  going  to  lay  its  strong  Imud 
on  one  set  of  tnvdesmen  and  take  it  away 
from  another  set  of  tradesmen.  We  have 
been  looking  with  regret  on  the  spectacle 
wiiieh  has  been  presented  to  us  by  the 
Houses  of  the  Legislature  in  America, 
where  wo  have  seen  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives st4'uggling  for  their  personal 
interests  ortbe  personal  interests  of  those 
whom  they  represent,  without  the  least 
regard  for  the  goot)  of  tbo  nation.  Are 
wo  going  to  follow  that  evil  example* 
and  are  we  going  to  throw  ourselves  into 
what  has  bt?en  sliown  by  the  whole  course 
of  the  Debate  to  be  a  mere  strnggle 
between  rival  commercial  and  pecuniary 
interests  iu  this  country  ?  Are  we  going 
to  have  to  throw  a  balance  into  the  one 
side  or  the  other  ?  No,  Sir  ;  on  that 
ground,  if  on  that  alone,  I  would  say 
we  ought  to  press  for  this  local  option  in 
order  that  these  difctricts  may  fight  it  out 
themselves  without  asking  the  House  to 
give  a  preference  to  one  side  or  the  other. 
There  is  a  tliirdreiison  which  has  not  been 
alluded  to  in  the  course  of  this  Debate, 
and  which,  I  think,  must  weigh  very 
materially  with  the  Member  for  the  luce 
Division  and  other  hon.  Members  in  in- 
ducing them  to  reject  anything  in  the 
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form  of  a.  com  prom  me,  and  that  is  the 
id«»*  thnt  by  forcio^  a  stereotyped  eight 
hourK  throughout  the  country  they  will 
reduue  the  output,  aud  that,  aa  u  re^ult^ 
either  prices  will  go  upaud  wages  will  be 
raised, or^  if  the  output  ii«  to  l>e  maiumiued, 
%  birger  u umber  of  persons  will  Hod 
employment.  I  ask  how  on  earth  it  cau 
be  expected  that  this  result  will  be 
attained  ?  Does  the  hou.  Gentleman 
think  he  caD  tix  the  pritte  of  a  piro- 
duct  like  coal  ?  Can  he  altogether 
evade  the  effect  of  competition  ?  Yet 
they  would  have  us  believe  that  they 
can  force  up  the  price.  We  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  competition.  We 
have  heard  about  foreign  competition  aud 
foreigu  coal.  No  oue,  however,  has  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  speak  much  about 
it  during  ibis  Debate  except  to  say  that 
It  was  not  so  bad  as  it  was  expected  to 
be*  Surely,  however,  if  you  are  going 
to  increase  the  price  of  home  coal  it  is 
clear  that  you  will  iucrease  the  demand 
for  foreign  coal,  and  that  every  ton  of 
foreign  coal  sold  looaus  tinit  one  ton  leas 
of  English  coal  sold,  aud  so  many  more 
people  out  of  employment.  The  com- 
monest laws  of  economics  cannot  \^ 
voided  for  the  benefit  of  my  hou.  Friend**, 
But  there  is  another  point  to  be  con- 
sidered. Suppose  you  were  dealing  with 
the  home  trade,  and  that  the  foreign 
trade  was  not  to  be  counted  at  all.  In 
other  words,  suppose  you  could  draw  a 
circle  excluding  all  foreign  coal,  then,  no 
doubt,  you  could  niise  the  price  of  coal. 
But,  I  ask,  for  bow  long  ?  Surely  you 
would  keep  the  price  up  only  so  long  as 
the  consumers  could  afford  to  pay  the 
increased  price.  But,  again  I  ask,  is  the 
condition  of  trade  throughout  the  conutry 
such  that  it  could  afford  to  pay  an  in- 
crease for  the  coal  that  it  necessarily  must 
coosume  ?  I  am  thinking  especially  now 
of  the  vast  ironworks,  and  I  say  it  is 
absuJutely  impossilile  for  them,  and  also 
for  many  other  great  industries  through- 
out the  length  and  l»rcadth  of  the  laud, 
to  hold  their  own  against  foreign  com- 
petition if  tlio  price  of  coal  ii  to  be  in- 
creased. What  woidd  follow  ?  These 
great  centres  of  consumption  would  be 
closed.  How  then,  iu  the  long  run,  is 
ihis  increase  in  tike  price  going  to  benefit 
anybody  ?  My  view  is  that  what  the 
hou.  Gentleman  proposes  to  do — that  is, 
lo  lessen  the  output  and  increase  wages 
— IB  mathematically  impossible.     But   I 
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know  that  it  is  of  no  n^e  to  argue  with 
those  who  bold  these  views.  You  caunot 
convince  a  man  who  thinks  he  can  square 
the  circle  or  make  water  run  up  hill.  I 
do  not  press  my  opinion  with  any  hope 
of  bringing  conviction  ;  but  I  put  it 
that  supposing  you  are  right  and  I  am 
wrong,  and  supposing  that  good  results 
would  follow  from  your  plan,  still  1 
would  ask  you  why  should  not  you,  as 
you  cannot  get  these  results  this 
year,  consent  to  a  compromise  ?  You 
can  gain  nothing  under  the  Bill  this 
year,  and  if  you  agree  to  a  compro- 
mise, we  shall  have  a  year's  experience 
upon  which  to  decide  what  is  the  best 
course  for  us  to  adopt  in  the  future.  The 
new  method  of  discussing  importiint 
matters  seems  to  me,  however,  to  render 
any  appeal  of  this  kind  useless,  I 
wonder  how  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Barnard  Castle  (Sir  J.  W.  Pease) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  (Sir  J. 
Joicey)  like  this  state  of  things  now  that 
it  is  to  be  applied  to  themselves  ?  They 
were  very  ready  to  Closure  us  on  a  former 
occasion  after  two  days'  discussion  in 
Committee  on  an  important  Bill,  and  to^ 
night  we  shall  have  been  two  days  dis* 
cussing  this  Bill,  and  I  suppose  to-mor* 
row  that  the  Chanc43llor  of  the  Exche- 
ijuer,  if  he  is  prepared  to  mete  out  equal 
justice  to  his  friends  as  well  as  his  oppo- 
nents, will  cume  forward  again  and  stop 
further  discussion  by  his  guillotine 
method,  I  should  like  to  know  how 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  will  vote  on  thmi 
oci^asiou  ?  When  my  hon.  Friend  behind 
mc,  the  Meml*er  for  Mid  Durham  (Mr,  J, 
Wilson)  wanted,  by  the  vote  of  this 
House,  to  coerce  uo  less  than  500,000 
persons  by  the  provisions  of  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill,  the  hou,  Barouet 
the  Member  for  Barnard  Caj*tle  strongly 
approved  of  the  guillotine  l>eing  appUcia 
on  that  occasion.  It  strikes  me  that 
some  of  tbci^e  chickens  are  coining  home 
to  roost,  1  sincerely  hope  the  lesson  will 
not  l>e  altogether  lost  on  some  of  my  hon. 
Friends.  I  do  not  think  I  can  do  more 
than  to  once  more  ask  those  who  have 
the  conduct  of  this  Bill  whether  they 
will  not  yield  to  circumstttuoes,  and  take 
what  they  can  instead  ol  losing  every- 
thing by  claiming  too  much  ?  If  thej 
will  not  do  that  I  confess  that  the  best 
this    House    can    take,    and  tlmt 
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another  House  cau  take»  if  thoy  take  mj 
advice«  which  I  do  not  suppose  they  will 
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— I  say,  if  11  majority  \n  this  House  ib 
iletennined  to  ram  the  measure  down  our 
throats,  the  Ijest  thiug  Ib  to  allow  thera 
to  do  it  iu  the  crudest  poifsihie  form,  be- 
cause the  sharper  the  lesson  and  the 
deeper  the  wound,  the  sooner  shall 
we  corae  back  again  to  the  policy  of 
reason  and  common  sense, 

•Sir  C.W*D1LKE  (Glouceeiter,  Forest 
of  Dean)  aaid,  although,  no  doubt,  the 
Commttee  would  be  anxious  to  divide,  yet 
some  reply  would  be  expected  from  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  to  the  powerful 
speech  to  which  the  Committee  had  juHt 
listened.  Hi»  right  lion.  Friend  l>egun 
h\&  sj}€ech  by  asking  whether  or  not  any 
serious  Amendment  waj*  to  be  accepted, 
and  whether  tliis  Amendment  and  other 
Amendmeut8  on  the  Paper  would  be 
oppo^^ed  ;  and  he  £(eemed  to  say  that  this 
Ajneodmeut  representetl  his  views. 
There  was  a  slip  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
yesterday  in  referring  in  terms  of  com- 
mendation to  another  Amendment  which 
appeared  on  the  Paper,  The  colleague 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  made  this 
Motion,  and  to  whose  speech  tlie  right 
bon.  Gentleman  alluded,  said  he  should 
support  another  Amendment,  which  wasj 
one  t*o  which  they  would  come  later,  and 
which  placeil  a  point  of  100  yards  from 
the  shaft  as  that  from  which  the  eight- 
hours  day  should  be  taken.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  stated  timt  three  argu* 
meuts  had  been  used  iu  support  of 
this  Amendment,  and  he  had  traversed 
two  out  of  the  three  at  cousideral>le 
length.  He  would  first  dispose  of  the 
argument  of  colliery  against  colHery,  and 
one  part  of  the  country  against  another 
part  of  the  country.  They  thought, 
without  putting  it  too  high,  that  there 
would  undoubtedly  be  a  considerable 
amount  of  inconvenience  and  some  cost 
in  all  parts  of  the  country  in  bringing 
the  new  system  into  effect.  But  changes 
of  this  kind  had  been  imposed  upon  the 
eoalowners  of  this  country  on  former 
occasions^  and  they  bad  been  resistecl, 
and  resisted  in  very  strong  language — iu 
1872,  when  there  were  prophecies  of  the 
ruin  of  the  industry,  and  again  iu  1887. 
They  admitted  that  there  would  l»e  coat 
and  trouble,  anti  they  said  it  was  uufair 
that  the  masters  of  Staffordshire  and 
LaUi^ashire  and  the  Bristol  districts, 
where  the  hours  were  long  and  the 
mode  of  workiiig  very  slow — they  said 


it  would  be  unfair  to  put  I  hem  to  all  this 
inconvenience  when  their  rivals  and 
competitors  in  tf^ade  were  nut  incon- 
venienced in  the  same  way.  That 
argument  was  met  by  saying  they  were 
uot  competitors  in  tnule.  !ie  could  not 
admit  that  for  a  moment*  The  seaborne 
trade  of  Northumlierland  iind  Durham 
was  very  large,  but  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of  that  coal  arrived  in  Loudon, 
and  came  into  direct  competition  with 
the  coal  protluced  in  Federation  districts. 
It  was  owing  to  the  high  rates  of  the 
Railway  Companies  that  this  seaborna 
coal  got  the  advantage.  He  laid  much 
more  stress  upon  the  philanthropic  argu- 
ment of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman.  He 
did  uot  see  how  it  would  be  possible  for 
any  of  them  who  were  concerned  in  pro- 
moting r.his  Bill,  and  who  had  beou 
supporting  it  for  years  past,  without 
sacrificing  every  principle  and  argument, 
to  give  up  the  case  of  the  Northumber- 
land and  Durham  boys.  It  was  said  they 
should  not  express  more  concern  for  the 
l)oys  in  this  district  than  did  their 
fathers.  As  to  carrying  this  change 
against  the  wishes  of  the  great  minority, the 
right  hon-  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  for- 
gotten hisown  arguments  about  minorities 
on  former  occasions.  He  admitted  that  it 
would  be  a  serious  thing,  even  iu  the  name 
of  philanthropy,  to  coerce  a  large  mino- 
rity. But  he  had  exaggerated  the  matter. 
With  regard  to  Northumberland  and 
Durham,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chester-le-8treet  fSir  J.  Joicey)  had 
referred  to  120,000  men,  but  the  last 
ballot  taken  on  th©  subject  show^ed  that 
the  majority  was  only  36,000. 

•Sir  J.  JOICEY  said,  he  had  spoken 
of  1 20,0(K>  men  as  being  connected  with 
the  mines,  and  not  as  being  miners. 

*8iR  C,  W,  DILKE  went  on  to  say 
tliat  very  large  sections  of  Federatiou 
districts  had  been  balloted  upon  this  Bill, 
and  in  those  sections  there  had  been 
virtually  no  minority  ;  whilst,  on  the 
other  hand^  in  Nor thuml>€r land  and 
Durham  the  ballot  showed  36,000 against 
the  Bill  and  14,000  or  15,000  in  favour 
of  it. 

Sir  J.  PEASE  :  Out  of  72,000  who 
were  capable  of  voting. 

Siu  C,  W.  DILKE  said,  his  point 
was  that  hon.  Members  ought  not  to 
<[Uote  120,000  as  being  against  the  Bill 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  only  36,000 
voted  against  it.    Then  there  was  th© 
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question  of  the  boys.  The  men  io  the 
North  worked  somotinieft  as  little  as  five 
and  a  half  houns,  and  never  more  thmi 
fteveii  hoiir«,  ae  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  ascertain,  and  he  had  been  in  pits  both 
iij  Northumberland  and  Durham* 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid); 
What  pit  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
down  in  Durham  ? 

Sir  C,  W.  DILKE  :  I  will  give  my 
bon*  Friend  the  names  privately.  In 
connection  with  thii*  question  I  went 
down  two  pits  in  Northumberland  and 
tive  or  six  in  Durham. 

Mh,  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wanebeck) :  W(i(t*h  were  they  ? 

♦Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  mid\  his  hon. 
Friend  surely  did  not  doubt  his  word 
upon  the  subject.  He  found  that  the 
men  worked  from  o^  hours  to  6^  or  7 
hours,  ^vhiie  die  boys  were  below  ground 
1 0  hourii,  and  worked  from  9  to  9^  hours. 
He  understood  that  the  case  of  the  hand* 
putters  was  given  up  by  Jiis  hon.  Friends, 
who  did  not  contend  that  the  state  of 
things  with  regard  to  them  was  defensible. 
There  were  very  few  of  these  handputters 
now,  and  they  were  confined  to  a  few 
old-fashioned  pits.  The  ease  of  these 
handputters,  however,  was  yery  hard- 
They  worked  naked,  and  their  work  was 
very  hard, 

Mr.  J,  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  :  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
make  us  out  to  be  greater  barbarians 
than  we  are  l*y  saying  that  we  work 
naked. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  J  saw  men  work- 
ing naked  with  my  own  eyes,  I  admit 
that  this  work  is  confined  to  old-fashioned 
pits. 

Mr,  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  ; 
Will  you  name  the  pit  where  they  work 
naked  ? 

Sir  C.  W*  DILKE  said,  Walker,  near 
Newcastle,  was  a  hot  pit  and  an  old 
fashioned  pit.  What  had  l)een  ignored 
throughout  tlie  Debate  was  that  the 
hours  of  the  boys  had  been  regulated 
by  Statute.  Many  of  the  masters 
had  complained  of  the  iutroduetion  of 
the  54*hours  week  for  the  boys,  but 
that  provisiou  was  introduced,  and  the 
i-esult  was  that  they  were  not  able  to 
employ  their  boys  now  for  more  than 
54  hours  a  week.  One  week  in  the 
fortnight  the  boys  workeil  only  50  hours, 
but  in  the  otlier  week  there  had  to  be  an 
extra  shift  of  boys  in  order  to  take  tlie 

Sir  a  m  Dilke 


places  of  the  boys  who  otherwise  wowld 
have  to  work  overtime.  The  work  ol 
the  Itovfl  was  hard  and  dangerous^  and 
when  it  was  said  that  they  were  merely 
iutdiarge  of  trains  it  mwst  be  remembered 
that  Irr  the  course  of  their  occupation 
they  had  to  lift  enormously  heavy  weiglila,. 
and  tliey  developed  a  lifting  capacity 
which  no  man  could  keep  up  t/). 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid.) : 
Thev  are  all  Saudows. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  the  House 
hatl  l>eeu  told  over  and  over  again  that 
eight  hours  were  quite  long  enough  to  be 
below  ground.  These  boys  were  10 
hours  below  ground,  and  they  did  work 
which  WHS  very  severe  indeed.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  J. 
Wilson)  and  other  supp>rters  of  the 
Amendment  were  committed  to  the  view 
that  this  was  a  state  of  things  which 
onght  not  to  continue,  and  which  it  wa? 
the  object  of  the  Miners*  Association  in 
Darham  to  bring  to  a  close.  They  of- 
fered no  suggestion,  however,  as  to  how 
it  was  to  be  brought  to  a  close,  and  this 
was  why  he  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  said  it  was 
impossible  for  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
to  avoid  pressing  the  philanthropic 
argument. 

Mr.  WUOTTON  ISAACSON  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Geutlemau  had 
anything  to  say  about  the  case  of  the 
boys  in  South  Wales  ? 

^SiR  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  he  had 
nothing  to  say  about  them.  He  had  dis* 
missed  the  Sotith  Wales  case  by  ifiayiog 
he  was  certain  that  the  South  Wales 
Members  meant  to  support,  not  tbla 
Amendment^  hut  another  Amendment  on 
the  Paper.  He  knew  that  the 
feeling  in  South  Wales,  as  far  as 
there  was  a  feeling  there  against  this 
Bill,  was  a  feeling  against  the 
eight  hours  bank-to-bauk  provision,  and 
not  against  legislative  interference.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Mem>>er  for  the  Wans- 
heck  Division  (Mr.  Fenwick)  had  In 
1887  spoken  of  work  done  by  women  on 
the  pit  l>ank  of  a  very  similar  charaet45r 
to  that  done  by  the  boys  at  the  bottom  of 
the  pit  as  being  very  arduous.  He  knew 
that  his  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for 
Wansbeck  and  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  fell 
very  strongly  about  the  ease  of  thoboya^ 
They  knew  that  the  boys  did  not  got  a 
fair  chance,  and  that  ti  -rit  state  of 

things  ought  to  l^e  bi  ^  k»  an  end. 
The  Members  for  Chestof-ie-Street  (Sir 


1045 


Mims  (Eight  (14  Aui3C«T  1894} 


Bours)  Bill. 


1046 


J,  Joioey)  aud  Barnard  Castle  (Sir  J. 
Pease)  said  there  was  a  ditHculty  iu 
making  any  clnuigo  in  Northumherlaud 
and  Dnrhani.  The  witnesses  from  North - 
umherUud  and  D'lrham  before  the 
Labour  Commission  iievxr  brought  out 
the  fact  mentioned  that  evening,  that 
there  were  14  collieries  working  in  Dur- 
ham wliere  a  system  that  would  easily 
adapt  itself  to  this  Bill  was  in  force* 

Mr.  J,  A,  PEASE  (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) ;  The  Labour  Commission  was 
quite  aware  of  the  fact,  ag  they  sent  au 
iaquiry  both  to  owners  and  men. 

•Sir  C,  \\\  DILKE  said»  that  was 
afterwards,  and  he  thought  it  wa^  in  cou- 
teequence  of  a  letter  from  himself  to  the 
Labour  Commission  that  the  inquiry  was 
made.  There  was  not  a  word  about  it  in 
Mr.  Patterson's  evidence,  nor  wasanyevi- 
ilunce given  from  Durham  on  the  subject. 
AU  that  was  said  was  timt  the  system 
pro}K>sed  was  not  workable,  and  yet  there 
were  14  collieries  actually  working  on  it 
— three  shifts  of  men  and  two  shifts  of 
hoys.  The  bon.  Member  for  the  Tyne- 
side Division  (Mr.  J,  A*  Pease)  had 
innde  a  mistake  in  quoting  the  Labour 
Commission  with  regard  to  the  neutrality 
of  the  Feiloration  districts  on  this  ques- 
tiotu  He  had  quoted  an  analysis  of  the 
votes  of  the  Trades  Congress  at  a  meet- 
ing ifct  Belfast*  That  analysis  ought 
never  to  have  been  issued  by  the  Labour 
Cora  mi  88  ion.  The  vote  was  taken  at  a 
very  empty  Congress  without  aay  debate, 
aud,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  every  single  one 
of  the  delegates  who  wore  described  by 
the  Labour  Commission  as  neutral  were 
feeot  to  the  Congress  to  vote  iu  favour  of 
the  resolution.  As  to  the  arguments 
about  foreign  competition,  such  comi>oti- 
tiou  was  of  eutiroly  different  kinds.  As 
to  the  competition  of  France  and 
Belgium,  the  mines  in  those  countries 
were  extremely  deep,  tind  we  bad  nothing 
to  fear  from  such  eompel:ition,  whilst  in 
Germany  the  mines  were  far  from  the 
sea,  and  consequently  the  competition 
was  not  serious.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  contracts  for  coals  required  for  the 
German  Army  were  now  being  made  in 
this  country.  There  was,  however,  quite 
a  diilerent  kiud  of  competition — that  of 
Tonkin,  Japan,  ^^w  Zealand,  India, 
and  America  in  steam  coal.  Nothing 
that  could  be  done  in  Great  Britain 
oould  affect  tue  development  of  such 
coaifielda  as  these.     They  lay,  many  of 


them,  oD  the  route  of  trade,  especially  the 
Japan  and  Tonkin  fields*  Whatever  was 
done  here,  those  He  Ids  would  l>e  de- 
veloped, and  undoubtedly  in  course  of 
time  they  would  supply  stations  Hke 
Singapore  eveu  more  largely  than  they 
did  at  [present.  It  bad  been  said  that  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  intended  to  treot 
nil  alike — the  strong  and  the  weak,  the 
old  and  the  young,  the  man  with  11 
children  and  the  bachelor*  Well,  were 
men  at  present  allowed  to  choose  their 
hours  of  work,  and  to  work  as  long  as 
they  pleased  ?  Certainly  not ;  they 
were  absolutely  at  the  discretion  of  those 
who  fixed  the  honrs  of  the  pit.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Chester-le-Street  (Sir  J. 
Joicey)  had  said  that  under  the  proposed 
new  system  the  old  men  would  not  be 
able  to  continue  at  work,  Imt  he  had 
known  cases  in  which  old  men  hail 
not  been  allowed  to  continue  at  work 
because  of  that  very  county  average  to 
which  allusion  luid  been  made. 

Sir  J.  JOICEY  said,  there  were  ex- 
ceptions. 

•Sir  C,  W.  DILKE  said,  he  was  very 
glad  to  hear  it,  and  he  hoped  they  were 
small  exceptions.  To  conclude,  he 
thought  local  option  might  be  an  excel- 
lent thing  in  such  cases  as  shop  hours, 
but  was  aot  applicable  to  a  Bill  of  this 
kind.  In  his  opinion,  it  would  l>e  better 
to  risk  the  loss  of  the  Bill  for  a  year  or 
two  than  to  accept  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  Committee.  The  principle  of 
this  Bill  was  that  of  a  uniform  eight 
hours  all  over  the  country.  The  ^fipj^- 
tiou  of  what  the  eight  hours  ni**^^"*  ^^as 
a  question  not  of  principle,  bu.**  ^^  detail. 
He  should  be  willing  to  .i**'«ept  the 
Amendment  of  bis  hon.  Frie'Od  tlie  Mem- 
ber for  Mertbvr  (Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas), 
although  he  was  not  favourable  to  it, 
rather  than  lose  the;  BiH  ?  ^^^  l^e 
thought  it  would  be  l^^ttor  to  drop  the 
Bill  than  to  accept  the^  Amendment  now 
before  the  Committee.  I 

Mk.  FENWXCK  .  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  rose  to  <*i'ontiiiue  the  discus- 
sion, but 

Mr.  Woods  (^ijancashire,  luce)  rose 
in  his  place, and  <^'a«"ied  to  move,  "That 
the  Question  b'»  now  put/* 

Question  ^^h  '^  That  the  Question  be 
now  put.** 

The  CfJ^i^*^*^^  divided  : — Aye«  120; 
Noes  98*^1^1^8101^  ^^^  No.  281.) 
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Question  put  accordingly,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  112  ; 
Noes  107.— (Division  List,  No.  232.) 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingham, W.)  :  I  beg  to  move,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  jrou  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress. I  do  so  in  order  that  we  should 
hear  a  statement  from  the  promoters  of 
this  Bill  as  to  what  they  intend  to  do. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  J, 
Chamberlain.) 

Mr.  ROBY  :  I  beg  to  move  that  jou 
do  report  Progress. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  Motion  was  moved  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
tracting from  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  a  statement,  and  all 
he  has  done  is  to  make  a  Motion  in  his 
own  name,  which  he  is  not  competent  to 
do.  He  has  given  no  information  on  the 
subject  in  reference  to  which  the  Motion 
was  moved. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  :  It  has  been  stated 
frequently  in  the  course  of  the  Debate 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  in  these  circumstances. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress. 

'  Hr>nse  resumed. 

Mk.  K^BY  :  I  beg  to  propose  that 
the  Bill  be  put  down  for  to-morrow, 
with  a  view  of  then  withdrawing  it. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

EAST  INDIA  REVENUE  ACCOUNTS. 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  an^d  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speakei"  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."  Y 

r 
THE  GOVERNMENlit  OF  INDIA. 

RKSOLCTIOjf.*- 

•Mr.  S.  SMITH  (FJintJ  hire)  moved 
tlie  following  Amendment  i~ 

*•  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Htl  '^^^i  »  f^H 
and  in<lei>endent  Parliamentary  inqu  j^y  should 
take  place  into  the  condition  and  wan '^s  of  the 


Indian  people,  and  their  ability  to  bear  their 
existing  financial  burdens  ;  the  natare  of  the 
Revenue  system  and  the  possibility  of  reduc- 
tions in  the  expenditure ;  also  the  financial 
relations  between  India  and  the  Dnited  King- 
dom, and  generally  the  system  of  Gk>ven[iment 
in  India." 

He  assured  the  House  that  he  moved 
this  Resolution  with  very  great  pleasure. 
He  had  taken  a  great  interest  in  the 
people  of  India  ever  since  he  first  visited 
that  country  more  Chan  30  years  ago, 
and  his  sympathy  was  very  much  in- 
creased by  a  late  visit  paid  for  political 
and  social  purposes.  He  did  not  move 
this  Resolution,  nor  did  his  friends  sup- 
port it,  in  any  spirit  of  antagonism  to  the 
British  Government  in  India.  Their 
desire  was  not  to  attack  British  rule 
there,  but  to  improve  it.  They  were  all 
deeply  sensible  that  no  other  form-  of 
Grovemment  was  possible  in  India  at  the 
present  time  except  the  strong  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain  ;  and  he  believed 
he  was  expressing  the  opinion  of  all  the 
educated  people  of  India  when  he  said 
there  was  a  unanimous  feeling  that  in  the 
present  state  of  Indian  affairs  the  British 
rule  should  be  predominant.  But  there 
was  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  feeling  of 
deep  discontent  with  the  working  of  this 
Government  in  many  directions  ;  and  to 
these  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House.  He  would,  in  the  first  place, 
say  that  the  Government  of  India  was  a 
pure  bureaucracy.  It  was  the  only  ex- 
ample in  the  whole  world  at  the  present 
time  of  the  Government  of  a  great 
country  entirely  by  a  bureaucracy.  They 
might  imagine  what  it  would  be  like  if 
the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom 
was  in  the  hands  of  permanent  officiab 
without  the  direction  of  Parliament  and 
without  the  control  of  a  Ministry.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  who 
was  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
official  life,  could  form  for  himself 
a  pretty  good  idea  of  what  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  would  be  in  the 
course  of  100  years  if  it  were  entirely 
under  the  control  of  permanent  officiab. 
He  held  that  the  system  of  bureaucracy 
was  in  itself  most  imperfect.  It  neces- 
sarily produced  a  whole  class  of  abuses 
peculiar  to  itself.  The  official  classes 
looked  upon  themselves  as  a  privileged 
class.  They  were  drawn  together  by  an 
esprit  de  corps.  The  tendency  of  all 
bureaucracies  was  to  condone  the  faults 
of  their  members,  and  to  whitewash  the 


llack  dheop  lliat  tniglu  tina  up  iLmougst 
bem  ;  for  In  all  bodies  of  ?iieu  tUey  bud  a 
ertain    number   of    black    sbeep.      He 
rill i ugly  mlmittod  tbat  the  Britiijb  Indian 
^Ificiab  wore  for  tbc  in  oat  part  meu  of 
itigular  ability,  and,  tin  a  rule,  meu   of 
Brfect  iiitjegrity  ;   yet  be   must  sorrow- 
\xiiy  admit  tbat  in  late  years  there  had 
Beo   :^ome  very  notable  cases  of  black 
Heep    araowg    that     btireaiicracy.      He 
light  meution   the  notorious   Crawford 
_\i^e  ia   Bombay  some   few    years   ago. 
Wherever   people    were   goveraed    by  a 
bureaucraey    the    tendeucy  was   for  the 
offieiali  to   bold  together,  to  form  a  sort 
of  mutual  adrairatiou  society,  aud  to  ex- 
plain away  aud  coudoue  as  much  as  they 
^^uld   the   faultt*   of   uaeh    other.     Now 
^Hiis   aystem    of    bureaucracy    was    only 
^Kossible  under  British  ruie  iu  India  when 
^Br!>t  established.     Tlie  growth  of  Indian 
©ducatiou  and  habiti?,  of  political  thought, 
made    this    system  of  government  more 
difficult  tbau  it  was  50  years  ago.     The 
mnebiuc  worked  witli  iuereasiug  friction, 
aud  lie  feared  it  was  beyond  doubt  there 
wan   far  more  discontent   iu  India  than 
there  used  to   be.     Under  the  old  East 
iidia  Company  there  used  to  be  a  Parlia- 
^tiuttiry   inquiry    every    20    year^,    but 
pGVQ  had   beeti   uoue  since  the  as5Unip- 
lou  of  government  by  the  Crown  nearly 
"  years  ago.     They  held   that  the  hour 
^jis  ripe  for  such  an  inf|uiry,  ami   it  was 
romised    iu    this    House    several    years^ 
|o     (1886)     by    the    Government    of 
day.      He    sliould    like    to    a  1  hide 
riefly  to  the  points  to  which  the  inquiry 
bould  be  directed.     The  main  eomphiint 
the  Indian  people  was  tb«t  our  system 
of    goveruDient    was    too   expeusive    for 
^A  very  poor  country*     He  lield  tliat  they 
^vetre  right.     They  did   not  comprehend 
^Bie  excessive  poverty  aud  the  extremely 
HkittU  tax -paying  power  of  that  country. 
^The  vast  majority  of  the  people  could 
ooly  keep  body  and  soul  together  ;  niue- 
tenths    of     the    population    were    poor 
H&uts   just  subsisting   on   patches   of 
||mi  of  i^ve  acres  or  less^  aud  they  were 
^ver    far    removed    from    famine.       A 
j^ht,  or  failure   of   crops,  might   at 
'time  sweep    away   millions    of  the 
ciple.      The    average   income    of    the 
Dpulatiou  was  £2  per  head  against  £36, 
head  iu  England.     Oue  ppnuy  in  the 
El     of     lucome     Tax     produced     over 
£2,000,000     sterling     in      the      United 
Kingdom,     and     in      India     less     thau 
£200,000,  though   levied  on  six  times  as 
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many  peo^de — thai  was  to  say,  the 
average  wealth  of  India  liable  to  Income 
Tax  was  l-60th  of  the  amount  available 
here  on  equal  areas  of  population*  Now 
our  official  j?ystem  was  very  expensive  ; 
the  higher  posts  were  almost  entirely 
tilled  by  Europeans  with  high  salaries, 
He  did  not  say  they  were  too  higl),  look- 
ing at  the  difficulties  aud  drawbacks  of  a 
tropical  climate,  but  they  appeared  to 
the  natives  of  India  very  high.  To  a  miti  ve 
100  rupees  per  month  meant  wealth, 
but  our  high  officials  drew  salaries  of 
3,0(M)  to  4^000  rupees  per  mouth,  aud  tlie 
Indian  people  naturally  thought  that 
they  coubl  replace  them  by  much  cheaper 
agency.  Then  the  military  expenses 
were  enormous,  and  cons  taut !y  increasing. 
This  was  the  abyss  that  swallowed  up 
the  resources  of  India.  In  10  years  they 
had  riseu  from  18,000,000  to  24,000,000 
of  tens  of  rupees.  Tlie  natives  of  India 
bitterly  complained  of  the  endless  fron» 
tier  wars,  aud  of  the  tendency  to 
push  the  outposts  of  the  Empire 
further  aud  further  ;  above  all,  they 
objected  to  the  po  I  i<^y  ou  the 
Xorth-West  Frontier;  they  considered 
we  were  going  much  too  far  from  our 
natural  base.  These  military  railways  ou 
the  frontier  of  Afghanistan  ha<l  swallowed 
up  au enormous  amount  of  mouey.  The 
Indian  accounts  disguised  the  real  expeu- 
diture.  Some  years  ago  he  tried  to  make 
out  the  cost  of  the  defensive  works  on  the 
North- West  Frontier,  aud  reckoned  It  at 
£15,000,000  at  least  :  proliably  it  was 
much  more  now.  It  is  extremely  doubt- 
ful whether  we  were  not  on  tiie  wrong 
track  altogether  ;  we  kept  up  constant 
friction  with  the  frontier  tribes,  and  made 
ourselves  liable  to  endless  frontier  wars. 
Then  the  natives  justly  complaiu  of  our 
excessive  pension  list.  It  had  grown  to 
£4,600,000,  including  furlough  allow- 
ances, equal  to  about  8,000,000  of  tens  of 
rupees — -a  prodigious  draft  on  so  poor  a 
country  as  India,  They  also  complained 
that  our  methotl  of  governing  India 
can  soil  an  enormous  balance  to  be 
annually  due  to  this  country.  The  Go- 
vernment had  to  pay  some  £16,000,000 
or  £17,000,000  annually  iu  gold  in  this 
country  as  interest  on  debt  for  Army 
stores,  peuaions,  &c.,  and,  liesides  this,  a 
large  amount  w*as  remitted  home  by 
merchants  for  interest  on  <!apital  in- 
vested in  India,  and  for  payments  by 
officials  for  the  support  of  their  families 
io  this  couutry,  t^<a  ^<5\i^i\!v\  t<ii?i\!^\.\i«iva% 
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that  whereas  Indian  exports  last  year 
reached  1 10,000,000  of  teos  of  rupees  she 
only  received  bac^k  in  imports  95,000,000 
of  tens  of  rupees,  including  treasure.  The 
balance  reniaiued  in  this  coon  try  as  pay* 
ment  of  debt.  The  people  of  India  con- 
Bideretl  that  this  represented  a  tribute. 
It  waB  not  so  in  reaility,  for  much  of  it 
wa8  payment  for  value  received,  such  an 
interest  on  the  constructiou  of  the  rail- 
way ;>,  Still  there  was  a  sufficient  element 
of  truth  in  it  to  cause  realdissatisfactioo  in 
India.  The  native^?  of  India  likewise 
look  with  alarm  on  the  iocreasiug  em- 
barrassment of  tlie  fiuauces  of  India,  and 
dreaded  the  infliction  of  fresh  taxaiiou. 
The  last  three  years  had  shown  annual 
deficits  amounting  altogether  to  3,000,000 
of  tens  of  rupees,  owing  to  the  heavy  fall 
of  exchange.  TiuB  current  year  would, 
however,  show  a  large  further  deficit,  for 
exchange  was  alreiuly  more  than  Kb 
below  the  rate  taken  in  the  Fiuaucial 
StAtemeot  for  1894-5,  The  Secretary  of 
State  might  not  unlikely  have  a 
deficit  of  2,000,000  to  3,000,000  of 
tens  of  rupees  (his  coming  year,  lie 
submitted  to  the  House  that  if  they 
wished  to  make  the  people  of  India  loyal 
to  the  British  Crown  aud  Goveroment^ 
there  was  one  effectual  way,  and  that 
was  to  give  them  perpetual  fixed  rent. 
They  would  then  be  the  most  loyal 
popuhitiou  in  the  world.  They  wouJd 
be  induced  to  put  al!  their  powers  into 
improving  the  aoil,  and  particularly  iu 
sinking  wells.  They  were  now  afraid 
that  even  if  they  put  a  new  door  or  a 
new  window  to  a  house  they  would  have 
to  pay  a  few  more  rupees'  rent.  There 
was  also  a  system  of  bribery  aud  cor- 
ruption by  the  under  officials  of  the 
Government,  He  was  repeatedly  in- 
formed in  India  that  it  was  always  a 
case  of  so  many  rupees  to  be  paid  to  an 
under  officer,  and  unlesti  it  was  paid 
there  was  a  huge  over-assessment,  and, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  everyoue  had  to  pay 
iu  order  to  have  his  assessment  made  at 
a  proper  rate.  If  the  Secretary  for  India 
could  do  anything  to  prevent  this  he 
would  do  a  good  deal  to  ensure  the 
loyalty  of  the  Indians.  If  he  was  not 
mistaken  it  was  Lord  Ilsilifax,  when  Se- 
cretary for  India,  who  proposed  to  consider 
settlement  of  laud  perpetual.  He  passed 
to  another  class  of  grievances  which  was 
felt  throughout  India — namely,  the  ten- 
dency  of  the  Adjuinistration  to  stimulate 
use  of  a/eohulic  drugs,     Tbree  years 

Mr.  S.  Smith 


ago  a  very  strong  condemnation  was  passed 
by  this  House  on  the  opium  revenue.  The 
Government  of  India  felt  themselves 
constrained  to  isiue  an  order  cloaiog  the 
opium  smoking  dens  in  India.  But 
these  dens  which  had  been  officially  closeU 
were  unofficially  opened.  They  were 
not  opened  by  the  Government,  but  by 
the  same  class  of  men  who  had  owned 
them  Ijefore,  and  who  by  changing 
their  name  were  allowed  practically  un- 
challenged to  oi>en  these  unltcenset! 
places  for  this  abominable  traffic. 
These  opium  clul>s  hnd  been  exposed  by 
a  band  of  earnest  and  determined  men 
who  resolved  to  bring  to  the  light  of  day 
the  abominations  practised  id  connection 
with  them.  They  visited  these  ilHctt 
chihs  au<l  exposed  the  scenes  they  wit- 
nesse<l  in  T/fe  Bombay  Gitardiaji,  They 
condemned  the  opiimi  departTnent  for 
permitting  this  infmetion  of  the  law,  and 
they  stigmatised  by  name  the  officer  who, 
in  their  opinion,  was  bound  to  put  the 
law  in  force.  This  officer  prosecuted 
them  for  defamation  of  character,  and 
won  his  case  before  a  Lower  Court  in 
Bombay,  Four  of  these  missionaries 
were  condemned  to  a  fine  or  in  default  to 
a  month's  imprisonment.  They  refused 
to  pay  the  fine,  as  most  of  it  went  to  the 
inculpated  official,  and  so  they  sutf'ereii  a 
month's  imprisonment.  He  did  not  say 
the  sentence  was  technically  wrong,  but 
claimed  that  they  were  in  reality  right^ 
and  did  a  public  service  by  exposing 
these  illicit  clubs.  These  incidents 
showed,  he  feared,  that  the  Indian  ad- 
ministration was  out  of  touch  with  the 
best  moral  feeling  of  thi^  country  aud 
India,  It  was  indeed  pushed  on  by  an 
uufortonate  need  of  the  Revenue  to  adopt 
a  policy  it  would  otherwise  avoid.  A 
far  more  economical  administration  of 
India  must  be  adopted  if  they  were  ta 
avoid  increasing  unpopularity  aud  scandal 
In  the  government  of  that  country.  Ho 
thought  he  had  made  out  a  case  for  in- 
quiry. He  a^lmttted  that  the  language 
of  his  Resolution  was  strong,  but  he 
would  engage  to  modify  it  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  concede  the  substance.  He 
would  omit  the  last  words  about  the 
Government  of  India,  which  were  too 
wide.  He  believed  that,  looking  to  the 
state  of  opinion  in  India,  this  Govern- 
ment could  not  do  a  wiser  thing  than 
promise  inquiry.  Public  opinion  there 
was  sore  at  the  rejection  of  the  Rcaolu- 
Uov\  ^  iWv^  H^vk^^e  last  year  in  favour  of 
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simulraDeous  examiiuitioii^.  The  adop- 
tion of  tbii*  Resoliirioi)  would  soothe  it 
ami  restore  faith  iu  the  jnstrce  of  this 
country.  The  lucliao  people  had  toiich- 
mg  faith  ill  the  justice  and  itn partiality 
of  the  BritisJi  people;  they  believed  if 
they  could  hrinja^  their  grievances  Imfore 
this  august  trihuual  they  would  he  sure 
of  redress*  He  he^^ged'the  Secretary  of 
Slate  dot  to  diBiippoiut  this  expectatjoti 
of  eouutlesa  mitMous  of  their  follow* 
subjects  ;  tliey  had  no  Parliameut  of 
their  own  ;  they  made  their  mute  appeal 
to  this  mother  of  Parliaments,  He 
begged  the  House  not  to  reject  it, 

•Mr.  NAOKOJI   (Fiuehury,  Central) 
i^aid,  he   undertook  now  to  second  thi« 
Resolution^    and  before   going    into    the 
subject  of  the  different  parts  of  whieh   it 
consisted  he  would  nay  a  few  preliminary 
wordjt.     The   Government  of  India  dis- 
tinctly admitted  and  knew  very  w-ell  that 
the     e<lucated     people    of    India    were 
thoroughly    loyal.       The   bou*    Member 
for    Kiugstoo     (Sir    K.    Temple)     had 
slated  that  the  state  of  the  country  ami 
of  the  people  often  invited  or  demanded 
<!ritici8rn   on   the  part  of  tlje  natives.     It 
wag   in  every   way  de.'?iral>le   that   thetr 
geutiments  and  opinions  should  be  made 
knowu   to  the  ruling  classe:*,   and   such 
outspoken      frankness       should       never 
he     mistakeu     for     disloyalty     or     dis- 
aflTectioQ.      Nothing    was    nearer   to  his 
(Mr.   Naoroji's)   mind   tlmn   to  make  the 
fullest  aekuowledgment  of  all  the  good 
tiiat  had  beeu  done  by  the  conncctioo  of 
the    British   people    with    India,      They 
Lad    no    complaint   against    the    British 
people  and  Parliament.      They  had  from 
them   everything  they  could   desire.     It 
-w^as  against  the  system  adoptetl  by  the 
British    Indian    authorities    in    the    last 
century   and    maintfliued   up    till    now, 
though      much      modified,     that      they 
protested.       The     first     point     in     the 
^Motion   wa8   the  condition  of  the  jieople 
of  India,     lu   order  to  understand  fully 
the  present  condition  of  the  people   of 
ludla,  it  was  ueeessary  to  have  a  sort  of 
tiketeh  of  the  past,  and  he  would  give  it 
•s  briefly  as  possible.  In  the  last  century 
the  Adrainistratiou  w^as  every tbhjg  that 
t^llould  not  be  desired.     He  would  give  a 
few  extracts  from  letters  of  the  Court  of 
Directors  and  the    Bengal  Government* 
III  one  of    the  letters  the  Directors  aaid 
(^th  of  February,  1 764)— 

"  Votir  delibemtions  on  the inlind  trade  have 
Slid  open  to  ub  ii  sre  ic  of  m  n  t  cniA  ojjpiTession; 


the  poor  of  the  country,  who  ustNl  tihvnys  to 
ileal  in  sajt,  beotlenut,  ant]  tobact^o,  are  now 
ileprivetl  of  their  tUily  bread  by  the  trad*?  of 
the  Eiu'opeaas." 

LordCIive  wrote  (17th  of  April,  1765) — 

**The  r^m fusion  we  Ijcholtl.  what  does  it  ariae 
frcinil — mpivctty  ami  luxury, thtuuiwarrautahle. 
desire  of  many  to  acxiuire  in  an  instant  what 
only  a  lew  can  or  onght  to  posscsa/' 

Another  letter  of  Lord  Olive  to  the 
Court  of  Directors  said  (30th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1765) — 

^  It  is  no  womier  tliat  the  Inst  of  ridic*^ 
should  rcailjly  embrace  the  i>rotfercd  meany  of 
its  gratiti.mtiou,  or  that  the  instruments  of  your 
ix>wer  shonld  avail  themselves  of  their  atitho* 
rity  fttul  protTeeil  even  to  extortion  in  those 
cases  where  simple  corruption  cxjuld  nat  keep 
t^ace  with  their  raimcity.  Exan:tple.s  of  this 
sort  set  by  superiors  could  not  fail  of  being 
followed  in  a  propirtionate  {legree  by  in* 
ferion* ;  the  evil  waa  contagious,  ami  spread 
among  the  civil  antl  military  down  to  the 
writer,  the  emri^i,  an<i  the  free  merehnnt  /' 

lie  would  rea<l  one  more  extract  from  h 
letter  of  the  Court  of  Directors  (17th  of 
May,  1766)— 

**  We  rauflt  add  that  we  tbinlv  the  vast 
fortunes  acquire* I  in  the  inland  traiie  hare  been 
oht {lined  by  a  seenc  of  the  m*3St  tyrannic  and 
ofipiessivc  conduct  that  ever  wat?  known  In  any 
a^re  or  country." 

Maeaulay  hail  summed  up^ 

**  A  war  of  Bengalees  at^ainst  Englishmcxt 
wa*i  like  a  war  of  sheep  apainst  wolves,  of  men 
against  demons.  ,  .  .  The  busineBs  of  a  »ervaot 
of  the  Company  was  I  simply  to  wring  out  ol 
the  natives  a  bunilretl  or  two  hundred  thousand 
fw>unds  as  apeeibly  a«  i^osslble." 

Such  was  the  character  of  the  Govern- 
ment aud  the  Administration  in  the  last 
century  ;  when  all  this  was  disclosed 
by  the  Committee  of  1772  of  course 
a  change  was  made,  and  a  change 
for  the  better.  He  w^ould  now  give  the 
opinion  of  Anglo-Indian  and  English 
statesmen,  and  the  House  would  observe 
that  he  did  not  say  a  single  word  as  to 
what  the  Indians  themselves  said.  He 
put  his  case  before  the  House  in  the 
words  of  Anglo-Indian  aud  English 
statesmen  alone  ;  some  of  them  had  ex* 
pressed  great  indignation  with  usual 
British  feeling  against  wrong-doing, 
others  had  expressed  themselves  much 
more  moderately.  Sir  John  Shore  was  the 
first  person  who  gave  a  clear  prophetic 
forecast  of  the  character  of  this  system 
and  its  effects  as  early  as  1787.  He 
tlien  said  (Ret.  377  of  1812)— 

**  Whatever  allowance  we  may  make  for  the 
increases  I  iujluetry  of  the  Fubject^fif  tW  ^X^aue. 
o win 51  tti  the  ei\\mn<y^\  d«rnMi.\i\\  ivoi  v\\v;  ^\<*\sv&c 
of  it  i^^ap^tosing  l\ic  d^mftw<l  Vo  \>^  ^tt^^«u^y^CC^% 
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there  is  xeascm  to  conclade  that  the  benefits  are 
move  than  coanterbalanced  by  evils  inseparable 
from  the  system  of  a  remote  foreign  dominion." 

The  words  were  true  to  the  present  day. 
In  1790  Lord  Comwallis  said,  in  a  Minute, 
that  the  heavy  drain  of  wctfdth  by  the 
Company,  with  the  addition  of  remittances 
of  private  fortunes,  was  severely  felt  in 
the  languor  thrown  upon  the  cultivation 
and  commerce  of  the  country.  In  1823 
Sir  Thomas  Munro  pointed  out  that 
were  Britain  subjugated  by  a  foreign 
Power,  and  the  people  excluded  from  the 
government  of  their  country,  all  their 
knowledge  and  all  theur  literature,  sacred 
and  profane,  would  not  save  them  from 
becoming  in  a  generation  or  two  a  low- 
minded,  deceitful,  and  dishonest  race, 
liudlowy  in  his  British  India^  said — 

"As  respects  the  general  condition  of  the 
coantry,  let  ns  first  recollect  what  Sir  Thomas 
Monro  wrote  years  ago,  *  that  even  if  we  could 
be  secured  against  every  internal  commotion 
and  could  retain  the  country  quietly  in  subjec- 
tion, he  doubted  much  if  the  condition  of  the 
people  would  be  better  than  under  the  Native 
Princes';  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  British 
Ptovinces  were  'certainly  the  most  abject  race 
in  India  * ;  that  the  conseouences  of  the  con- 
quest of  India  by  the  Britiso  arms,  would  be  in 
place  of  raising  to  debase  the  whole  people.** 

Macaulay,  in  introducing  the  clause  of 
our  equality  with  all  British  subjects, 
our  first  Charter  of  our  emancipation  in 
the  Bill  of  1833,  said  in  his  famous  and 
statesmanlike  speech — 

**  That  would,  indeed,  be  a  doting  wisdom 
which,  in  order  that  India  may  remain  a  de- 
pendency ....  which  would  keep  a  hundred 
millions  of  men  from  being  our  customers  in 
order  that  they  might  continue  to  be  our 
slaves." 

And,  to  illustrate  the  character  of  the 
existing  system,  he  said — 

*'  It  was,  as  Bemier  tells  us,  the  practice  of 
the  miserable  tyrants  whom  he  found  in  India, 
when  they  dreaded  the  capacity  and  spirit  of  some 
•  distinguished  subject,  and  yet  could  not  venture 
to  murder  him,  to  administer  to  him  a  daily 
dose  of  the  pousta,  a  preparation  of  opium,  the 
effect  of  which  was  in  a  few  months  to  destroy 
all  the  bodily  and  mental  powers  of  the  wretch 
who  was  drugged  with  it,  and  to  turn  him  into 
a  helpless  idiot.  This  detestable  artifice,  more 
horrible  than  assassination  itself,  was  worthy 
of  those  who  employed  it.  It  is  no  model  for 
the  English  nation.  We  shall  never  consent  to 
administer  the  pousta  to  a  whole  community — 
to  stupefy  and  paralyse  a  great  people  whom 
God  has  committed  to  our  charge— tor  the 
wretched  purpose  of  rendering  them  more 
amenable  to  our  control." 

In  a  speech  (19th  of  February,  1844)  he 
said — 

"  Of  all  forms  of  tyranny  I  believe  that  the 
worst  is  that  of  a  iiah'on  over  a  nation." 

Mr,  Naoroji 
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Lord  Lansdowne,  in  introducing  the  Same 
clause  of  the  Bill  of  1883  into  the  House 
of  Lords,  pointed  out  that  he  should  be 
taking  a  very  narrow  view  of  thjs  ques- 
tiouy  and  one  utterly  inadequate  to  the 
great  importance  of  the  subject,  which 
involved  in  it  the  happiness  or  misery  of 
100,000,000  of  human  beings,  were  he 
not  to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  bearing  which  this  question, 
and  to  the  influence  which  this  arrange- 
ment must  exercise  upon  the  future 
destinies  of  that  vast  mass  of  people. 
With  such  high  sense  of  statesmanship 
and  responsibility  did  Lord  Lansdowne 
of  1833  break  our  chains.  The  Indian 
authorities,  however,  never  allowed  those 
broken  chains  to  fall  from  our  body,  and  the 
grandson — the  Lord  Lansdowne  of  1893 
— now  rivetted  back  those  chains  upon  us. 
Look  upon  this  picture  and  upon  that  I 
And  the  Indians  were  now  just  the  same 
British  slaves,  instead  of  British  sabjects, 
as  they  were  before  their  emancipation  in 
1833.  Mr..  Montgomery  Martin,  after  ex- 
amining the  reooids  of  a  survey  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  some  Provinces  of 
Bengal  or  Behar,  which  had  been  made 
for  nine  years  from  1807-1816,  con- 
cluded— 


<«It  is  impossible  to  avoid  remarking  two 
facts  as  peodiarly  striking:  First,  the  rich- 
ness of  the  country  surveyed ;  and,  second,  the 
poverty  of  its  inhabitants." 

He  gave  the  reasou  for  these  striking 
facts.     He  said — 

"  The  annual  drain  of  £3,000,000  on  British 
India  has  amounted  in  30  years  at  12  per  cent, 
(the  usual  Indian  rate)  compound  interest  to 
the  enormous  sum  of  £723,900,000  sterling. 
So  constant  and  accumulating  a  drain,  even  in 
England,  would  soon  impoverish  her.  How 
severe,  then,  must  be  its  effects  in  India  where 
the  wage  of  a  labourer  is  from  2d.  to  3d.  a  day." 

The  drain  at  present  was  seven  times,  if 
not  10  times,  as  much.  Mr.  Frederick 
Shore,  of  the  Bengal  Civil  Service,  said, 
in  1837— 

"But  the  halcyon  days  of  India  are  over. 
She  has  been  drained  of  a  large  proportion  of 
the  wealth  she  once  possessdl,  and  her  energies 
have  been  cramped  by  a  sordid  system  of  mis- 
rule to  which  the  interests  of  millions  haye 
been  sacrificed  for  the  benefit  of  the  few.  The 
fundamental  principle  of  the  English  had  been 
to  make  the  whole  Indian  nation  subservient  in 
every  possible  way  to  the  interests  and  benefits 
of  themselves." 

And  he  summarised  thus — 

»*The  summary  was  that  the  British  Indian 
Government  had  been  practically  one  of  the 
most  extortionate  and  oppressive  that  ever 
existed  in    India.      Some  acknowlelged  this, 
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and  observeit  that  it  was  the  unavoiiUble  result 
oi  a  forei^  T?oke.  That  thi»  was  ooi'r<it:t  i-c- 
gariliiig  a  Govei-nment  conducted  qu  the 
principles  which  hful  hitherto  aotuateil  uh  was 
too  lamentably  true,  but,  had  the  welfare  of  the 
people  been  oiir  object,  a  very  ditferent  en  arse 
would  have  bet>D  adopted,  and  ^ery  diffen;iit 
reeultf  would  have  followed.  For  again  and 
again  I  rejieat  that  there  wax  imthing  in  the 
riTviiTT»ctr,r|,^e  itsclf  of  our  being  fnrei^riierfs  ui 
>lour  and  faith  that  should  o<-'(;a8ion 
t'  :  :  ^  ^^t^  us.  We  might  thank  our- 
selvttt  for  having  made  their  feelings  towartij^ 
US  what  ihi^y  were.  Hiid  we  acted  on  a  more 
liberal  plan  we  should  have  fixed  our  authority 
on  a  much  more  solid  foundation.'* 

After  giving  jjomrj  more  similar  au- 
thoritie&5,  Sir  R.  Temple  and  others,  rbe 
hoQ,  (teutlemaD  proceeded  i  Mr.  Bright, 
gpeakiug  io  the  Hou.^e  of  Commons  in 
IHoS,  saia— 

*'  We  must  in  future  have  India  governed,  not 
for  a  handful  of  Englishmen,  not  for  that  CiWl 
t^erTioe  whose  praises  are  so  constantly  so  untied 
in  tliis  Hoti^e.  You  may  govern  India,  if  you 
like,  for  the  good  of  England,  but  the  goal  of 
England  must  come  through  the  channelB  of 
the  i^Mirl  of  India,  There  are  but  two  nt<ide«  of 
gaining  anything  by  our  connection  with  IncUa 
— the  one  is  by  plundering  the  people  of  India, 
and  the  other  by  trariing  with  them.  I  j>refer 
to  do  it  by  traciing  mtE  theui.  Hut  In  onier 
that  Kngland  may  become  rich  by  trailing  with 
India,  India  itself  must  become  rich." 

Sir  George  Wingate,  with  bi^  intimate 
»cquaiiit4inee  witli  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  India^  as  the  introducer  of  the 
Bombay  la  yd  survey  .system^  pointed  out, 
with  reference  to  the  er'onomie  effects 
upou  the  condition  of  Indta^  that  taxes 
spent  in  the  coQutry  from  which  they 
were  raised  were  totally  different  in  their 
effect  from  taxes  raised  in  one  coiiutry 
and  spent  in  another.  In  the  former 
ca^e  the  tax  en  colleeted  from  the  popu- 
lation were  again  returned  to  the  indnstnal 
classes  ;  but  the  ease  was  wholly  different 
when  taxes  were  not  spent  in  the  country 
from  which  they  were  ruitied,  as  they 
constituted  aii  absolute  loss  and  extinction 
of  the  whole  amount  withdrawn  from  the 
taxed  country  ;  and  he  naid,  further,  that 
such  was  the  nature  of  the  tribute  the 
Britigh  bad  so  longexactetl  from  India — 
and  that  with  this  ex  phi  nation  some  faint 
eonception  may  l>e  formed  of  the  cruel, 
crushing  effect  of  the  tribute  u|ion  India — 
that  this  tribute,  whetlier  weighed  in  the 
scales  of  Justice  or  viewe<l  iti  the  light 
of  the  British  interests,  would  be  found 
to  be  at  variance  with  humanity,  with 
ComtDon  sense,  aud  with  the  receive^l 
maxim  of  economical  science.  Mr. 
Fawoett  quoted  Lord  Metcalf  (5th  May, 


1868),  that  the  bane  of  tbe  British- 
Indian  system  was,  that  the  advantages 
were  reaped  by  one  class  and  the  work 
was  done  by  another.  This  havoc  was 
going  on  increAsiug  up  to  the  present 
day.  Lord  Salisbury^  id  a  Minute  [liet. 
c.  3086*1  of  1881],  pointed  out  that  the 
injury  was  exaggerated  in  the  case  of 
India,  where  so  much  of  the  reveune  was 
exported  without  a  direct  equivalent — 
that  as  India  rntist  be  bled,  the  lancet 
shouhl  he  directetl  to  the  parts  where  the 
blood  was  congested  or  at  least  sutfi- 
cient,  not  to  the  rural  districts  which 
were  already  feeble  from  the  vvant  of 
blood.  This  bleeding  of  India  must  cease. 
Lord  Hartington  (the  Duke  of  Devoo- 
shire)  declared  (23rd  Aug.,  1883)  that 
India  was  insufticieutly  governed,  and 
that  if  it  was  to  he  bettor  governeil,  that 
could  only  l>e  done  by  the  employment  of 
the  best  and  most  intelligent  of  the 
natives  in  the  Service  ;  and  he  further 
a<ivised  that  it  was  not  wise  to  drive  the 
people  to  think  that  their  only  hope  lay 
in  getting  ri<l  of  their  English  rulers. 
Lastly,  with  regard  to  the  present 
eonditiou  of  India,  and  even  serious 
danger  to  British  power,  a  remarkable 
confirmation  was  given,  after  a  hundred 
years,  to  Sir  John  Shore's  prophesy  of 
1787,  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
in  1886.  A  letter  of  the  India  Office  to  the 
Treasury  said  (Ret.  c.  4868  of  1886)— 

"  The  position  of  India  in  relation  to  taxation 
and  the  sources  of  the  public  n?venue  ia  very 
peculiar,  not  merely  from  the  habit«  of  the 
people  and  their  «trong  averwiou  to  change, 
which  is  more  sjH'cially  esliibited  to  new  forms 
of  taxation,  but  likewiKe  from  the  character  of 
the  Cfovernment,  whiiih  is  in  the  hands  of 
foreigners,  ^ho  hoM  the  prinei|)al  Hflmitits* 
tj-ative  offices  and  form  so  large  a  i»art  of  the 
Army,  The  imijatience  of  the  new  taxation 
which  will  have  lo  lie  borne  wholly  as  a  con- 
scc|ucnce  of  the  foreign  rule  iniposeil  on  the 
country  and  virtually  to  meet  ajiditiona  to 
charges  arising  outside  of  the  country^  would 
constitute  a  political  danger,  tliereal  magnitude 
of  which,  it  \&  to  be  fcareil,  ii*  not  at  all  appre- 
ciated by  persons  who  have  no  knowledge  of  or 
concern  In  the  g*jvernnicnt  of  India,  but  which 
tliuae  respijusible  for  that  government  ha^e 
long  rcgjirded  as  of  the  most  serious  order," 

To  sum  up — as  to  the  material  con- 
dition of  India — the  main  features  in  the 
last  century  were  grass  corruption  and 
oppression  by  the  Europeans  ;  in  the 
present  century,  high  salaries  and  the 
heavy  weight  of  the  European  services — 
their  economic  condition.  Therefore, 
there  waa  no  each  thing  as  the  financea  <^C 
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ladla*  No  fiDaiioier  ever  could  make  a 
re»1  lienltbj  finance  of  India,  lailetfs  he 
could  make  two  and  two  equal  to  sik* 
The  most  essential  condition  was  want- 
ing. Taxea  must  be  administerel  by 
and  disbursed  to  those  who  paid.  That 
did  not  exist.  From  the  taxe«  raised 
every  year  a  large  portioM  was  eaten  a|i 
and  carried  awav  from  the  country  by 
others  than  the  people  of  British 
India.  The  finances  of  thafc  country 
were  simply  inexplicable,  and  could 
not  \)e  carried  out :  if  the  extracts  he 
had  read  meant  anything,  they  meant 
that  tlie  pref=ent  evil  system  of  a  foreign 
domination  wa«  destroying  theui,  and 
WHP  fraught  with  political  danger  of  the 
mo8t  eerious  order  to  British  power  itself. 
It  bud  been  clearly  pointed  out  that  India 
waft  extremely  poor.  What  advantnfjo 
had  been  derived  by  India  during  the 
pa«^t  1(K)  yeai-s  under  tlie  admini-stratioti 
of  the  most  highly -praised  and  most 
highly-paid  ofticials  in  the  world  ?  If 
there  was  any  condemnation  of  the  exii^t- 
ing  system,  it  was  in  the  result  that  the 
eon n try  was  p>orer  than  any  couu- 
Irj  in  the  world.  He  coubl  adtluce 
a  number  of  facts  and  figures  of  the 
practieai  effect  of  the  present  system 
of  administration,  but  there  was  not  the 
time  now.  The  very  fact  of  the  wail  of 
the  Fiuaiice  Mini,Htor»  of  this  d evade  was 
a  complefe  condemnation.  He  was  quite 
sure  tbnt  the  right  bon.  Gentlomau  the 
Serretary  of  State  for  India  was  truly  tle- 
sirous  to  know  the  trtttli,  but  he  could  not 
know  that  clearly  unless  certain  informa- 
tion was  placed  before  the  House,  He 
woidd  suggest  if  tbrt  rigbt  lion.  Gentle- 
man allowed  a  certain  number  of  Returns 
which  woubl  give  the  regular  produc- 
tion of  the  country  year  by  year,  and 
the  absolute  necessaries  of  a  common 
labourer  to  live  in  working  health. 
In  connection  with  the  tratle  test 
there  was  one  fallacy  which  he 
must  explain.  Tbey  were  told  in  Statis- 
tical Iteturns  that  (ndia  had  an  euonnous 
trade  of  nearly  £196,(XK),(XX\  imimrts  and 
exports  together.  If  he  sent  goods  worth 
£100  out  of  this  country  to  some  other 
country,  he  expected  there  was  £10<)  of 
it  returned  to  him  with  »ome  addition  of 
profit.  That  was  the  natural  condition 
of  e%*ery  trade.  In  the  Colonies  and  in 
European  countries  there  was  an  excess 
of  imports  over  exports.  In  the  United 
Kingdom  for   the  past  10  years — 1883 
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to    1892^ — ^the     exeems     had     been     SJl^ 
per  cent.,  in  Norway  it  wm8  42  per  cent., 
Sweden   24  per  cent.,  Denmark   40  per 
cent.,  Holland  22  per  cent,,  France  20  peri 
cent.,  Switzerland  28   per  cent.,  Spain  ^\ 
per  cent.,  Belgium  7  per  cent.,  and  w\ 
on.     Anyone  with  common  sense  would,4 
of   course,  admit  that    if   a  quantity  ofl 
goods  worth  a  certain  amount  of  money  f 
were  sent  out,  an  additional  profit  was  ex-* 
pected    in  return  ;  if  not,  there  could  noti 
be  any  commerce  ;   but  a  man   who  only 
received  in  return  9t>  of  the  100  sent  oat 
would   soon     go    into   the    Bankruptcy 
Court.     Taking  Iudia*«  profits  to  h%  only^ 
10  per  cent,  instead  of  32  per  cent.,  like 
those  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  after 
nuiking  all    deductions    for   reraitlancea^ 
for  interest  on  public  works  loans,  India  I 
had  received  hnck  Rs. 1 :0,00iV,000  worth, 
of  imports   less  than   wluit  she  exported} 
annually.     On   the  average  of  10  yeam] 
(1883  to  1892)  their  excesses  of  exports' 
every  ycjir,  with  compound  interest,  would 
amotmt  to  enormous  sums    lost  by   her. 
Conld  any  country  in  the  world,  England 
not  excepted,  stand  such  a  drain  without 
destniction  ?     They  wer«  often  told  they 
DUght    to    he    thankful,   and    they   wore 
thankful,  for  the  loans  made  to  them  for 
public  works  ;  but   if  they  were  left   to 
themselves  to  enjoy  what  they  produced 
with  a  reasonal>lo  price  for  British  rule, 
if  they  bad  to  develop  tlieir  own  resources, 
they  won  hi  not  require  imy  such   bmns 
with    the   interest  to    be  paid  oti  ihena, 
whii'b  added  to  the  drain  on  the  country. 
Thosse  b)ans  were  only  a  fraction  of  ivhat 
was  taken  away  from  the  coimtry.    India 
bad  lost  thousands  of  millions  in  principal 
and  interest,  and  was  asked  t<j  l>e  thank- 
t'ul  for  the   loan   of  a  couple  of  buudreds 
of  millions.      The  bulk  of  the    British 
Indian    subjects    were    like    hewers    of 
wood  and  drawers  of  water  to  the  British 
and    foreign    Indian    capitalists.       The 
seeming   prosperity  of  British  India  was 
entirely  owing  to  the  aujount  of  foreign 
capital  1.      In  Bombay  alone,   w^iich  was 
considered  to  Ite  a  rich  place,  there  were 
at  leaat  £  1 0,00(),()0<)  ot"  capital  circulatii*g 
belonging    to    foreign     Kuropeans    and 
Indians  from  native  States.     If  all  such 
foreign  capital  were  separated  there  would 
he   very  little  wealth    in    British  India. 
He  could  not  go  further  into  these  figures, 
liecause  he   must   have  an    occasion  on 
wliich  he  could  go  more  fully  into  them. 
If   only  the  right    hon.  Gentleman   tbo 
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Secretary  of  Sute  for  India  would  give 
them  the  Hetum»  which  were  necessary 
to  understuiid  more  correctly  jiuJ  com- 
pletely the  r2al  couditioii  of  Lidia^  they 
would  Jill  be  the  better  for  it.  There 
was  auotlier  thing  tlmt  was  very  serious. 
The  whole  misfortuue  at  the  bottom, 
which  made  the  people  of  Britts^h  ludia 
the  poorefit  in  the  world,  was  the  pressure 
to  be  forced  to  pay,  roughly  speaking, 
200^000,000  rupees  aimually  for  European 
foreign  services.  Till  this  evil  of  foreign 
domioation^  foretold  by  Sir  Jolm  Shore, 
was  reduced  to  reasouable  dimensions, 
there  was  no  hope,  and  no  true  and 
bealthy  finance  for  India.  This  canker 
wai*  destructive  to  India  and  suicidal  to  the 
British,  The  British  people  would  not 
Btand  a  single  day  the  evil  if  the  Front 
Benches  hcre^ — all  the  principal  military 
and  civil  posts  and  a  large  portion  of 
tbe  Army — were  to  be  occupied  by  some 
foreigners  oti  even  the  plea  of  giving  ser- 
vice. When  an  English  otKcial  had  acquired 
experience  in  the  Service  of  20  or  30 
jears,  all  that  was  entirely  lost  to  India 
when  he  left  the  country,  and  it  was  a 
most  serious  loss,  although  he  did  not 
hUme  him  for  leaving  the  shore.  They 
were  left  at  a  certain  low  level.  They 
€0UM  not  rise  ;  they  could  not  develop 
their  capacity  for  higher  government, 
because  they  had  no  opportunity  ;  the 
result  was,  of  course,  that  their  faculties 
must  be  stunted*  Lastly,  every  Euro- 
pean displaced  an  Indian  who  should  fiJl 
that  post.  In  short,  the  evil  of  the 
foreign  rule  involved  the  triple  loss  of 
wealth,  wisdom,  and  work.  No  wonder 
«t  Indians  material  and  moral  poverty  ! 
The  next  point  was  the  wants  of 
tbe  Indians.  He  did  not  think 
il  wotild  rcijuire  very  long  discussion 
to  ascertain  their  wants.  They 
could  be  summed  up  in  a  few  words, 
They-wauted  Britisli  lionour,  good  faith, 
rig h  tcon  s  n  es s,  a  nd  j  u  s  1 1  ce.  T  h ey  s  h  o  u  I  d 
then  get  everything  that  was  good  for 
th&msLdves,  and  it  would  l»enefit  the 
rulers  themselves,  but  unfortunately  that 
had  not  been  their  fortune.  Here  they 
had  an  admission  of  the  manner  in  which 
their  best  interests  were  treated.  Lord 
Lytton,  in  a  confidentutl  Miiuitc,  snid — - 

'*No  sooner  wa^  the  Act  pas*itid  than  the 
Goverameat  bei^au  to  tlevi«e  ni*?aaH  for  practi- 
cally cvjMlinjij  the  fuitiJment  of  it.  .  ,  .  .  .  We 
all  knuw  t!mt  these  claims  and  ex[>ectations 
never  can  or  will  be  fultiUctl.  We  have  harl  to 
choose  tjetween  prohibiting  tbem  nnd  cheating 


them,  and  we  have  chosen  the  leaat  straight- 
forward cotti-se/* 

He  would  not  believe  that  the  Sovereign 
and  the  Parliament  who  gave  these 
pledges  of  Justice  and  honour  intended 
to  cheat.  It  was  the  Indian  Kxecutive 
who  had  abused  their  trust.  That  Act 
of  1833  WHS  a  dead  letter  up  to  the  pre- 
sent day.     Lord  Lytton  said — 

"  Since  I  ani  writing  confidentiallj,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  both  the  Governments  of 
England  and  of  India  appear  to  me  op  to  tbe 
present  moment  nnable  to  answer  satisfactorily 
the  cliarge  of  having  taken  every  means  in 
thdr  power  of  breaking  to  the  heart  the  words 
of  promise  they  had  utt**red  to  the  ear." 

What  they  wanted  was,  that  what  Lord 
Salisbury  called  *' bleeding"  should  have 
an  end.  That  would  restore  thera  to 
prosperity,  and  England  might  derive  teo 
times  more  bene  lit  by  trading  with  a 
protiperous  people  than  she  was  doing 
now.  They  were  destroying  the  bird 
that  could  give  them  ten  golden  eggs 
with  a  blessing  upon  them.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kingston,  in  bis  India  in 
1880,  said— 

"Many  native  statesmen  have  been  produced 
of  whom  the  Indian  nation  may  justly  be 
j>ioad,  and  amon^  whom  may  be  uientioneti 
Salar  Jung  of  Hyderabad,  Dunkar  Rao  of 
G  wall  or,  Madhar  Rao  of  Baroda,  Kirparara  of 
Jammn,  Panrlit  Miuiphal  of  Alwar»  Faisj  AU 
Khan  of  Kutah,  Mftdha  Rao  liarvi  of  Kolahpur, 
and  Furnia  of  MvMure." 

Mountstuart  Elpbinstoue  said,  before  the 
Committee  of  183S — 

^*The  first  object,  therefore,  is?:  to  break  down 
the  i<eporation  Itetweeu  the  ciassei*  and  rainr?  the 
nntivuB  by  etlucation  and  public*  trust  to  a  lerd 
with  their  preaent  rulers." 

He  addref^sietl  tbe  Conservative  Party.  It 
was  this  Party  who  hid  given  the  just 
FrotdaniatioQ  of  1858^ — their  greater 
Charter — in  these  words — 

"M*e  hold  ourselves  l>ound  to  the  natives  of 
our  Indian  tem^oriei;?  bv  the  same  obli^H lions 
of  duty  which  bind  ua  tu  all  our  other  subject*, 
rtod  those  obligatiouji,  by  the  blessing  of  AU 
mi(^bty  God,  we  fshall  faithfully  and  con- 
f^cientiously  fulfil/' 

It  was^  again,  the  Conservative  Party 
that,  on  tbe  assumption  of  the  Imperial 
title  by  onr  Sovereign,  procbiinied  again 
the  equality  of  the  natives,  wlnttever 
their  race  or  creed,  with  their  English 
fellow-snbjeets*,  and  that  their  claim  w^as 
founded  in  tbe  highest  ju:*tiee.  At  the 
Jubilee,  nniler  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment  again,  the  Empretis  of  India  gave 
to  her  Indian  subjects  the  gracioufl  as- 
snraooe  and  pledge  tUe^t — 
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*'It  had  always  been  and  always  will  be 
Her  earnest  desire  to  maintain  answer?ingly  the 
principles  laid  duwn  in  the  Proclamation  pub- 
lished on  Her  assumption  of  the  direct  control  of 
the  Go?emment  of  India.** 

He  (Mr.  Naoroji)  earnestly  appealed  to 
this  Party  not  to  give  the  lie  to  these 
noble  assurances^  and  not  to  show 
to  the  world  that  it  was  all  hypo- 
crisy and  national  bad  faith.  The 
Indians  would  still  continue  to  put 
then:  faith  in  the  English  people,  and  ask 
again  and  again  to  have  justice  done. 
He  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  to 
the  Grovemment  and  the  Liberal  Party, 
who  gave  them  their  first  emancipation. 
They  felt  deeply  grateful  for  the  promises 
made,  but  would  ask  that  these  words  be 
now  converted  into  loyal,  faithful  deeds, 
as  Englishmen  for  their  honour  are  bound 
to  do.  Some  weeks  ago  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
wrote  a  letter  to  Sir  John  Cowan  in 
which  he  stated  that  the  past  60  years 
had  been  years  of  emancipation.  Many 
emancipations  had  taken  place  in  these 
years ;  the  Irish,  the  Jews,  the  slaves, 
all  received  emancipation  in  that  wave  of 
humanity  which  passed  over  this  country, 
and  which  made  this  country  the  most 
brilliant  and  civilised  of  the  countries  of 
the  world.  In  those  days  of  emancipa- 
tion, and  in  the  very  year  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  began  his  political 
career,  the  people  of  India  also  had  their 
emancipation  at  the  hands  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  It  was  the  Liberal  Party  that 
passed  the  Act  of  1833  and  made  the 
magnificent  promises,  explained  both  by 
Macaulay  and  Lansdowne.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian  to  say  whether,  after 
the  Liberal  Party  having  given  this 
emancipation  at  the  commencement  of 
his  political  career,  he  would  at  the  end 
of  it,  while  giving  emancipation  to 
3,000,000  of  Irishmen,  only  further 
enslave  the  300,000,000  of  India  ?  The 
decision  relating  to  the  simultaneous  ex- 
aminations meant  ri vetting  back  upon 
them  every  chain  broken  by  the  act  of 
emancipation.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  1893,  in  connection  with  the  Irish 
question,  after  alluding  to  the  argu- 
ments of  fear  and  force,  said — 

*'  I  hope  we  shall  never  again  have  occasion 
to  fall  Imck  upon  that  miserable  argument.  It 
18  better  to  do  justice  for  terror  than  not  to  do  it 
at  all;  but  we  are  in  a  condition  neither  of 
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terror  nor  approhelision;  hot  In  a  eahn  and' 
thankful  state.  We  ask  the  Hoose  to  accept 
this  Bill,  ami  I  make  that  appeal  on  ihepoonda 
of  honour  and  of  duty.** 

Might  be,  then,  appeal  in  these^  days 
when  every  educated  man  in  India  was 
thoroughly  loyal,  when  there  was  loyalty 
in  every  class  of  the  people  of  India,  aod 
ask  was  it  not  time  for  England  to  do 
justice  to  India  on  the  same  grounds  of 
"  honour  and  dutv  P''  The  nght  hon,. 
Member  also  said — 

'*  There  can  be  no  more  melaiicholyp  anl  in. 
the  last  result  no  more  d^rading,  spectacle  upon 
earth  than  the  spectacfe  of  oppressioii,  or  of 
wrong  in  whatewir  form,  Inflicted  by  the  dall^ 
berate  act  of  a  nation  upon  another  natioiB» 
especially  by  the  deliberate  act  of  such  a  coimtxy 
as  Great  Britain  upon  such  a  country  as  lie-- 
land.'* 

This  applied  to  India  with  a  force  tea 
times  greater.  And  he  appealed  for  the 
nobler  spectacle  of  which  toe  right  hon* 
Gentleman  subsequently  spoke.  He 
said — 

''But,  on  the  other  hand,  there  can  be  na 
nobler  spectacle  than  that  which  we  think  ia 
now  dawning  upon  us,  the  spectacle  of  a  natUm 
deliberately  set  on  the  removal  of  injustice,  de- 
liberately determined  to  break— not  throng^ 
terror,  not  in  haste,  but  under  the  sole  inflnsnoe 
of  duty  and  honour -det^mined  to  break  with 
whatever  remains  still  existing  of  an  evil  tradi- 
tion, and  determined  in  that  way  at  once  to 
pay  a  debt  of  justice,  and  to  consult  by  a  bold^ 
wise,  and  good  act,  its  own  interests  and  its  owd 
honour." 

These  noble  words  applied  with  tenfold 
necessity  to  Britain's  duty  to  India. 
It  would  be  in  the  interest  of  England 
to  remove  the  injustice  under  which 
India  suffered  more  than  it  would  be 
in  the  interest  even  of  India  itself. 
He  would  repeat  the  prayer  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  that  he  would  not  allow 
his  glorious  career  to  end  with  the  en- 
thralment  of  300,000,000  of  the  human 
race  whose  destinies  are  entrusted  to  this 
great  country,  and  from  which  they 
expect  nothing  but  justice  and  righteous- 
ness. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  the  other  day 
made  a  memorable  speech  at  Wolver« 
hampton.  Among  other  things,  he 
uttered  these  noble  words — 

"  New  and  pressing  problems  were  coming  up 
with  which  tne  Li^ral  Party  would  have  to 
d^.  These  problems  were  the  moral  and 
material  conditions  of  the  people,  for  both  went 
very  much  together.  They  were  the  problems 
that  the  statesmen  of  the  future  would  have  to> 
solve.    Mr.  Bright  once  said  that  the  true  glosy 
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of  a  nutifni  was  not  in  ship'^  and  oolonie*  and 
comineroe,  but  in  tbti  hapf#tuesa  of  it*  home**, 
and  tliflt  no  Government  aiul  no  Party  deserveil 
the  confidence  of  the  British  electorate  which 
did  not  give  a  foremost  place  in  it«  legislation 
and  ailiuinistratjon  to  Ihcm  rnoaftiires  wbirh 
would  promote  the  comfort,  health,  pri«perity, 
well- 1x31  rt^.  and  the  wel]-<loiijg  of  the  masees 
of  the  people/* 

Me  would  appeal  to  the  right  liou, 
Geutlenian  the  Secretary  for  ludia 
that  in  that  spirit  he  should  .ntiitly 
the  Iiuliaii  probieiih  Here  in  Eog- 
laud  they  hail  to  detil  with  only 
38,00(),0lKi«»f  people,  nud  if  the  right  hoii. 
Geutk^man  would  once  tinder»tiind  the 
Itidiau  problem  aud  do  fheni  the  justice 
for  which  tliey  had  been  waiting  for  6() 
years,  he  would  l>e  one  of  the  greatest 
benefactor**  of  the  human  race.  He 
appealed  also  to  the  present  Prime 
Minister  with  confidence,  because  he 
had  ha<l  an  opportunity  of  ktmwing  that 
the  Prime  Minister  thoroughly  inider- 
slood  the  Indian  problem.  Few 
EngUshmeu  so  clearly  nnderstood  that 
problem  or  the  effect  of  the  drain  on 
ihe  resources  of  India,  He  saw  clearly 
also  how  far  India  waif?  to  be  ma«le  a 
hlessiug  to  itself  and  to  Eughutd. 
Would  he  begiu  his  promii^iug  career 
as  Prime  Minister  by  enslaving 
300,01)0,(XK)  of  British  :*nbjectj4  ?  He 
appealed  to  him  to  consider.  He 
could  assure  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
that  the  feehug  in  India  among  the 
educateci  clas^^ess  was  ueariug  despair.  It 
tvas  a  very  bad  see<l  that  was  being  8own 
in  connection  with  fhib  matter  if  some 
scdiemc  \va8  not  adopted,  wilh  reason- 
able modifications,  to  give  some  effect 
to  tlie  Rejoin  tiou  for  sitnultaneom* 
examimUions,  as  was  protnised  a 
few  months  ago.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  assured  them  in  the  last 
Indian  Builget  Debate  that  neither  he 
nor  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
had  any  disposition  of  thwarting 
or  defeatifig  that  Kesolution.  Indians 
then  felt  assured  on  the  point,  and 
their  joy  was  great.  But  what  must  be 
their  despair  and  disappointment  wdien 
stich  statements  are  put  before  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  country  as  were  to 
V>e  found  in  this  dark  Blue  Book.  It 
was  enough  to  break  anybody's  ijeart. 
It  would  have  broken  his  but  for  the 
strong  faith  he  had  in  the  justice  of  the 
Britlsb  people  and  the  owe  bright  ray  t<3 


be  found  even  in  that  Return  itself, 
which  \\dA  rttrougthenod  him  to  coutioue 
his  appeal  as  long  as  he  should  live. 
That  ray  has  cotne  from  the  Mailras 
Government,  They  had  pointed  out 
that  they  felt  bound  to  do  sometJiing* 
They  also  pointed  out  the  difficulties  in 
the  way*  but  these  difficulties  were  not 
insurmouut4ible.  About  the  want  of  true 
living  representation  of  the  people  he 
would  not  now  say  anything.  Every 
Englishman  understood  its  importance^ 
The  next  point  in  the  Motion  was  the 
ability  to  bear  existing  burdens*  Indians 
wore  often  told  by  men  in  authority 
that  India  was  the  light^est-taxed  coun* 
try  in  the  world.  The  United  King- 
dom paid  £2  lOs.  per  heatl  for  the 
purjmses  of  the  StJite,  They  paid  only 
OS.  or  6s.  per  head,  and,  therefore,  the 
conclusion  was  drawn  that  the  Indians 
were  the  most  lightly-taxed  people  on 
earth.  But  if  these  gentlemen  would 
only  take  the  trouble  of  looking  a  little 
deeper  they  would  see  how  the  matter 
stoo<;L  England  paid  £2  lOs.  per  head 
from  an  income  of  something  like  £35  per 
head,  iind  their  capacity,  therefore,  to 
pay  £2  10s.  was  sufficiently  large.  Then, 
again,  tliis  £2  10s,  retnrneil  to  them — 
every  farthing  of  it — in  soma  form  or 
another.  The  proportion  they  paid 
to  the  Stale  in  the  shape  of  Revenues 
was,  therefore,  something  like  only  7  or 
8  per  cent.  India  paid  os.  or  6s.  out 
of  their  wretched  incomes  of  £2,  or  20 
rupees,  as  he  calculated,  or  27  rupees,  a» 
caiculateil  by  Lord  Cromer.  But  eveii 
taking  the  latter  figure,  it  would  not 
make  any  great  difference.  The  three 
rupees  was  far  more  burdensome  com- 
pared with  the  wretched  capacity  of  the 
people  of  India  to  bear  taxation  than  the 
£2  UH,  which  England  paid.  At  the 
rate  of  production  of  Rs.20  per  head 
India  paid  14  per  cent,  of  her  ineoino 
for  purposes  of  revenue — -nearly  twice 
as  heavy  as  the  incidence  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Even  at  the  rate 
of  production  of  Rs.27  per  hewX 
tlio  Indian  burden  was  1 1  (ler  cent. 
Then,  again,  take  the  test  of  the  Income 
Tax*  In  the  United  Kingdom  Id,  in 
the  Income  Tax  gave  some  £2,oOO,(DiX) ; 
but  in  India,  with  ten  times  the  popula- 
tion, Id,  only  gave  about  Rx.300,CXX>,. 
with  an  exemption  of  only  Rx.50  in- 
stead of  £150  as  in  this  country.  In 
the  latst  100  years  the  wealth  of  Eii^Ux^ol 
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had  increased  Uy  leaps  ami  bounds,  while 
India,  governed  by  the  game  EQ^ltsbmen, 
%v&d  the  same  poor  untion  that  it   wsa*  all 
through   the   oeutiiry    that   had    elapsed, 
and  India  at  the  present  moment  was  the 
most    extremely    poor    country    in   the 
world,  and  would  be  poor  to  the  end  of 
the   chapter   if   the    preseut   sy intern    of 
foreigu  domination  continued*   He  did  uot 
9ay  that  the  natives  should  attain  to  (he 
bigheet  positions  of  control  and  power. 
Let  there  be  Europeans   in   the  highest 
positions,  such  as  the  Viceroy ♦  the  Go- 
vernors, the  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Forcus,  and  the  liigher  militury  officers, 
and  such  others  as  might  be  reasonably 
considered  to  be  required  to  hold  the  con- 
trol ling  powders.  The  controlling  power  of 
Englishmen  in  India  was  wanted  as  niucli 
for  the  benefit  of  India  as  for  the  benefit 
of   England,      Ihe   next    point    in    the 
Motion   was,  what  were  the  sources  of 
Indian  Revenue  ?     The  chief  gonrces  of 
the  lie  venue  were  just  what  w^as  m»inly 
obtained  from  the  cultivators  of  the  soil. 
Here  in  this  country  the  Landlords — the 
wealthiest  people — paid  from  land  only 
2  or  3  pel'  cent,  of  the  Revenues*  hut  in 
IniHa  land  was  made  to  contribute  some- 
thing   like    Rx.27.0O0,tKX:>  of    tlie    total 
Revenue  of  about  Rx.(57,()00,Ol>0.     Then 
the  Salt   Tux,  the  most  crnel  Reveune 
imposed  in  any  eivilised  country,  provided 
Rx,8,HOCMK)0',  and  that    with  the  opium, 
formed  the  bulk  of  the  Revenue  of  India, 
w  [i  i  cdi  vv  }i  s  d  r a  w  u  fro  rn  t  h  e  w  re  tc  h  ed  n  es  s  of 
the  people  and  by  poisoning  the  Chinese. 
It  mattered  not  what  the  State  received 
was  callcii^ — tax,  rent,  revenue,  or  by  any 
other  name  they  liked — the  simple  fact 
of  the  matter  was,  that  <»ut  of   a  certain 
annual    nalional    production     the    State 
took   a  i^ertftin   portion.     Now,  it   would 
not  also  matter   much  about  the  portion 
taken  by  the  State  if  that  jiortiou,  as   in 
this    country,    returned    fo    the    people 
themselves,  from   whom    it    was    raised. 
But  the  misfortune  and  the  evil  was  that 
tuuch  of  this  portion  did  not  return  to  the 
people,  and    that    the  whole  system  of 
Revenue,  and  the  economic  condition  of 
the  people  became  unnatural  and  oppres- 
sive^   with    danger    to    the   rulers.       lu 
this    coui»try  the    people    drank    nearly 
£4    per    head,    while     in    India     they 
eould  not  produce  altogether  m(%xe  than 
half  that  amount  per  head,       WVs  the 
eystem  under  which  such  a  wretched  con- 
ilitiou  prevailed  not  a  matter  for  careful 
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consideration  ?     So  long  as   the  system 
wont  on,  so  long  must  the  i^eople  go  on 
living    wretched    lives.       There  was    a 
constant     draining      away     of     India's 
resources,  ajid  she  could  never,  therefore, 
be  a  prosperous  country,     Not  only  that, 
but  in  time  India  must  perish,  and  with 
it    might     j>erish    the    British    Empire, 
If     India     was      prosperous,     England 
w^ould    be   prosperous    ten   times    more 
than    she  was  at   present    by  reason  of 
the  trade  she  could  carry  on  with  India. 
Englnnd     at     present     exported     sonfio 
£300,(XK>,00()  worth  of  British  produce, 
yet  to  India  she   hardly   exported  jiro- 
duce  to  the  value  of  Ss.  6d*  per  bead.    If 
ludia  were  prosperous  enough  to  buy  even 
£1  worth  per  head  of  English  goods  she 
would  be  able  to  send   to  India  as  much 
as   she    now   sent   to  the  whole   world. 
Would  it  not,  then,  be  a  far  greater  bene* 
fit  to  England  if  India  were  prosperous 
than  to   keep  her   as    she    was  ?      The 
next  point  in  the  Motion  w^as  the  reduc- 
tion of  expenditure.    The  very  first  thing 
should    be  to  cancel    that   immoral  and 
and  cruel  "compensation"   without  any 
legal  claim  even*  That  was  not  the  occa- 
sion to  di^cn^s  it^   selfishness  and  utter 
diiiregard   of   the    wretchedness   of    the 
millions  of  the  pet^ple.     But  as  if  this  in- 
juBtice  were  not  enough,  other  bad  fea- 
tures were  added  to  it,  if  my  information 
l>e  correct.     The  compensation  was  only 
for  remittances  to  this  country.     lint  in- 
!itead    of    this  —  every    European    and 
Eurasian,  whether  he  had  to  make  any 
family  remittances  or  not^  was  lo  have  a 
certain  additiou  to  his  salary.     That  waa 
not   alb     The   iniquity  of  making  race 
distinctions     was  again  adopted  in  this 
also  :  Europeans  arid  Eurasians,  whether 
remittances  had  to  l>e  made  or  not,  were 
to  receive  compensation  ;  but  an    Indian, 
who  had  actually  to  make  remittances  for 
the  education  of  his   sous,  con  hi  have  no 
consideration.     But  lie  (Mr.  Nnoroji)  de- 
|>recated  the  wiiole  thing  altogether — to 
take  from    the  wretched  to  give  to  the 
better-olf.     This  compensation  should  be 
cancelled  as  the   first  step  in  reduction. 
As    the    Chancellor   of   the  Exchequer 
said  (lie  other  day  in  his  splendid  speech 
at  his  juagniiicent  ovation  t>y  the  Liberal 
Memben^,  in  s|M3akiug  of  the  landow^ners, 
the  burden  was  always  shifted  on  toother 
shoulders,  ami  always  on  those  least  able 
to  pay.     This  was  exactly  the  principle 
of     Anglo-Indian      authorities.       If    it 
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was       reMIy      iiitetuled      to      refcrench 
with   regsrd    to    expeiuiiture    Id    India, 
why   not  begin    with    tiie    salary    liat  ? 
The  Viceroy  surely  could  get  his   bread 
and     butter     with      £20,000     a     year 
insteail    of    £2.5,000.      The    Govoruors 
could  surely  have  bread  and  cheese  for 
£6,i}00  or  £8,000   instead   of    £10,OtX), 
and  so  on  down  till  the  end  of  the  f'ahiry 
list  was  reached  at  Rs.200  a  month.  This 
would  atford  a  luuch-ueedeil   relief,  he- 
cause  India  could    not    really  afford    to 
pay.     Sir   William   Hunter  liad   rightly 
said  that  if  we  were  to  govern  the  Indian 
people  efficiently  and   rheaply   we  must 
govern  them  by  means  of  themselves,  and 
pay  for  the  administration  at  the  market 
rates  of   native   lal)Our ;    that   the    good 
work  of  security  and   law  had  assumed 
such  dimensions  under  the  Qiieen*s  go- 
vernment of  India  that  it  could  no  longer 
he  carried  on  or  eveu   supervised  by  im- 
ported labo!ir  from  England,  except  at  a 
cast   which  India  could  sustain,  aud   he 
bad  prophesied   that   40  years  hereafter 
they  would  have  had  an  Indian   Ireland 
multiplied     fifty-fold    on     their    hands. 
The      Service      must       change      from 
ti^at  which  was  dear,  and  at  the  same 
time  unsatisfactory,  to  one  which  >vonld 
rerjuire  less  money  and  which  would  at  the 
*iiime  time  be  fruitful  to  the  people  them- 
selves.     ]J^6Xt,  three  Secretaries  of  State 
and  two  Viceroys  the  other  day  in  the 
Uoi]^e    of     Lords     condemned    in    the 
«iw>ugest    terms    the    charge    that    was 
lOftde    by  the   War  Office  for*  troops  in 
fndin*     But  it  seemed  that  one  Secretary 
"for     India    (Lord    Kimherley)  trembled 
fx>      approach     the     War    Minister,    l>e- 
tSaUB«     each      new    discussion     resulted 
t-n  »dtlitioual  charges  aud  additional  hm- 
Clen«.        He    also    truly    said    that    the 
-^utboritiea    here,    not    having    to    pay 
C'rom    their   own   pockets,    readily  made 
^Jt^roposals  of  charges  which  were  unjust 
^.o«l    tin  necessary,  to  make  thiugs  agree- 
able -     The  consequence  was  that  charges 
Xvere  imposed  which  were  unjust  and  cruci- 
an fatti,  whatever  could  have  the  name  of 
^odia   attached  to   it,  India   was   forced 
%o     pay    for    it.      That    was     not    tlie 
3«stice    which     he    expected    from    the 
^tng^lish*     Witiv   reference  to  these  mili- 
l^ftry    charges,   the    burden    now  thrown 
t  ijvou  India  on   account  of  British  troops 
■      ^    excessive,    and    he    thought  every 
t   I  jiartial  judgment   would  assent  to  that 
;|ir^po€itton«  oouiiideriijg  the  relative  ma- 


terial wealth  of  the  twocountjiee  and  their 
joint  obh'gations  and  benefits.  All  that 
they  could  do  was  to  appeal  to  the  British 
Government  for  an  impartial  considera* 
tiou  of  the  relative  Hnancial  capacity  of 
the  two  countries,  and  for  a  generous 
consideration  to  be  shown  by  the 
wealthiest  nation  in  the  world  to  a  de- 
pendency so  comparatively  poor  and  so 
little  advanced  as  India*  He  believed 
that  if  any  Committee  were  appointed  to 
inquire,  with  the  honest  purpose  of  find- 
ing out  how  to  make  India  prosperous 
and  at  the  same  time  to  confer  as  much  if 
uot  more  benefit  to  Kuglatid,  they  could 
very  easily  find  out  the  way,  and  would 
be  able  to  suggest  what  should  Iw  done. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  financial  rela- 
tions between  India  and  England,  it  was 
lieciared  over  aud  over  again  that 
this  European  Army  and  all  European 
servants  were  for  the  special  purpose  of 
maintaining  the  power  of  the  British 
Empire.  Were  they,  therefore,  uot  for 
some  benefit  to  England?  Were  they 
only  for  the  service  of  India,  for  their 
benefit  and  for  their  protection  ?  Was 
it  right  that  they  did  avowedly  uwe 
macliinery  more  for  their  own  pur- 
poses tlmu  for  the  purposes  of  India, 
and  yet  make  India  pay  altogether? 
Was  it  right,  if  Indians  prosperity  was, 
as  Lord  Roberts  said,  so  iudissolubly 
bound  up  with  their  own,  and  if  the 
greatness  and  prosperity  of  the  L^nited 
Kingdom  depended  upon  the  retention  of 
India,  that  they  should  pay  nothing  for 
it,  aud  that  they  should  extract  from  it 
every  farthing  tliey  possibly  could  ?  They 
appealed  to  their  sense  of  justice  in  this 
matter.  They  were  not  asking  for  this 
as  any  favour  or  conc€*ssiou.  They 
based  their  appeal  on  the  ground  of 
simple  justice*  Here  was  a  machinery  j 
by  which  both  England  and  India  bene- 
fited* and  it  was  only  common  justice 
that  both  shoidd  share  the  cost  of  it.  If 
this  expeuditure  on  the  European  Army 
and  the;  European  Civil  Services,  which 
was  really  the  cause  of  their  misery,  was 
for  the  benefit  of  both,  it  was  only  right 
that  they,  as  hououmblo  men,  should  take 
a  share.  Their  prayer  was  for  an  im- 
partial  and  comprehensive  inquiry  so  that 
the  whole  matter  might  he  gone  into,  and 
that  the  question  of  principle**  and  policy 
which,  after  all,  was  one  for  their  states- 
men to  decide,  should  he  properly  dealt 
with.    They  knew  thaldvwVxi^lWtxjXeQl 
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the  East  India  Compaoj  an  inquiry  was 
made  every  20  years  into  the  affiiirs  of 
India.  This  was  no  reflection  upon  the 
Government  ;  it  was  simplv  to  see  that 
the  East  India  Company  did  their  dnty. 
There  was  snch  an  inquiry  in 
1853y  and  he  thought  it  was  time, 
after  40  years  had  elapsed  since 
the  assumption  of  British  rule  by  the 
Queen,  that  there  should  be  some  re- 
gular, independent  inquhy  like  that 
which  used  to  take  place  in  former  days, 
so  that  the  people  and  Parliament  of 
this  country  might  see  that  the  Indian 
Authorities  weredohiff  theirdnty.  The  re- 
sult of  the  irresponsibility  of  the  present 
British  Administration  was  that  the  ex- 
penditure went  on  unchecked.  He  ad- 
mitted fully  that  expenditure  must 
go  on  increasing  if  India  was  to  progress 
in  her  civilisation  ;  but  if  they  allowed 
her  to  prosper,  India  would  be  able 
not  only  to  pay  her  £60,000,000  out 
of  the  300,000,000  of  population,  but  she 
would  be  able  to  pay  twice,  three  times,  and 
four  times  as  much.  It  was  not  that 
they  did  not  want  to  expend  as  mnch  as 
was  necessary.  Their  simple  complaint 
was  that  the  present  system  did  not  allow 
India  to  become  prosperous,  and  so 
enable  her  to  supply  the  necessary  revenue. 
As  to  the  character  of  the  inquiry,  it  should 
be  full  and  impartial.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian  said  on  one 
occasion  not  long  ago,  when  the  question 
of  the  Opium  Trade  was  under  discussion 
in  that  House — 

**  I  must  make  the  admission  that  I  do  not 
think  that  in  this  matter  we  ought  to  be 
guided  exdnsively,  perhaps  even  principally, 
by  those  who  may  consider  themselves  experts. 
It  is  a  very  sad  thing  to  say,  but  unquestionably 
it  hap))en8  not  infrequently  in  human  affairs 
that  tnose  who  might,  from  their  position,  know 
the  most  and  the  biest,  yet,  from  their  prejudioes 
and  prepossessions,  know  the  least  and  the 
worst.  I  certainly  for  my  jmrt  do  not  propose 
to  abide  finally  and  dcciHively  by  official 
opinion." 

And  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  went 
on  to  say  that  what  the  House  wanted, 
in  his  opinion,  was  ^^  independent  but 
responsible  opinion,"  iu  order  to  enable 
it  to  proceed  safely  to  a  decision  on  the 
subject  which  was  to  be  considered.  He 
was  asking  by  this  Resolution  nothing 
more  than  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  the  Member  for  Midlothian  had 
said  was  actually  necessary  for  the 
Opium  Commission.  How  much  more 
necessary  it  was  when  they  meant  to 


overhaul  and  examine  all  the  Yarious 
departments  of  administration,  and  the 
affkirs  of  dOO,000«000  of  people,  all  in  a 
state  of  transition  in  oiviliiation— oom- 
plioated  especiallj  bj  this  e^il  of  foreupi 
rule!  What  was  wanted  was  an  inde- 
pendent inqninr  by  which  the  raleirs  ftnd 
the  ruled  might  come  to  some  fair  and 
honourable  understanding  with  each 
other  which  would  keep  them  together 
in  good  faith  and  gobd  heart  He  conld 
only  repeat  the  appeal  he  had  made,  in 
the  words  of  the  Queen  herselt,  when 
Her  Majesty  in  Her  great  Indian  Proda- 
mation  said — 


'^  In  their  prosperity  will  be  oar  strengfth,  in 
their  contentment  our  aecarity,  and  in  their 
gmtitade  our  best  reward !  *' 

and  then  She  prayed — 

<*and  may  the  Ood  of  all  power  grant  to  na 
and  to  those  in  authority  under  ns  strength  to 
carry  out  these  onr  wisXies  limr  the  good  5  our 
peoplel" 

He  said  Amen  to  that.  He  appealed 
once  more  to  the  House  and  to  the 
British  people  to  look  into  the  whole 
problem  of  Indian  relations  with  Bnglaod. 
There  was  no  reason  whatever  why  there 
should  not  be  a  thorough  gobd  under- 
standing between  the  two  eountriea,  a 
thorough  goodwill  on  the  part  of  Britain^ 
and  !i  thorough  loyalty  on  the  part  of 
India,  with  blessings  to  both,  if  the 
principles  and  policy  laid  down  from 
time  to  time  by  the  British  people  and 
by  the  British  Parliament  were  loyally, 
faithfully,  ind  worthily,  as  the  English 
character  ought  to  lead  them  to  expect, 
observed  by  the  Government  of  that 
country. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  iu  order  to  add  the  words — 

'*In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  a  full  and 
independent  Parliamentary  inquiry  should  take 
place  into  the  condition  and  wants  of  the  Indian 
people,  and  their  ability  to  bear  their  existing 
financial  burdens ;  the  nature  of  the  revenue 
system  and  the  possibility  of  redncttons  in  the 
expenditure  ;  al.so  the  financial  relations 
between  India  and  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
generally  the  system  of  Gk>yernment  in  India.*' 
— (-Vf.  S,  SmUhO 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the       ^ 
Question." 

Sir  a.  SCOBLE  (Hackney,  N.)  did  J 
not  know  how  far,  if  at  all,  the  Govern-  ^ 
ment  proposed  to  meet  this  Resolution   ^ 
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br  accepting  it,  bat  could  only  say  that 
tbe  inqairj  upon  which  tho  House  was 
asked  to  enter  would  be  very  te<lioufl 
and  very  expensive,  and  that  although  it 
night  add  something  to  the  knowledge 
of  those  gentlemen  who  were  not  familiar 
with  Indian  affairs,  it  would  really  only 
pre  information  which  could  already  be 
ebcaiaed  from  other  sources  by  any  person 
viio  chose  to  take  the  trouble  to  look 
fato  them.  Not  one  of  those  who  listened 
tithe  hon.Member  for  East  Finsbury  but 
Hst  have  felt  that  he  put  forward  his 
aie  with  a  strong  conviction  that  it  was 
agood  one,  and  that  he  was  supporting  it 
hj  honest  argument.  He  could  only 
kaent  that  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
W  from  India  during  so  many  years  had 
10  far  broken  his  recollection  of  the  state 
of  things  that  obtained  during  the  time 
kewas  in  residence  that  the  hon.  Member 
U  bad  to  go  back  to  the  last  century 
for  proofs  of  Indian  maladministration 
instead  of  directing  his  attention  to  what 
M  been  done  in  India  since  the  govern- 
Meat  of  that  country  was  assumed  by 
Great  Britain.  They  had  not  now  to  do 
vith  the  days  of  Nabobs,  with  the  state 
if  things  exposed  by  Mr.  Sheridan,  with 
what  followed  after  the  trial  of  Warren 
Basting^  and  with  what  occurred  iu  the 
Miller  parts  of  this  century.     This  in- 

J\\urj  was  asked  for  to  ascertain  how 
ndia  was  governed  under  the  Queen, 
how  far  that  government  corresponded 
with  the  requirements  and  con- 
ditioQ  of  that  country,  and  in 
what  respect,  if  any,  that  government 
eoold  be  improved.  That  was  an  inquiry 
which  had  occupied  the  attention  of 
SQceessive  Governments  of  India  ever 
sioee  Her  Majesty  assumed  the  govern- 
nent.  It  was  a  great  mistake  to  suppose 
that  the  Government  of  India  was  not  as 
(nlljr  alive  as  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Finsbury,  or  as  the  National  Congress, 
whose  voice  he  expressed  iu  that  House, 
te  the  condition  of  India,  to  the  points 
that  required  amendment,  and  the  points 
OQ  which  amendments  could  be  carried 
Mt.  No  one  who  knew  India  would 
^J  that,  as  compared  with  the  United 
Kiogdom,  it  was  a  poor  country,  but,  as 
heaaki  last  year,  poverty  was  a  relative 
tfiniL  A  man  who  would  be  poor  in 
^laad  upon  an  Indian  income  would 
|ipoo  that  same  income  be  very  well  off 
''^^W  in  India.  It  was  idle  for  the  hon. 
^^^Qtlemen  to  quote  Lord  Cromer,  and  to 
P^t  as  the  result  of  his  own  inquiries 


the  statement  that  the  average  income  in 
India  was  only  27  rupees  a  year.  No 
data  existed  by  which  a  calculation  of 
the  average  income  could  be  made  in  an 
accurate  form.  Some  might  suppose 
that  the  conditions  of  life  in  India  were 
the  same  as  those  of  this  country,  where 
most  of  the  people  were  employed  for 
wages,  and  where  they  had  to  buy  all 
the  necessaries  of  life  in  shops  and  to 
pay  rent  for  their  houses.  These  ex- 
penses required  a  certain  cash  income  to 
meet  them.  But  they  were  not  the 
expenses  which  were  incurred  by  the 
Indian  people  at  large.  More  than  70 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  population  of 
India— of  the  220,000,000  under  the 
Queen^s  direct  government — ^lived  upon 
the  land  which  had  descende<l  to  them 
from  their  ancestors  and  which  they 
cultivated.  They  paid  no  rent  for 
their  houses — these  had  been  constructed 
by  their  own  industry.  They  had  nothing 
whatever  to  buy.  Their  sustenance  they 
derived  from  the  fields  they  cultivated, 
their  luxuries  from  the  gardens  they 
kept ;  and  their  only  financial  transac- 
tions were  made  when  they  sold  their 
surplus  crops  to  pay  the  demands  of  the 
Government  for  the  rent  of  the  land  they 
occupied,  and  when  they  purchased  any 
additional  luxuries  for  their  own  delec- 
tAtion.  It  was  impossible  that  the  in- 
come of  people  whose  sustenance  was 
derived  in  this  way  could  be  put  into  re- 
liable statistics ;  and  the  estimate  by 
statisticians  of  an  average  income  of  27 
rupees  per  head  among  the  natives  only 
came  to  this  :  that  as  far  as  money  tran- 
sactions were  concerned  that  might  be  a 
fair  representation  of  their  income,  but 
as  far  as  the  necessaries  of  life  and  those 
conditions  which  made  all  the  difference 
l>etween  poverty  and  wealth  were  con- 
cerned, these  depended  upon  matters  not 
measured  by  money,  and  into  whose  cal- 
culation in  India  money  did  not  enter  at 
all.  He  considered  that  the  monetary 
demands  made  upon  the  poor,  who  were 
the  bulk  of  the  population,  were  of  a 
very  small  character  indeed.  First  of  all, 
the  rent  which  the  collector  paid  for  IiIh 
land  was  not  a  tax  and  could  not  possibly 
]ye  turneil  into  one.  It  was  very  small, 
amounting  to  little  more  than  a  rupee  per 
man.  Measured  in  money  it  was  only 
about  1 -2.5th  part  of  the  27  rupees  of  which 
the  House  had  heard  that  night ;  but 
when  measured  by  produce  it  was  less 
than  8  per  cent,  of  the  total  outcome   of 
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the  laud.  Ev^eti  in  tbe  North- West  Pro- 
vioces,  wliere  the  Laiul  Revenue  wjia 
higher  than  lo  oilier  parts  of  ludia^  it 
only  anaouDted  to  8  per  eeut,  of  the  toUi! 
produce  of  the  land.  The  bulk  of  the 
population  of  India  paid  no  tax  at  alU 
except  a  proportioti  of  the  Salt  Tax, 
and  that  was  about  od.  per  head.  Even 
taking  the  comparison  between  tlio 
United  Kinged om  and  India  they  would 
find  that  instead  of  the  contributiori  of 
the  Indian  individual  being  very  much 
greater  than  that  of  the  EngHsh  peasant, 
the  ludtao  peasant  paid  less  even  in  pro- 
portion to  the  27  rupees  than  the  English- 
raan  did  on  the  average  income  of  £3o 
or  £36  a  year.  If  that  were  true,  as 
regards  the  great  hulk  of  the  population, 
how  did  the  taxation  of  India  a0ect  the 
other  classes  of  the  community  ?  No 
doubt  there  was  very  great  diftitndty  in 
obtaining  any  tax  such  as  might  be 
expected  in  t\m  country  with  its  great 
wealthy  cities,  well  able  lo  bear  an 
Income  Tax  ;  but  in  India,  as  in  other 
parts  of  tbe  world,  wealthy  men  were 
astute  enough  to  sncceaafully  avoid  to  a 
large  extent  the  Income  Tax, 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stooil 
a<ljourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow, 


RAILWAY  AND  CANAL    TRAFFIC  BILL. 
(Na  ir.6.) 

COKSIDERATIOX. 

Bill,  ai  amended,  considered. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodd,  the  follow- 
ing Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  1,  line  27,  Sub-section  (4), 
after  *^  court  ahall,**  insert  "  before  or 
at  the  hearing  of  the  complaint." 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S,) 
said,  he  had  prepared  an  Amendment 
which  he  believed  would  effect  exactly 
the  same  abject  as  the  hon  Member  for 
Northampton   (Mr,    Channing) 


had  in 
view,  with  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  but  in  other  words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  Hue 
I,  after  the  word  ** force,'"  to  insert  the 
words — 

or  if  that  rate  or  charge  is  higher  than  the 
mte  or  cbarge  in  force  on  the  last  daj  of  Be- 
cember  one  thousand  eight  hundred  audmnety- 

Sir  A^  JSeobh 


two,  then  such  sum  as  would  liave  been  payable 
on  the  foDtiag  of  the  lai?t*mentioned  rate  or 
cliaift'."— (-Vr.  Br  y  re  J) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  word^ 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  (BristoU 
W.)  tlioiight  this  carried  out  the  desire 
of  the  Committee  and  the  intention  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  and 
it  appeared  to  do  so  in  the  proper  and  in 
a  more  grammatical  manner. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithuess)  said,  he 
hail  often  found  when  there  was  agree- 
ment between  the  Leadens  on  the  two 
Front  Beuclies  thei*e  was  reason  to  look 
on  a  proposal  with  suspicion  ;  there- 
fore, that  more  consideration  might  be 
given  to  the  matter  he  would  move  the 
adjouruincut  of  the  Debate* 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Haucourt,  Derby) 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  wouUl  not  arrest 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  at  a  point  where 
there  was  general  agreement. 

It  being  after  Midnight,  and  Objection 
being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  tlie 
Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  re^iuraed  To-morrow, 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  [ch^iHifed  frtun 
♦^CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES  (ANIMALS)" 

BILL.— (No.  MS.) 

THIRD   BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motiou   mtule,  and  Quei^tion  propose 
**  That  the  Bill   l»e  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Liuoolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  desire  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
ro-committed  in  respect  to  Clauses  24 
and  25,  aud  I  am  not  without  hope  that 
Her  Majesty *s  Government  may  be  in- 
clined to  accept  the  Amendment  I 
would  suggest  in  Committee*  The  Amend- 
ment had  stood  on  the  Paper  for  some 
days,  and  but  for  my  being  acfddontally 
prevented  from  being  in  my  place 
last  night  I  would  have  moved  tlie 
Amendmout  wlren  tbe  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee, My  object  is  to  effect  a  chnuge 
in  the  law,  a  proceeding  which  is  perhaps 
not  usual  in  Consolidation  Bills,  but  the 
matter  is  of  so  much  importance,  and 
there  is  so  little  prospect  of  being  able  to 
do  it  in  any  other  manner  this  Session,  I 
Wg   leave   to   tiubuiit  my    Ameudment 
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Mj  object  U  to  effect  such  a  chant^e  \i\ 
the  law  aa  wilt  in  future  make  it  obllgu- 
tory  upou  the  Boanl  of  A^frk^ultnre, 
timtea^l  of  leaving  it  u  matter  for  di^- 
cretioiu  to  order  the  shiughter  at  the 
port  of  tlelutrcation  of  all  auimaL';i 
comiug  from  foreign  countries.  That  i« 
the  pnicticie  at  this  moment.  All  aniniiah 
coming  into  the  country  are  IkiuijiJ  to  be 
shiughtereJ  on  lamling',  hut  there  U  a 
discretion  vets  ted  tii  the  Board  of  A^^rt- 
eiiltnre  toadniitauimalt^  without  slaughter 
should  the  Board  thiuk  fit.  I  pres^B 
this  now^  because  during  the  past  three 
years  there  have  been  instaneej?  of 
cattle  inspected  with  di.sea&e  being  landed 
in  this  country  and  iii  Scotland,  These 
cattle  ctinte  from  Canada,  and  there  the 
Board  of  Agricnkure  very  properly  ex- 
ercised their  power  and  insisted  on  the 
.slaughter  of  atl  cattle  at  the  port  of 
arrival.  But  at  the  same  time  great 
pressure  has  been  exercised  from  various 
influential  quarters  to  get  thiw  restriction 
withdrawn,  and  I  think  it  right  that  the 
law  should  be  altered  so  that  responsi- 
bilitj  should  be  l>orue  by  Parliament,  and 
not  by  any  Deptirtiuent  of  tiie  Govern- 
tnent.  The  pressure  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  Board  of  Agriculture  was  30 
great  that  even  the  President,  who 
ordered  a  special  inquiry  and  examina- 
tion of  carcases  of  animals  went  so  far 
as  to  say  that  if,  as  the  resnlt  of  the 
examination,  traces  of  disease  were  not 
found,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  make 
a  concession  to  the  demands  made  upon 
him. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTUBE  (Mrai.GAKDNEit, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  beg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon  ;  he  is 
entirely  mistaken. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  have  not  the 
statement  with  me  now,  hut  I  will  under- 
take to  say  that  in  those  or  somewhat 
similar  terms  he  held  out  hopes  to  those 
who  were  pressing  him  that  if  disease 
was  not  found  in  the  course  of  the  ex- 
amination he  would  think  it  right  to 
reconsider  his  decision. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  If  there  is  no 
diseiise  we  are  bound  by  the  law. 

Mr,  CHAPLIN  :  Not  at  all.  That 
would  be  assuming  that  a  country  was 
free  from  disease ;  but  let  me  point  out 
that  if  in  an  examination  of  that  kind  no 
dif^*ijwje  was  foifnd,  that  would  not  he  the 
-ItL'btest  guarantee  that  the  country  was 
free  from  disease,  and  for  this  reason  : 


'  Animals  sent  to  this  country  at  the  time , 
when  those  persons  interested  in  the  trad^ 
abroad  were  very  apprehensive  of  anOrd< 
being  issued  here  were  subjected  to  the 
most  rigid  examination  before  they  were 
shi[)ped,  although  the  examination  gave 
no  guarantee  of  the  soundness  of  the 
animal,  and  the  greatest  possible  care  waa 
taken  so  that  any  animal  to  which  the 
slightest  suspicion  of  disease  could  attach 
was  rejected  and  not  aHowed  to  come  to 
this  country.  All  the  animals  that  came 
wei*e  carefully  selected,  and  there  was 
every  chance  that  they  would  be  free 
from  disease.  Under  the  circumstances, 
I  contend  that  the  special  examination 
was  no  kind  of  security  to  us  whatever  ; 
but  unless  I  very  grossly  misunderstood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  did 
distinctly,  in  response  to  the  pressure  put 
upon  him,  hold  out  hopes  that  if  the 
examination  showctl  no  trace  of  disea«ej> 
then  under  the  circumstances  he  would 
think  it  right  to  reconsider  his  decision. 
That  was  a  great  danger  which  the 
country  happily  escaped,  but  it  is  a  dan- 
ger which  ought  not  to  recur,  and  it  is  a 
danger  to  which  we  are  continually  sub- 
jected. Great  pressure  from  iniluential 
quarters,  as  I  have  said,  is  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  in- 
duce him  to  relax  the  restriction.  First, 
there  is  pressure  from  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment ;  secondly,  from  the  Colonial 
Otfice  here  ;  thirdly,  from  the  people  inte- 
rested in  ranches  and  the  cattle  tratle  of 
Canada  ;  and,  fourthly,  from  a  limited 
section  of  Scotch  feeders  of  cattle  in  two 
or  three  Scotch  counties,  and  a  still  more 
limited  number  of  feeders  in  England. 
There  is  always  the  apprehension  that 
this  pressure  may  be  successful,  and  my 
desire  is  to  remove  that  danger  in  the 
future.  It  wilt  not  alter  the  present 
pmetice  one  iota,  and  whenever  a  country 
becomes  free  from  disease,  then  the  Act 
may  be  repealed  in  this  particular.  But 
meantime  the  responsibility  should  he 
with  Parliament  ;  it  should  not  rest  with 
a  Government  Department.  For  this 
reason  I  take  the  somewhat  unusual 
course^ — but  the  only  one  open  to  me^ 
owing  to  the  Government  arrangement 
of  bnsiness — of  moving  the  re-committal 
of  the  BilL 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  ih© 
words,  **  now  read  the  third  time,*'  and 
add  the  words  **  re-committed  in  res^iecX 
of  Clauses  24  m^  %hT—{yiT.  Chai^Vuv;> 
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QuestioD  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  loft  ont  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  very  truly  that 
he  has  taken  a  most  unusual  course,  and 
indeed  I  may  say  it  is  an  unparalleled 
course  on  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  It  is  the 
first  time  within  my  experience  that  such 
a  proposal  has  been  made.  This  is  a 
Consolidation  Bill,  and  the  very  object 
and  essence  of  such  a  Bill  is  to  consoli- 
date Acts  and  not  alter  the  law.  Of 
course,  we  shall  resist  the  Motion,  and 
the  only  consequence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  action,  if  he  perseveres  in  it, 
will  be  that  this  Bill,  which  is  introduced 
in  the  interest  of  the  agricultural  com- 
munity to  show  it  will  be  a  great  advan- 
tage to  have  a  consolidation  of  compli- 
cated Statutes,  must  be  withdrawn.  If 
the  Motion  is  persisted  in  we  must  move 
the  discharge  of  the  Order,  and  the 
reponsibility  will  be  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  am  quite  aware  of 
that. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Order  be  discharged. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  relin- 
quish the  endeavour  to  get  the  Bill 
through.  This  codification  of  Acts  was 
undoubtedly  most  useful  work,  and  much 
time  aud  care  bad  been  bestowed  upon 
this  Bill.  Who  would  be  disposed  to 
devote  hours  of  labour  to  putting  the  law 
on  a  given  subject  into  shape  if  in  a 
moment  of  pique  the  result  was  to  be 
thrown  aside  ?  Certainly  this  was  likely 
to  deter  anyone  from  undertaking  this 
work  of  Statute  Law  revision. 

Mr.  WARNER  (Somerset^  N.)  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  persist  in 
withdrawing  the  Bill.  Let  such  a  Motion 
be  deferred  for  a  few  hours,  and  perhaps 
by  the  morrow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Chaplin)  would  have  recon- 
sidered the  case,  and  would  not  be 
disposed  to  follow  a  policy  of  '^  cutting 
ofi  his  nose  to  spite  his  face."  Of  course, 
it  would  be  admitted  that  for  farmers  it 
was  a  very  serious  thing  to  allow  the 
importation  of  live  cattle  from  a  country 
where  disease  exists. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  The  Govern- 

jDeut  are  willing  to  accept  tlbat  advice, 

MDd  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gen^eman  i^ 


\ 


locus  penitenHte.      We  will  defer  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  to  Thursday. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  do  not  know  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means  by  offer- 
iug  me  a  locus  penUenHst,  I  have  made 
a  statement  in  regard  to  a  subject  the 
importance  of  which  will  be  generally 
recognised  in  connection  with  agricul- 
tural interests,  and  no  answer  has  been 
made. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  Ob- 
jection being  taken  stops  further  pro- 
eeedings,  and  the  Bill  stands  over. 

It  being  after  Midnight,  and  Objection 
being  taken  to  Further  Proceeding,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL  [X#trrf#]. 
Q^a  354.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

""Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  fWigan)  asked 
if  this  Bill  had  received  the  usual  revi- 
sion by  the  constituted  authorities  ?  On 
former  occasions  opportunity  had  been 
given  to  examine  sucn  Bills,  and  to  make 
suggestions  which  were  sometimes  use- 
ful. He  did  not  in  any  way  wish 
to  delay  the  Bill ;  but  he  asked,  had 
the  usual  practice  been  followed  ?  and 
hoped  that  some  little  time  would  be 
allowed  to  elapse  between  the  circulation 
of  such  a  Bill  and  its  Second  Reading. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  said,  the  Bill  had  re- 
ceived the  usual  consideration  of  the 
Joint  Committee,  and  had  l>een  recon- 
sidered since  printing.  He  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  propose,  but  subject  to  that  he 
could  say  that  no  blot  would  be  found  in 
the  Bill.  The  Second  Reading  was  taken 
last  night. 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  said,  he  got  his 
copy  this  morning.  Would  the  Govern- 
ment give  an  undertaking  that,  in  future, 
a  sufficient  interval  should  be  allowed  ? 

Dr.  CLARK  thought  that  if  an 
Amendment  was  to  be  made  on  the  Bill, 
which  only  came  into  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers this  morning,  it  should  not  now  be 
proceeded  with. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.**-^i^tr  J. 
BtgftyO 


il  Tramway  9 

Motion  Agreed  to. 

Coaifnlttee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
jHiu  iipuu  Thursday, 

LPIRING   LAWS   CONTINUANCE  BILL, 
(No,  349.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(lu  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  agreed  to, 
Seheilule. 

»SiR  F.  S.  POWELL  said,  in  the  Act 

of    last    year    the    differeiit    Acts    were 

UQmbcreil,  hut  this  year  he  observed  the 

lumbers    were    omitted.      It    was    con* 

irenient  to  have  the  numbers  inserteiL 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
>ITRY  (Sir  J.  T.    Hibfibrt,  Oldham) 
^retted  that  the  nnmhers  were  not  put 
he  feared  it  was  too  late  now^  to  in- 
ert them, 

Schedide  agreed  to. 

Bill    reported,    without   Amendment ; 
the  tiiird  time,  and  passed. 

?OAL  MIKEH  (CHECK    WEIGHER)  BILL 
[Xf^ri^].— (No.  34a) 

DOND  READING.  [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Older  read^  for  resuming  Adjourned 
)ebate  on  Question  [2nd  August], 
^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
ime;* 

[•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  asked,  what  was 
je  reason  for  the  Lntroductiou  of  this 
Bill  ?  The  tirst  clause  seemed  to  imply 
hat  employers  had  acted  with  lian-jhness 
iimI  iinfairne:*^  in  regard  to  this  matter 
ft  fheir  workmen  ;  but,  although  he 

led  a  raining  district,  ho  hud 
leTer  ijeard  any  complaint  of  that  kind. 
Lt  fix^i  sight  tlie  idea  would  arise  that 
lie  BilJ  \vaa  intended  to  provide  a  remedy 
pr  the  Imjust  action  of  employers. 

The  ;sKCRETARY  of  xSTATE  for 
riiB    HOME    DEPARTMENT     (Mr. 
B<irrr^^   Fife^   E.)  was  sorry  the  hon. 
Ill  not  present  when  he  moved 

P"S  heading,  for  he  then  explained 

le  reiisun«  that  led  to  the  introduction 
l>f  the  Bill.  He  was  glad  to  say  that  no 
ae,  so  far  an  he  w^as  aware,  tu  England 
fid  made  the  Bill  necessary ;  but  there 
^1  l>een  cades  in  Scotland — cases  lief  ore 
tbe  Courts — from  which  It  appeared  tliat 
the   employer,  not  having  any  power  to 

XOL,  XXVIIL    [fovhtu  3Eiue3,] 
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dismiss  the  check  weigher  without  re- 
sorting to  the  Courts  and  giving  legal 
ground  for  it,  had  taken  an  iiulirect  means 
hj  dismissing  the  wliole  of  the  workmen, 
refusing  to  re-admit  them  unless  they 
agreed  not  to  employ  the  cheek 
weigher,  and  this  had  been  held  ii 
be  not  a  violation  of  the  existing' 
Act*  It  was  to  provide  for  such  cases  of 
extreme  gravity,  snch  as  bad  never  been 
lieard  of  on  this  side  of  the  border^  that 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced. 

Mr.  TOM  LIN  son  asked  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  omit 
Clause  2  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:   Y^es. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow- 

QUABRIES  BILL  [Zt^frf*].— (No.  34L) 
CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amendeil,  considered. 

Mr.  STUART^WOKTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Ilallam)  formally  moved  to  omit 
from  the  Sehodnle  the  words  "  Section 
nintV*  for  the  purpose  of  askiug  a  ques- 
tion. The  Sehedide  applied  to  quarries 
henceforth  to  be  subject  to  the  Metalli- 
ferous Mines  Act  the  section  of  the  old 
Mines  Act  which  prohibited  the  payment 
of  wages  in  public-houses.  But  by  the 
general  Act  of  1883  this  was  made  illegal 
anywhere*  Was  it  worth  while,  there- 
fore, to  include  this  section  in  the  Sche- 
dule ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  said,  he  was  quite 
aware  of  the  fact  that  by  general  Act  the 
practice  was  prohibited,  but  it  had  been 
thought  more  convenient  to  include  the 
section  in  the  application  of  the  Mines 
Act  to  quarries,  wad  though  it  w^as  not 
necessary  it  could  do  no  harm*  The  hon. 
Gentleman  on  a  previous  occasion  in- 
quired as  to  whether  the  reference  to  the 
Sehe<lules  by  number  meant  inclusive. 
That  was  so,  and  it  was  provided  for  in 
the  Interpretation  Clause* 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed^ 

TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
MOTION  FOR  LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  BUI  to 
.imriiil  I  lie  Tramway  %  awl  "^viVUe,  ^L^\T3cv>^%.m^ 
(Ircliuul)  Act,  \^^^;'— (j^ir  J.  1\  llVU»,"i'i>i 
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Db.  CLARK  objected  to  the  Bill 
belDg  brought  Id  at  that  hour  ;  it  should 
be  deferred  to  the  commencement  of  the 
Sitting  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  begged  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  persist  in  his  objec- 
tion. It  was  a  Bill  introduced  at  the 
desire  of  Irish  Members  generally,  not 
only  of  the  Nationalist  Party.  Whoever 
the  hon.  Member  had  a  grievance  against 
it  was  clearly  not  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  he  should  think  twice  and  thrice 
before  taking  objection  to  the  introduc- 
tion without  alleging  a  reason. 

Objection  withdrawn. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  Mr.  J.  Morley. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  359.] 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVL 
SIGNAL  ORDER  (No.  9)  (CANALS  OF 
CALEDONIAN  AND  NORTH  BRITISH 
RAILWAY  COMPANIES)  BILL.— (No. 
265.) 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  11) 
(GRAND  CANAL,  kc.)  BILL.-(No.  267.) 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgwater,  &c.. 
Canals)  Bill. 

Town  Improvements  (Betterment), — 
That  they  communicate  Copy  of  the  Re- 
port from  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  their  Lordships  on  Town  Im- 
provements (Betterment),  with  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee,  and  Minutes 
of  Evidence,  as  desired  by  this  House. 

Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Pro- 
duce,— That  they  communicate  Copy  of 
the  Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  by  their  Lordships  on  Marking 
of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce,  with 
the  Proceedings  of  the  Committee,  and 
Minutes  of  Evidence,  as  desired  by  this 
House. 


CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  BOARD  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— (No.  85».) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported ;  Bill  re-committed,  in  respect  of 
Clauses  1  and  3  ;  considered  in  Com- 
mittee, and  reported  ;  as  amended  to  be 
considered  To-morrow. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRUELTY  TO  CHIL- 
DREN BILL   [Zt)/-//*].— (No.  342.) 
As  amended,    considered ;    read    the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

JURIES  (IRELAND)  ACTS   AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  350.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

FRANCHISE  AND    REMOVAL   OP    WOKEN'S 
DISABILITIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Bill  to  es- 
tablish a  single  Franchise  at  all  Elections,  and 
to  remove  the  Disabilities  of  Women,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright,  Mr.  John  Burns,  Mr  Keir-Hardie,  Mr. 
William  Allen,  Dr.  Clark,  and  Mr.  Byles. 
Till  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  367.] 

CROFTERS    ACTS   (INCLUSION    OF   LEASE- 
HOLDERS)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  to  include  Leas  e- 
holders  under  the  provisions  of  the  Crofters 
Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Clark, 
Mr.  Weir,  and  Dr.  Macgregor. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  fBiU  358.] 

CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  BOARD  (iRELAND) 

[remuneration]. 

Resolution  reported ;  "  That  it  is  expedient  to 
authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be 
provided  by  Parliament,  of  remuneration  to  any 
persons  appointed  or  employctl  under  the  pro- 
visions of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to 
make  further  provision  with  respect  to  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  for  Ireland." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
lACTS,  1878  to  181>3. 

Copy  presented, — of  further  Papers 
and  Correspondence  relating  to  the  land- 
ing in  Great  Britain  from  Canada  of 
Cattle  affected  with  Pleuro-Pueumonia, 
with  Copy  of  a  Minute  of  the  Board  of 
Agricnlture  dated  13th  August  1894, 
and  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  Appendices 
(in  continuation  of  [C.  r)23]  and 
[C.  7366])  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

House  adjoumeil  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 


1085 


East  India 


{15  Au&U3T  1894)         Revenue  Account.         1086 


O  U  S  E     OF     COMMONS* 


fVednetday^  15th  August  1894, 


ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


E 

^^TlST  INUIA  BEVENL^E  ACC0CNT8,       I 
I  THIS  GOVKRNMKNT  OF  INDIA, 

^^  Older  read,  for  resuming  Adjoiirtied 
I  Debute  on  Amendm^ut  proposed  to 
^■QuestiOQ  [I4tti  August],  ''That  Mr. 
^^ppeaker  do  uow  leave  the  Chair.*^ 

And  which  Ameudmeut  was,  to  leave  out 
^om  the  word  **  That,''  to  the  end  of  the 
JuMiition,  in  order  to  a<hl  the  words — 

the  opinigu  of  this  Housje,  a  fall  and  inde* 

emient    fArUanientAry    iu4utrj    should   take 

into   the   eondition  &iid    waatu    of    the 

pe«>ple^  Aiid    K\\t\t  ability  t-o  bear  their 

fioAQiMul  buftleus ;  the  nature  of  the 

nyntem  ami   the  posiihility  of  reiluc- 

ID   the  expenditure  ;   abu  the  fiuauuial 

iliiliotii  between  India  and  the  United  Kin>(* 

om,  and  generally  the  system  of  Govemmeut 

In  India/'— QJ/r.  A*.  Smith:) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Questioo.^* 

Debate  resumed. 


W 


Sir  A.  SCOBLE  (Hackney,  Centra!) 
said,    that    when    the    Debate    waa   ad- 
jonrned  the  previous   night  he  ^vas  sub- 
ilting    that    under   the   uonstitutioo  of 
tdian   society    the   phrase    ''desperate 
verty  *'  could  by  no  means  be  applied 
the  great  bulk  of  the  population  who 
vod  on  the  land,  and  that   the  taxation 
\y  the  Governmeot  on   the   laud  oulti- 
ated   by  the  inhabitants   was    so    xery 
Ight  that  it  could  not  be  considered  any 
I  burden  on  the  people.     He  now  pro- 
posed to  consider  for  a  few  moments  the 
4ta»e  of  the  rest  of  the  population   who 
did  not  live  so  directly  by   the   laud  and 
who  lived  by  service  and  other  means. 
Iq  regard   to  them,  he  might   say    that 
wages  had  very  much  increased  in  India 
during  the   last  3Q   years,  aud  that  the 
amount  of  taxation  per  head  of  the  popu* 
latiou  altogether,  including   the  agricul- 
tural    and     non-agricultural     classes — 

iTOL,  XXVIII.  [fourth  series.] 


according  to  the  figures  given  in  an  ex- 
planatory Memorandum  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India — reached  a   very   trifling   sum 
indeed.     There  was  no  doubt  that   with 
regard  to  the  noo^agncultural  classes  the 
figure  27  rupees,  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ea!!t  Finsbury  as   their  income* 
was  a   great  deal  too  small.     Their  in- 
come was  much  greater.     Their  taxation 
was  exceedingly  light,  and  at  the  present 
rate  of  exchange  only  amounted  to  lo^l, 
per  annum — including  the  tax   upon  salt 
of  od.  per  head  of  the  population,  and 
which  was  practically  the   only  tax  paid 
by  all  but  a  very  small  proportion  of  the 
people  of  India.     He  should  like  to  call 
atteution    to    a    peculiar     circumstance 
which  ho  had  come  across  in   his  consi- 
deration of  the  question  of   the   Indian 
currency.     The    House   was  aware  that 
nearly  all  the  silver  which   had  gone   to 
India  went  there  when   the  Mints  were 
open  and  was  there   turned   into  rupees. 
The  net  coinage  from  1835  to  the  end  of 
1892    was    a  little  under  320  crores  of 
rupees.  The  circulation,  which  was  about 
120  crores  to  200  crores,  had  disappeared 
in  57  years,  or  an  average  of   3^  yearly. 
Taking  the  12  years  from  1874  to   1886, 
it  was  estimated  that  the  yearly  loss  had 
been   six    crores,    arising    from    export, 
hoanliug,  aud  melliug*      Allowing   two 
crores  for  export,  four  crores   remained, 
of  w^hich  it  was  calculated  that  5-16thB 
were  hoarded,  and  ll-16th8  employed  in 
the   arts.     As  the   Census   show^ed  that 
1,640,925    persons—/.^.,   about    300,000 
workers — were   supported    by   industries 
connected  with  gold  and  silver,  this  was 
not  an  excessive  estimate.     They  could, 
therefore,    see    pretty    well    how    these 
2,750,000  rupees  had  been  distributed  all 
over  the  face  of  the  country,  and  turned 
into  ornamenti^  by  these  1,5(X),000  people 
engaged    in    that  trade.      That    showed 
two  things.     In  the  first  place,  it  satis- 
factorily accounted  for  the  disappearance 
of    this    large    sum    from    the   currency 
every  year  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  it 
showed  that  melting  did  not  go  on  in  large 
centres,  but  was  distributed  over  almost 
every  village  in  the  country.     He^li^not 
mean  to  say  that  the  melting  of  rupees 
for  ornaments  which  had  gone  on  for  so 
many  years — as  everybody  knew — was  a 
proof  of  the  wealth  of  the  country.     It 
did  not  prove  that  the  population  were 
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rich,  but,  at  all  events,  Jt  showeil  that 
after  they  had  provided  for  the  necessaries 
of  life  tUejr  had  etiU  a  large  amouDt  of 
naoney  which  thej  were  able  to  hoard  m 
the  shape  of  ornamoulB  ou  the  persons  of 
women  and  ehildreu.  That,  to  \m  mind, 
was  ahsolnto  proof  of  the  fact  that 
beyond  the  uecessaries  of  life  the  people 
of  India  as  a  body  were  able  to  put  away 
every  year  a  very  substantial  sum  of 
money  ;  therefore,  this  cry  of  the  extreme 
poverty  of  the  people  of  India  must  be 
regarded  mutdi  more  as  a  political  cry 
than  a8  a  cry  called  forth  by  the  real 
rcircunmtauces  of  the  case.  He  came  to 
the  next  point  of  importance  in  the  argu- 
inentH  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Amendment*  It  was  said  by  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Finsbnry,  in  effect*  that  the 
European  Army  and  Civil  Service  were 
the  cause  of  all  the  misery  in  India,  but 
the  hmi.  Member  for  Flintshire  did  not 
take  that  view.  He  did  not  l»elieve  that 
view  would  l>e  entertained  for  a  moment 
by  any  conj^iderable  body  of  Memberis  of 
the  frouse.  He  thought,  on  tlie  con- 
trary, the  House  would  approve  of  what 
Lord  Kimberley  Fa  id— namely,  that 

[•we  are  rcaolutelf  determined  to  main- 
tain our  sut^reinacy  oTer  our  Indian  Empire. 
That  Hupreraacy  rftsis  upon  the  nmiiitenance  of 
our  European  Oivil  Service  ami  upon  the 
roagnificetit  Kurt>|)ean  Forct  which  we  main- 
tain in  that  country/' 

But  to  hear  what  was  ^aid  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Fin*5bnry  one  would 
suppose  thnt  this  European  Civil  Service 
was  like  a  flight  of  locusts  extending 
over  the  whole  country  and  consutning 
everything  that  came  across  its  patfu 
The  Civil  Service  consis^ted  at  most  of 
1,000  men — 1,000  men  who  governed 
that  numerous  Empire.  If  they  made  a 
lliiall  calculation  they  would  find  that  the 
suit  was  this — there  w^as  one  civil 
officer  to  abont  every  300,000  people  and 
every  1,200  square  miles  of  the  country. 
Upon  that  band  of  officers  depended  not 
Bimp!y  the  maintenance  of  the  British 
rule  in  India,  but  the  comfort,  peace,  and 
prosperity  of  the  Indian  people.  It  was, 
of  course,  necessary  and  indispensable 
that  at  Ih?  back  of  these  Civil  officers 
'there  should  be  that  Army  of  70,000 
British  troops  which  they  had  in  the 
country.  The  hnn.  Gentleman  who 
talked  in  this  way  appeared  to  forget 
what  Indin  w&9 — that  it  was  not  a  civilised 
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country,  however  civilised  it  might  hare 
beeu  in  the  days  long  past  wheo  ourowti 
forefathers  were  savages.  India  wasoot 
now  a  civilised  country  by  any  means* 
They  had  there  two  divisions  of  the 
population,  separated  tho  one  from  the 
other  by  the  keenest  and  most  exciting  of 
controversies — a  religious  controversy . 
They  had  the  Mahoniedan  on  the  one 
side  and  the  Hindoo  on  the  other.  Our 
business — a  business  which  we  have 
successfully  accomplished  —  had  been 
to  keep  the  peace  betweent  he  two.  W© 
could  not  have  done  it  without  able  Civil 
servants  and  the  Army,  and  he  therefore 
contended  that  it  was  a  gro^s  perversion  of 
language  to  say  that  they  were  the  cause 
of  the  misery  of  India.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
native  Indians  liad  been  treated  with 
reference  to  the  disposal  of  Government 
appointments.  It  was  njore  thun  suggested 
— almost  positively  usserted — that  suc- 
cessive Governments  in  India  had  broken 
faith  with  the  people,  and  been  false  to 
the  promise  of  I  he  Queen's  Proclamation 
when  Her  Majesty  took  over  the  go- 
vern meut  of  the  country.  No  more  un- 
founded statement  could  be  made.  Instead 
of  the  close  system  of  appointments 
which  prevailed  under  the  East  India 
Company  the  Civil  Service  of  India  waa 
throw  u  open  to  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty *a 
subjects  in  every  part  of  the  world.  The 
native  of  India  had  the  aamo  ngbt  to 
compete  that  Englishmen,  Seotchroen> 
Irishmen,  Canadians,  or  Austriilians  had, 
and  he  had  not  failed  to  avail  himself  of 
it.  In  the  Covenanted  Civil  Service 
there  were  many  native  gentlemen.  But 
more  than  that^  he  spoke  on  this  point 
with  some  autliority — for  he  was  a  mem'- 
ber  of  the  two  sncces^ive  Governments 
under  which  the  change  was  c^irried  out — 
the  Gnvcrnraeut  of  India,  recognising  that 
the  distance  of  England  from  India  and 
the  religious  prejudices  or  convictions  as 
they  might  please  to  call  them  in  the 
case  of  the  high  caste  natives  prevented 
many  from  crossing  the  sea  to  take 
part  in  the  competitive  examination, 
appointed  a  Commission  to  take  the 
matter  into  consideration.  That  Com- 
mission was  composed  of  16  gentlemen, 
six  of  whom  were  natives.  That  Com- 
mission unanimously  reported  against  the 
scheme,  which  was  supimrted  in  this  House 
by  the   Member   for  South   Edinburgh, 
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It   reported   against    the    iuBtitutioD   o! 
Biinultaoeous  examinatioua  in  ludia  aud 
Koglaod  for  the  Covenanted  Civil  Service* 
Bat  tbat  Commission  made  au  importi^at 
praposaL      They  said    that    id   order  to 
stimulate  the   atspirations  of    the  better 
class  of  the  educated  native?  of  India  for 
employineDt  in  the   Public  Service  there 
should  be  a  reorganisation  of  the  Services 
in  Indiai  and  that  what  had  been  called 
the  Covenanted  Civil  Service  should  he 
called  the  Imperial  Service,  recruited  as 
it  had  Weu  by  competitive  exami nation 
iu  this  country,  but  that   there    should 
be  also   a   Provincial    Service    open    to 
natives,  aud  including  a  certain  number 
of  tlie  posts  which  had  hitherto  been  held 
by  members  of  the  Covenanted    Service 
or    by  niilitary  ottieers*     In   addition  to 
this  Provincial  Service  there  was  a  judi- 
cial and  Administrative  Service  number- 
ing about  2,600  persons,  receiving  what 
no     doubt    the    Member    for    Fiimbury 
would    call    sufficient    if    not   excessive 
salaries.     Of  the  2«600  persons  holding 
these  posts,  only  about  30  were  Britons. 
Of  the  persons  engaged  in  the  Govern- 
ment  of  India  by  far  the  greater  prnpur* 
tion  were  natives  of  India,     The  uative 
of  India,  if  he  only  succeeded  iti  paiaHng 
the  competitive  examination  for  the  Im- 
perial Service,  attained  the  highest  posts 
in  the   administration.     Under    the  eir 
cumstances,  be  failed  to  see  that  there 
had  been  any  breach  of  faith.     But  they 
were  told  that  not  only  weie  natives  of 
India   nufairly   treated  in   regard  to  ern^ 
ployment  iu  the  Publiii  Services,  but  that 
they  had  no  voice  whatever  iu  the  col- 
lection or  disbursement  of  the  Revenue. 
Now    tbat    was    not    strictly    accurate. 
Under  a  recent   Act  of  Parliament- — an 
Act    which  was    suggested    by  the  Go- 
vernment     of     India — the    Legislative 
Councils    which    had    l>een    estiiblii^bed 
ill  uearly  all  the  great  divisions  of  India 
had    a    right   to   discui?8    the    Budgets 
which   were  presented  to  them,  whether 
they    W    the    Imperial    or     Provincial 
Biidgets*     Therefore,  thongh  they  might 
tio%  bave  anything  particular  to  do  with 
the  collection  of   the  Revenue,  they  cer- 
tAiuty  had  a  voice  in   the  dispfisition  of 
tiie  Kevenue,  aud  without  their  couseut 
or  without  the  consent  uf  the  majoritteB 
ol  these  Councils  no    fresh  taxation    of 
moj  kind  could  t»e  imposed*     They  had 
not,  and  it  would  be  impossible  that  they 


should   have,    the  same    voice    in    the 
management  of  the  Indian  Bevenuej  that 
this   House   had    in  the  managemeDt  of 
oar  Revenues,  but  they  had  a  voice,  and 
a   patent  voice,  which  if  they  chose  to 
exercise  wisely  and  reasonably  was   sure 
to  be  listened  to.     Now  he  did  not  wish 
to  follow  iu  any  \iiry  great  detail  some  of 
the    arguments    with    which    his    hon. 
Friend    the    Member  for    Finsbnry    en- 
deavoured to  support  the  claim  for  this 
Committee,    but    there  was  one  or  two 
things  tbat  he  must  refer  to.   Kot  only  in 
the   speech    of  his  hon*   Friend,  but  in  a 
Paper  which  bad  been  circulated  amongst 
Members  of  the  House,  under  the  taking 
title  of    Tke  Paor    Man's  Lnml,  refer- 
ence was  made  to  what  was  described  as 
spending  the  Famine  Insunince  Fund  of 
the   masses    to   provide  exchange   com- 
pensation for  the  classes*     It  was  made  a 
great  complaint  against  the  Government  of 
India  that  it  had  abandoned  the  provision 
against  the  famiues  which  from  time  to 
time  had  hitherto  decimated  the  country^ 
and  had   tip  plied   the  money  so  obtainetl 
for  the  pnrpoafe  of  increasing  the  salaries 
of  the  European  employes.     That  was  a 
most  unfounded  charge.     He  would  not 
use  the  adjective  he  should  like  to  use, 
but    it    was    a    most  unfounded  charge. 
He  invited  the  attention  ot'  the  House  tOp_ 
what  this  Famine  lut^urance  Fund  wa^i^^^^ 
The    misconception    which    had    arisen  ^^™ 
showetl    the    disadvantJiges    of     giving 
names  which  were  not  strict! v  applicable 
to    the    proceedings    to  which    they    re- 
ferred.     For    many  years    before    1878 
there  ha^l    been  a  series  of  very  seriouti 
famines    throughout     India,    and    Lord 
Northbrook's  Government,  of  which   Sir 
John    Strachey    was   Finance   Minister, 
determined    to    make   provision   against 
the  recunencc  of  such  disasters.     It  wa8 
detennined  that  instead  of  providing  in 
the  Budget  for  the  small  surplus  which 
was   always   desirable   the   Government 
should  proviiie  for  a  further  sum  of  one 
and  a^half  crores  of  rupees,  and  that  that 
should     be    applied    to    certain    objects 
which  would  enable  the  Government,  in 
the  first  place,  to  relieve  actual  distress 
from  famine  ;    in    the  second   pbtce,  to 
construct  railways   and   canals   for   the 
purpose  of  diminishiug  the  operation  of 
famine  ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  to  reduce 
debt.     Now  that  Famine  Fundi  as  it  waa 
improperly  called — tliat  fund    had  beeu 
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mftre  or  less  inopemttoo  ever  since  1878. 
Sir  John  Strachey,  who  ktrew  as  much 
ah^nt  the  subject  a^  anrbody,  iu  bis 
book  00  India,  which  he  (Sir  A,  Scoble) 
commended  to  the  perusal  of  hoD.  Gen- 
tlemen who  wished  to  ohtiiin  in  a  very 
uaeful  form  a  vaat  amount  of  infonnatiou 
which  would  guide  t bom  in  these  Debates^ 
wrote  as  follows  t — 

*'  The  tKjlicy  of  insurance  Against  famine  was 
simple  in  \U  nature,  but  it  has  considerably 
been  misunderstood.  It  has  often  been  sup- 
posed that  a  separate  fund  was  iojtti tubed,  into 
which  certain  revenues  were  to  l>e  paid»  and 
which  would  only  be  drawn  upon  for  a  Hpecified 
purpose.  No  such  iniprncti cable  notion  was 
ever  fcntertnine<!,  and  every  idea  of  the  kind 
was  from  the  fir»t  repu^liated  by  the  Govern- 
tnent  and  by  myself »  who  was  responsible  for 
the  ori^ual  scheme.  The  Fftmine  Insurance 
Fund  of  which  people  often  talked  never  ex- 
itJt^d.  The  institution  wa^  noth in j^  more  than 
the  annual  applicatioo  of  sarphia  revenue  to  the 
extent  of  1,5UU,000  Rx  " 

to  the  purposes  that  he  (Sir  A.  Scoble) 
bad  described*  In  the  years  from  1 881  to 
1894  the  amount  provideil  under  this 
bead  was  shown  to  have  been  upwards  of 
16,CM.)0,(X)0  Rx.,  aod  of  that  amount  had 
been  expended  5i  crores  to  tbo reduction 
of  debt,  5 J  crorct^  to  the  coustniction  of 
railways  nitd  canals,  and  the  balance  to 
the  actual  relief  of  distress.  As  to  this 
year,  it  was%  not  a  fact  to  say  that  the  Fa- 
mine Insurance  Fund  had  l)een  entirely  left 
out  of  the  amount,  because  43  lakhs  out 
of  this  year's  Bud  get  ^ — that  wa?*,  nearly 
one-third  of  the  total  amount,  were 
appropriated  to  famine  ex|)t'nditure 
properly  so-called.  He  might  add  that 
moat  of  the  objects  for  which  the  fund 
was  instituted — in  regard  he  meant  to 
the  construction  of  railways  and  irriga- 
tion work 8^ — had  l>een  accompltsheiL  But 
it  had  been  suggested  that  money  had 
been  taken  in  order  to  make  an  improper 
payment  to  members  of  the  Civil  Service. 
In  consequence  of  the  great  depreciation 
iti  the  value  of  the  rupee  Her  Majesty's 
setratits  in  India  had  been  put  to  great 
disadvantages.  But,  of  course,  at  the 
time  he  was  a  member  of  the  Govern* 
ment  this  matter  was  under  consideration. 
It  was  no  new  idea  that  compensation 
should  be  given  to  those  officers.  It  was 
an  idea  which  bad  beeii  carried  to  com- 
pletion only  under  the  severest  stress  of 
cifoumstances,  and  he  must  say  that  for 
bis  own  part  he  thought  it  better  that 
eKohmoge    ^mponsaiion    of    this    kind 
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should  bo  given  to  the  memliers  of  our 
Services  iu  ludia  rather  than  that  those 
Services  should  be  rendered  dispirited 
and  be  discouraged  by  the  press^ure  of 
pecuniary  ci  re  urns  ranees.  But  to  say 
that  the  one  saving  had  been  made  in 
order  to  indulge  iu  other  expenses  waa 
fi  baseless  and  unworthy  inslniietion. 
He  was  afraid  he  had  detainetl  the  House 
too  long,  but  before  he  sat  down  be  would 
like  to  refer  to  a  few  other  points.  He 
bad  left  the  question  of  miliinry  expendi- 
ture to  be  dealt  with  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
wiih  a  knowledge  of  the  subject^  who 
migbt  follow  him.  He  said  that  so  far 
from  the  present  embarrassed  circnm- 
stances  of  the  Government  of  India 
arising  from  lavish  expenditure,  they 
arose  from  circumstances  over  which 
that  Government  had  had  no  control  ; 
and  circumstances  which  had  been  aggra- 
vated by  the  action  of  Parliament  and 
the  Home  Government  than  by  any 
action  of  the  Government  of  India  rt«elf. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  whole  dislocation  of  Indian  finance 
during  the  last  few  years  had  arisen  from 
the  constant  and  increasing  depreciation 
of  the  rupee  ;  and  this  year,  in  addition 
to  that  depreciation,  they  had  such  low 
prices  for  wheat  in  the  British  market 
that  it  had  not  been  worth  while  for 
English  importers  to  bring  wheat  from 
India  when  they  could  get  it  much  more 
cheaply  from  other  sourtTs  of  supply. 
But  there  would  have  been  no  delieit 
this  year  if  the  Indian  Government  had 
been  allowed  to  have  its  own  way.  The 
commands  laid  upon  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment by  the  Home  Government  bad  pre- 
vented the  Indian  Government  from 
availing  itself  of  the  sources  of  revenue 
which  lay  at  its  bands,  and  ivhicb  it 
might  fairly  have  used  to  meet  its  needs. 
Had  those  sources  of  revenue  been 
availed  of  by  the  Government  of  India 
the  deficit  would  have  disappeared  ;  but 
in  al>edience  to  the  demands  of  Lanca- 
shire— tlomauds  which,  he  regretted  to 
say,  ha«l  Vieen  listened  to  too  readily 
by  both  sides  of  the  House  ;  demands 
which  had  been  listened  to  under  the 
stress  of  political  considerations  much 
more  than  with  a  view  to  the  considera- 
tions due  to  our  fellow-subjects  in  India 
— under  the  pressure  of  those  demands 
no  Import  Duty  had  been  allowed  to  be 
levied   by    the    Indian    Government   on 
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Lancashire  goods.      The  duty  sought  to 
be  imposed  amoanted  to  about   5   per 
cent.       That  could  not  have  seriously 
damaged  the  exports  from  Manchester ; 
and,  moreover,  if  it  was  coutended  that 
the  refusal  to  allow  the  imposition  of  this 
daty  was  due  to  consideration  for  the 
people  of  India,  he  would  point  out  that 
the  President  of  the  Calcutta  Chamber 
of  Commerce  had  made  a  calculation  that 
the  whole  incidence  of  the  duty  would 
be  about  three  farthings  per  head  of  the 
native  population.      The  people  of  India 
did  not  clothe  themselves  in  Manchester 
piece      goods,      from      which     it    was 
sought      by    this     duty    to     raise     re* 
venue,     but    they     clothed     themselves 
in  the  cheap  products  of  their  own  baud- 
looms,   or  of   the   mills  which  had  been 
such  a  remarkable  development  in  India 
in  recent  years.       Moreover,  it  was  per- 
fectly certain,  with  regard  to  those  articles 
it  was  proposed   to  tax,  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  yarn  which  was  spun  in  India 
could  not  be  made  in  Lancashire  at  prices 
that    would   find    buyers  in  India ;    that 
fully     94    per     cent,     of     the     Indian 
spinnings  was  of  a  kind  that  it  would 
not   pay  Lancashire   to  send   to  India. 
He   must   say    that   he    considered    the 
refusal   of    the   Home    Government    to 
allow  the  Government   of  India  to  im- 
pose this  tax  was  a  serious  dereliction  of 
duty  towards  the  people  of  India.     He 
hoped  wiser  and  more  generous  counsels 
might  prevail,  and  that  this  deficit  might, 
after  all,  be  met  by  the  imposition  of  the 
duty  which  the  Indian   Government  re- 
commended.      The   hon.     Member    for 
Flintshire   referred   to  the  question    of 
alcohol  and  narcotics,  which  he  thought 
it   would  have  been  better  to  have  re- 
frained from  treating  until  they  had  the 
Report  of  the  Opium  Commission.     He 
only  wished  to  repudiate  in  the  strongest 
manner  the  insinuation  against  the  Civil 
servants  of  India  that  they  desired  to 
stimulate  the  sale  of  alcohol  and  narcotics 
for   the  sake   of    the  revenue.     Of  the 
many  unfounded   charges   made   against 
the   Civil    servants    of    India — charges 
which  had  been  refuted  in  the  most  con- 
clusive manner,  and  ought  not  to  be  re- 
peated— that    was,   perhaps,    the    most 
unfounded,  and  he  would  almost  say  the 
most    disgraceful.       To     suggest    that 
Englishmen    in   India — who,   after    all, 
were  men  like  themselves,   who   come 


from  the  same  class    of    society,   who 
were  impressed  with  no  less  a  sense  of 
responsibility — to  suggest  that  they  had 
tried   to   stimulate   the  sale   of   alcohol 
and ;  narcotics   for  the   sake  of  revenue 
was,  to  say  the  least,  most  unworthy  and 
most   improper.      He   thought    he    had 
shown  conclusively  enough,  be  boped^  to 
shake  any  preconceived  notions   in  the 
minds  of  hon.  Geutlemen  who  had  not 
the  same  opportunity  of   obtaining    in- 
formatiuu  on  this  subject  as  he  had,  that 
there  was   not  that  foundation   for   the 
proposed   inquiry  which   the   speech    of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Flint- 
shire might  otherwise  lead  many  Mem- 
bers   to     suppose  there    was.       As   he 
had    said,  he    did    not    think    the     in- 
quiry  was  necessary.     He  was  sure    it 
would  be  tedious  ;  he  was  sure  it  would 
be  costly ;  but  if  the  inquiry  was  granted 
he  hoped   it  would  be  limited  to  those 
points  upon  which    not   so   much   this 
House  as  the  people  of  India,  speaking 
through  the  Legislative  Councils  and  the 
Presidents  of    the   Provinces,  had   ex- 
pressed a  desire  for  information  as  to 
whether  they  had  been  treated  fairly — 
namely,  with   regard   to   home   charges^ 
and  particularly  to  military  charges.    He 
could  understand  that  the  result  of  sueh 
an    inquiry   might  tend    very   much    to 
alleviate  any   feelings   of   anxiety  that 
might  prevail  in  the  minds  of  the  people^ 
of    India  on  that  subject;    but  beyond 
that  he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
go.    He  must  congratulate  the  Secretary 
for  India  on  the  resolution  he  had  arrived 
at   to  allow  the  experiment  relating  to- 
the  Indian  currency  to  have  its  full  effect 
before  any  attempt  was  made  to  stop  it. 
He  was  glad  to  observe  from  the  recent 
Trade    Returns    from    India    that    the 
export  trade  was   improving,   and   par- 
ticularly  that   it   was    improving    with 
silver-using  countries  in   the  East.      It 
was  a  great  deal  too  soon  yet  to  attempt 
to    form  a  definite  opinion    upon    the 
efficacy  of  the  measures  taken  with  refer- 
ence to  the  currency.     But  at  the  same 
time  he  congratulated  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  that  point ;  and  he  hoped  that 
before  the  Debate  was  over   the   right 
hon.   Gentleman   would   convey   to   the 
people  of  India  the  assurance  that  this 
Government,  at  all  events,   would   rise 
above   mere   political   considerations   or 
the  apprehension  of  the  loss  of  qua  oit 
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two  Beats,  and  give  to  the  people  o¥ 
Iddm  the  power  to  meet  the  deficit  that 
existed  by  applicatiou  to  the  aourceH 
thej  had  at  hand. 

•Mr.  PAUL  (Editibiirgh,  S.)  :  I  con- 
gratulate  the  hoo.  GeiitlemuD  on  the  very 
able  aiid  impressire  speeoh  he  has  de- 
livered. My  only  excuse  for  taking  pHrt 
in  the  Debate  U  that  I  have  been  the 
nu  worthy  instrument  by  which  the 
House  of  Commons  arrive*!  at  a  Res^oln- 
tioa  with  regard  to  an  important  Indian 
matter,  which  the  Goverumeut  for 
reasons  they  have  fully  and  fairly  stated 
have  declines!  to  carry  out.  The  credit 
of  that  Motion  Is^  in  no  way  due  to  mo. 
It  IB  du^  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Central  Fiusbury,  and  to  a  man  whose 
memory  will  always  be  as^^oeinted  with 
India — a  man  who  is  stiU  respected  and 
revered  in  every  qnarter  of  the  House — 
I  mean  the  late  Mr.  Henry  Fawcett. 
Apart  from  the  merits  of  the  Resolution, 
a  serious  constitntional  issne  has  beeu 
raised  by  the  manner  in  which  the  Re- 
flolution  has  been  treated  by  the  Go'vern- 
ment.  I  have  received  reports  of  meet- 
ings hekl  in  India  expressing  agreement 
with  my  Motion.  But  it  is  not  my 
Motion,  it  is  the  Resolution  of  this 
House;  and  it  is  very  difficult  to  explain 
1o  the  cducatetl  natives  of  India  why  the 
Resolution  of  the  Hon^e  of  Commons  on 
80  Important  a  suhjent  has  not  been 
carried  out.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Haekney  that  I  shall  not  be 
80  presumptuous  as  to  set  my  opinion 
against  his  on  any  one  of  the  merits 
of  the  question.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  one  of  the  most  distinguished  of 
the  distinguished  Anglo-Indians  in  this 
House,  On  questions  of  InJia  I  l>ow  to 
him  ;  and  in  the  arguments  I  shall  take 
the  liberty  of  presenting  to  the  House  I 
shall  assume  that  every  one  of  the  state- 
ments he  made  was  strictly  accurate,  and 
I  shall  form  my  arguments  on  the  basis 
of  the  propositions  which  he  laid  down, 
1  hesitated  long  as  to  whether  I  ought  to 
take  part  in  a  Debate  on  a  subject  on 
which  there  arc  so  many  Members  more 
competent  to  form  an  opinion,  hut  l»elng 
the  author  of  the  Mesolutluu  referred  to 
1  t bought  it  more  respectfnl  to  the  House 
that  I  should  take  this  opportunity  of 
addressing  a  few  words  to  it  on  the 
qaestion^     It  is  the  only  issue  raised  in 

Sir  A,  Scoble 


this  Debate  to  which  I  propose  to  add 
myself.  The  hon.  Gentleman  refe 
to  the  refusal  of  the  Secret^iry  f'^ 
India  to  allow  an  Import  Duty  to  b©  ^ 
imposed  on  Lancashire  cotton  goods* 
I  am  what  is  called  a  fanatic  on 
Free  Trade,  and  nothing  would  induce 
me  to  vote  for  any  kind  of  protective , 
duty  for  any  purpose  whatever.  Bull 
thut  is  not  the  question  on  which  I  wishj 
to  address  the  House.  This  Reetolutioiil 
affirms  that  certain  additional  facilities 
ought  to  >»e  given  for  the  employment  of 
natives  of  India  in  the  Civil  Service 
of  that  country.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  stated  that  the  Indian  Civil  8«rvice 
is  open  to  the  natives  of  India,  as  it  is 
open  to  all  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  alt 
over  the  world  ;  and  I  think  he  implied 
that  when  natives  of  Ir»dia  have  succeeded ' 
in  obtaining  posts  they  do  their  duties 
satisfactorily.  I  do  not  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman  or  any  other  Meml»er  of 
the  House  to  deny  to  tlie  natives  of  India 
entrance  to  the  Civil  Service  on  the  same] 
terms  as  ourselves.  That  would  be  con* 
trary  to  the  Proelamatiou  of  the  Queen  ;j 
it  would  l»e  contrary  to  the  policy  of  ' 
successive  Governments,  Indian  and 
home*  Therefore  the  question  is  whd* 
ther,  assuming  that  the  natives  of  India  1 
are  to  be  employed  In  the  Civil  Service, 
the  present  arrangements  give  them  equal 
opportunities  with  us  for  obtaining  em- 
ployment. That  is  the  real  issue  mised 
l>y  the  Resolution  of  the  House,  and  it  is 
that  issue  I  wish  to  examine.  Since  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  was  passed 
there  has  been  issuetl  an  extremely  in* 
teres  ting  Blue  Book  ;  and  if  that  were 
the  only  result  of  the  Resolution  it  would 
not  have  V>een  passed  in  vain.  I  think 
it  wtmid  be  difficult  to  compress  into  a 
smaller  space  so  large  a  body  of  informa- 
tion about  the  Govertiment  of  India,  I 
fully  and  frankly  confess  that,  having 
read  the  Blue  Book,  I  am  convinced  that 
it  is  the  desire  of  the  Government  of 
India  freely  to  admit,  In  ways  they  think 
dci^irable,  the  natives  of  India  to  subor- 
dinate offices  in  the  Indian  Administra- 
tion. I  do  not  desire  to  make  any  charge 
either  against  the  Civil  Service  of  India 
or  the  Government  of  India.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Central  Hackney  said  aljout  the  Civil 
servants  is  absolutely  true.  But  that 
does  not  a0ect  the  question  whether  the 
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tiati?6B  of  ludia  have  equal  opportuuities 
with  the  oatlves  of  thia  eoimtry  to  euter 
the  Civil  Service  of  India^  It  14  eald 
thejr  ma^  come  over  here.  I  have  no 
doubt  m>me  few  eau  come,  and  do  come, 
over  here.  But  1  want  to  know — and  J 
hope  the  Secretary  for  India  wilt  tell  us 
— what  is  the  real  ohjectiou  to  holding 
Ihe  Civil  Service  examinattoiia  in  India. 
Ifl  it  thatexaniintttion!)  coiitd  not  be  fairly 
And  properly  held  there,  or  ia  tt  that  it  is 
not  desirable  to  increase  the  number  of 
the  natives  of  India  in  the  employment 
of  the  Crown  in  the  Covenanted  Civil 
Service  of  that  country  ?  Jt  ia  important 
that  we  should  know  upon  which  of  those 
two  gronuds  the  Resolution  of  the  House 
has  not  been  carried  out  by  the  Goveru- 
meot.  I  obs^erve  that  in  a  Despatch  from 
liOrd  Kimberley  to  the  Governor  General 
ol  India  these  words  occur — 

*M  will  only  point  out  that  it  in  indiapen* 
^able  tliat  an  adequate  number  of  the  mcmlieni 
of  the  Ciril  Service  shall  alwajs  be  Euroj>eana, 
and  that  no  scheme  would  be  aihiiiasible  which 
*loc«  not  fulfil  this  essential  condition," 

•*  Europeans  "'  i.**  an  extraordinary  ward  to 
use*  Lord  Kimberley  did  not  say  Eng- 
Jigbmeu,  or  Britons,  or  natives  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  but  he  U!*ed  a  phras^e 
which  w(»uld  exclndealt  colonial  snbjecta 
of  the  Queen,  and  which,  atricfiy  cou- 
siruod,  would  admit  foreigners.     If  it  ia 

**iQdijipen«nblc  thaf    an    adequate    number  of 
'le  tnemberii  of  the  Cidl  Service  ithould  always 
Europeans,*' 

that  the  law?  What  is  there  in  the 
resent  law  to  prevent  every  vacancy  in 
e  Civil  Service  of  India  being  filled  by 
natives  of  India  if  successful  in  the 
examination  by  open  competition  ?  Is 
that  a  danger  ? 

Siu  G,  CHESNEr  (Oxford) :  It  is. 

•Mr.  PAUL  :  Then  how  does  the  hon. 

und   gallant  Member  propose  to  provide 

ligaiust  it  ?     Is  it  essential  that  a  certain 

umber  of  offices  in  the  Civil  Service  of 

ndta   shall    not   be    held    by  natives  of 

Itidm  ? 

HibG.  CHESNEY:  It  is. 

*Mr.  PAUL  :  That,  at  any  rate,  is  a 

atraightforward   policy  ;   but  that   is   not 

lie  question  we  are  now  considering.    Is 

right ;  is   it  quite  fair  ;   is  it  honest  to 

ay  to  the  natives  of  India,  **  You  may 

aiy  enter  the  Civil  Service  by  com* 

etitioa  ;  but  we  will  hold  the  exaroina- 
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iions  in  such  circumstances  and  under 
such  conditions  that  very  few  of  you  will 
be  able  to  compete "  ?  That  is  the 
question*  I  do  not  say  that  it  would  be 
possible  that  all  executive  aclministrative 
offices  should  be  held  by  natives.  But 
that  is  not  the  questiou  which  was  raised 
by  the  Resolution  of  last  year.  What  I 
do  say  is  that  you  should  admit  them 
practically  to  whatever  advantages  you 
profess  to  admit  tliem  to  ;  that  you 
i^honld  not  open  a  career  to  them  in  theory 
and  iu  the  language  of  despatches,  and  close 
it  by  the  conditions  which  you  attach » 
^'ow,  not  the  least  interesting,  but,  to 
me,  most  interesting  part  of  this  Blue 
Book  13  the  Despatch  from  the  Govern- 
ment  of  Madras.  I  have  been  told  that 
this  idea  of  holding  examinationa  in 
India  comes  from  ignorant  amateurs  who, 
without  knowledge  of  India,  propound 
out  of  their  own  brains,  or  what  pass  for 
their  brains,  theoretical  and  fantastical 
expe^lients.  Are  the  members  of  the 
Government  of  Madras  ignorant 
araatenrs  ?  Is  Sir  Henry  Stokes  an 
ignorant  amateur  ?  What  do  they  aay 
to  this  proposal  ?     They  say — 

**  As  regards  the  expediency  of  the  measure,  it 
18  eviiient,  from  the  tenour  of  the  questioos 
place* I  before  this  OoTemment  an«i  from  the 
ar((u merits  which  have  been  uaefl  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  simultaneoui  exftminatinaii,  that  it  Ih 
admitted  I  that  under  present  arrangements 
natives  of  India  are  overweighted  aa  compared 
with  European  candidates  in  the  ctimiietition 
held  in  London.  Thin  admiision  \a  implied  in 
the  assumption  that,  were  »imultanei>us  exami- 
nations cofjce^ied,  the  proportion  of  native«  who 
would  succeed  I  would  be  largely  tncreai»o<l,  and 
(n  the  contention  that  the  change  woubl  be 
fraught  with  rarioua  dangers  connecte^l  with 
such  increase.  The  inequality  in  the  conditional 
arises,  not  from  the  fact  that  the  examination  is 
adaptal  to  test  the  eilucation  which  is  given  to 
the  beM  Englifih  youth — for  that  merely  means 
that  a  hi«Th,  but  not  unnecessarily  bight 
standani  of  instruction  is  demanded-  but  from 
the  social  conditions  of  native  life^  and  from 
the  high  coat,  relatively  to  the  geueial  level  of 
native  resources,  of  aprolonge^l  visit  to  England 
for  the  purpose  of  preparation  for  the  examina^ 
tlon  with  a  chance  only  of  ultimate  success." 

I  think  that  that  argument  which  is  thus 
so  strongly  urgeil,  and  comes  from  an 
official  Houree,  will  be  seen  to  be  the  very 
argument  which  I  and  other  ignorant 
amateurs  have  used.  And  now  I  would 
again  ask,  what  u  the  real  objection  ?  Ia 
it  that  incompetent  men  would  be  ad- 
mitted if  eic  am  illations  were  held  tu 
India,  or   is  it  that   it   is   desirable  by 
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holding  tto  eM«iiiiftti<Hi«  iMiljr  itt'lMIH 
doD.    One  itaore  qnotiiikMi;  And  it  'Mil 

be  the  last-i  ''..-■/';..)     ■;  i 

^  His  ExqeUehcyin  G6imca  c6iiiitdciilt!iuifll'l^ 
expedient  t6  xeffiorfe,  "Sij  ^^^  iliMMitM 'tf 
iiiiniltMieoM  eiawriniitfiMU,' .  the  .dlnMlttifl» 
which  now  ttnd  to  hinder  the  ^vMr  effnaUiei^ 


some  meane  to  exelnde  all  Imt  a  very 
BBoall  namb^  of  the  nativee,  and  that  itie 
thought  jMper  to  do  it  indirectlT  and 
in  a  manner'  inrhich  does  not  inmnffh 
the  <2neen'8  Proclamation  and  the 
Statutes  F  The  Government  of  Madiras 
proee^  to  say— 

"Awnmiiig  that  the  number  of  natite 
clWlians  would  be  increaMd,  there  would  not 
result  from  the  men  themselves  any  danger  to 
British  dominioti.  Thdir  very  existence  would 
be  bound  up  in  the  waintensnre  <^  British 
supremacy.  The  bulk  <tf  them  would  be  em- 
ployed in  the  ordinary  executive  and  judicial 
offices,  to  the  ordinary  duties  of  which,  given 
the  high  training  guaranteed  by  the  eondltioiis 
of  entry  into  the  Serrioe,  they  may  be  expected 
to  be  quite  equal.  It  is  not  the  incumbents  of 
these  olBces  who  determine  the  principles  of 
administration  and  legisUtion  iidiich  give  a 
character  of  civilisation  and  enlightenment  to 
the  €k>femnient;  this  depends  on  laws  and 
orders  which,  in  the  present  day,  district 
officera  havis  not  to  initiate  and  create,  but 
merely  to  carry  out;" 

That  is  what  the  Madras  Government 
think.  Native  gentlemen  must  administer 
the  Services  as  they,  find  them — ^just  as 
Englishmen,  Scetchmeny  or  Irishmen 
would  administer  them,  and  to  say  that 
admitting  a  larger  number  of  natives 
would  be  dangerous  is  to  say  that  they 
are  incompetent  for  the  purposes  of 
these  ordiuary  executive  functions,  which 
has  not  l>een  said  by  anyone  against 
the  natives,  who  have  hitherto  entered 
the  Civil  Service  by  the  present  method 
of  competition.  The  Government  of 
Madras  go  on  to  say  that  there  might 
in  special  emergencies  be  some  disad- 
vantages in  the  system,  but  they  say 
also  that  against  the  disadvantages  of 
this  kind  is  to  be  set  the  increased 
popularity  of  the  Services.  They  pro- 
ceed to  say— 

**  Another  reason  for  altering  the  status  and 
position  of  natives  in  the  Ciril  SerTice  is  to  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  the  new  Provincial 
Service  does  not  in  any  way  satisfy  their  aspira- 
tions and  wishes.  It  is  evident  that  its  intro- 
duction on  the  present  lines  has  been  a  great 
disappointment  to  them,  that  it  has  relegated 
them  to  a  distinct  and  limited  Service,  and, 
instead  of  placing  them  in  line  with  the  rest  of 
the  Civil  Servants,  ha<i  confined  them  to  what 
they  consider  su  inferior  and  subonlinate  posi- 
tion, and  that  this  has  be^n  accentuated  by  the 
(lesiffaation  which  bad  been  applied  to  them,  a 
designation  which  they  have  always  associated 
with  a  distinctly  and  well-recognised  inferior 
branch  of  the  Service." 

The  Government  of  Madras  put  it  as 
high   as    a   disability-- the    practice   of 
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into  the  Civil  Bervioe 
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remove  an  ihjiistice,  oar  what  has  almoit  tWJSMrm 
donaequences,  afeelingof  in  justice,  and  Itlral'iH^- 


„._  theBHtish  anpraknasy  er  ianilr  thi 

character  of  tl^  adipiniatnti<m  Ma  civilised  aod 
enlightened  Cknrernvient.  It.mi^  jpteftPJ-  ^ 
certain  circumstances  weaken,  iexecuave  aetioiiy 
butthedisadTantagesin  this  respect  are  ikbt  ik> 
certain  or  se  grave  aa  to  oatwefgb  the  adwali- 
tagea.  The  incteaae  in  the  ^roi^iMrtien  of  native 
candidates  selected, is. mmeoierj  not  likely  toha 
so  great  as  is  suppoeed,  and  it  would  be  advaii- 
ta^ous  to  remove  the  dlsiaflsfactkm  aad'dfa- 
content'  which  undoubtedly  exist  among  -tte 
natives  h7  some  such  measure  aa  is.  new. nadar 
discussion.'*  ../... 

Nothing  could  be  nM>re  thofdngbgdiiig 
than  that  in  support  of  tlie  BeealiitioQ 
passed  by  the  House '  last  year.  Of 
course,  I  am  well  aware  that  other  Govern- 
ments in  India  have  taken  a  difieroiit 
line.  But  I  have  been  most  fortuna^ 
and  1  think  that  those  who  support  me 
have  been  most  fortunate,  in  havtn||['  re- 
ceived such  strong  and  hearty  reoognitio^ 
of  our  views  even  in  one  oQcial  quarter 
in  India.  It  is  admitted,  even  l^y  tboee 
Governments  who  are  hostile  to  the 
change,  that  there  are  great  drawbacka 
to  the  present  system.  It  is  admitted  Id 
the  Despatch  from  the  Grovernment  of 
Bengal.  I  will  not  quote  the  entire 
words,  but  thev  admit  that  there  are 
serious  difficulties,  not  only  /ui  regards 
the  expense  of  coming  over  to  thia 
country,  but  in  the  objections  which  are 
entertained  by  parents  to  sending  their 
sons  so  far  on  the  mere  chance  of  suc- 
ceeding in  the  competitive  el^aminatlon. 
It  is  not  contended  that  they  should 
not  come  under  any  circumstances.  On 
the  contrary,  there  are  great  eduoatioDal 
and  social  advantages  in  their  coming 
here.  Mr.  Manomohun  Ghose^a  leading 
lawyer  in  Calcutta,  who  is  well  able  U> 
speak  on  this  subject,  writes  to  me  that 
he  considers  it  essential  that  future  Civil 
servants  should  come  to  this  country. 
But  it  should  not  be  necessary  for  the 
preliminary  examination.  I  do  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  any  longer  on  thia 
subject,  though  I  should  like  to  refer 
to  one  61  the  most  interesting  Despatches 
in  this  Blue  Book  from  Sir  Dennis  Fits- 
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Patrick,  Lieuteufttit  Govenior  of  tbe 
Puujaiib.  It  18  very  interesting  refttling, 
gtTing  ao  admirable  acconut  of  tlie 
official  imtive*  he  ba^  been  brought  into 
contact  with  ;  and  though  he  is  not  m 
favour  of  this  proposal,  he  is  strongly  in 
fa%  our  of  increasing,  as  far  as  may  be,  the 
proportion  of  natives  in  tlie  Civil  Service 
of  India.  The  bon.  Member  for  Central 
Hackney  referretl  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  of  1887.  He  descril>ed  it  a^ 
having-  unanimously  declared  against  the 
system  of  simultaneous  eJtamination^*  I 
have  not  tbat  Report  bere,  but  J  think  it 
would  ^m  more  correct  to  say  tbat  the 
Re|»ort  was  unanimously  in  favour  of  a 
statutory  system  of  examination^  because 
whilst  the  English  mem  hers?  of  that 
Oom  mission  did  express  strong  object  ion 
to  simullaneouB  exatninationii  tlie  native 
TOemliers,  if  I  recollect  rightly,  said  that 
they  did  not  share  in  that  objection,  and 
dissociated  themselves  from  it.  I  admit 
that  the  Commi>ision  did  report  in  favour 
of  the  system  tbat  has  since  been  adopted* 
In  this  country  we  have  atlopted  the 
competitive  system,  and  we  have  applied 
it  to  India.  I  can  quite  understand  that 
reasons  can  be  urged  why  it  should  not 
be  applied  to  the  Indian  Civil  Service, 
but  tbeste  reasons  have  not  l)een  urged 
here^ — or,  if  ihey  liave  l^en  urged ^  they 
have  not  prevailed.  We  have  adoptcil 
the  competitive  system,  and  held  out  to 
the  natives  of  India  the  prospect  of  rising 
aa  high  as  their  abilities  and  characters 
fuin  enable  them  to  rise  in  tbe  administra- 
tiou  of  their  country,  and  at  the  same 
time  we  insist  on  imposing  on  them  these 
vexatious  restrictions  which  largely  in- 
terfere with,  and  almost  nullify,  the 
prospect  which  we  otherwise  hold  out  to 
them,  I  do  not  think  that  such  a  course 
tends  to  increase  our  reputation  with  the 
people  of  India,  Tiie  Civil  Service  in 
India  is  a  Service  of  which  every  En^- 
Hahman  is,  or  ought  to  be,  proud,  and 
I  do  not  think  there  is  an  English- 
man, or  Scotchman,  or  Irishman  who  is 
less  proud  of  it  since  natives  have  lK.'en 
admitted  to  it,  or  would  be  less  proud 
of  it  if  natives  were  admitted  in 
greater  numbers.  Tbe  Secretary  of  State, 
acting  in  accord  with  the  Government  of 
Indhi,  has  decided  that  be  will  not  carry 
out  the  Resolntion  of  this  House,  For 
that  the  responsibility  rests  with  the 
Government.     It  may  be  said,  why  did 


not  we,  who  voted  for  this  Resolution^ 
take  some  steps  to  compel  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  out  the  opinion  of  the 
House  of  Commons*  Well,  I  will  tell 
tbe  House  frankly  why,  in  my  opinion^  | 
it  wad  inadvisable  to  make  any  such  j 
attempt.  If  we  could  have  proposed 
another  Resollition — if  we  could  have 
found  au  opportunity  of  moving  it — the 
Goveriunent  would  have  sent  out  an  urgent 
Whip  ;  ibey  would  have  been  supported 
by  gentlemen  opposite  ;  everybody  would 
have  vote<l  against  the  Motion  who  waa 
opposed  to  it  in  principle,  and  all  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  whocaretl 
nothing  about  the  matter  one  way  or  the 
other  would  have  rallied  to  the  Govern* 
mcut*8  support,  and  we  should  have  been 
defeatetl,  aud  we  eliould  have  lost  the 
legitimate  advantage  of  having  tiskeu 
tbe  unbiased  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Govemmcul  have,  so 
far,  been  too  strong  for  us.  This  is  a 
very  strong  Government*  I  am  not  sure 
that  it  is  not  stronger  than  any  Govern^ 
meut  ought  to  be  :  and  on  tliis  point 
it  has  prevailed.  I  can  only  hope  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State,  as  he  is  strong,  will  be  mercifnl^ 
and  will  pay  some  regard  to  the  argn- 
ments  which  we  have  urged  upon  him^ 
and  that  he  will  consent  to  this  incjuiry- 
I  do  not  think  tbat  this  question  having 
l»een  raised,  and  having  been,  so  far  as 
tbe  House  of  Commons  could  decide  it^ 
decided,  shoulcl  be  allowed  to  I'cst.  Great 
use,  I  am  sure,  will  be  made  of  the 
Despatch  from  the  Government  of 
Madras.  Great  use  will  be  made 
of  the  imjKJrtant  admissions  con- 
tained iu  the  Despatches  of  other 
Governments,  though  they  are  hostile 
to  tlie  particular  plan  we  propose. 
And  I  am  certain  that  our  success  iuthis 
matter  will  do  great  gomb  1  do  not  say 
— I  do  not  believe — that  our  proposals 
will  be  immediately  carried  out.  The 
official  element,  or  the  majority  of  the 
official  element,  has  been  too  strong  ;  but 
if  this  inquiry  were  grautetl,  aud  if  thi* 
subject,  with  others,  were  inquired  into, 
it  would  Vje  seen  whether  we  are 
right  or  wrong.  I  think  we  are  eu^ 
titled,  after  the  House  h«u5  carried  tbe 
Resolution,  and  after  such  an  impor- 
tant Despatch  has  been  received  from 
the  Madras  Government,  to  an  in- 
dependent   inquiry.       I     do    not    wUU 
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longer  to  detntu  tlio  Iloude,  but  I  tboiigbt 
tbftt  as  the  Kti^olutioii  to  wljicU  I  refer 
was  proposed  aud  ctirried  by  roe,  it  was 
right  tbat  I  «htitild  i«tate  the  reasons 
whicli  iuduoed  me  tu  believe*  in  e^pite  of 
Ibe  great  \Veiglit  of  otfit^ittl  nutbority 
Agaimit  mo,  that  I  wn.H  right. 

Sir  G-  CHE8NKV  (Oxford)  said,  he 
felt,  ou  iiome  ac^^ouul^,  iituoh  syntpatby 
with  rbe  propoiMil  of  the  bon.  Member 
lor  FUat  (Mr*  S.  Smith)  for  au  itiquirj 
into  Iiidiao  uiiair.^^  II  lie  did  Dot  tbiuk 
tbat  the  objet'tiod**  Ut  Jiiich  au  iur^iiiry 
otit weighed  the  advautages  to  be  derived 
from  it  he  ^liouhi  uer(-!Utdy  join  In  voting 
for  the  Motion,  He  wa*«  ^atl^fied  that 
the  moi^  light  that  wa«  i brown  on  the 
aifairji  of  India^  and  on  tlie  mode  iu  whieb 
that  country  was  adniiniisteredjbe  greater 
won  hi  be  tiie  croilit,  both  to  the  Govcrn- 
tnent  aud  all  eonreriied  in  India.  The 
Government  sbonld  look  inquiry  boldly 
IQ  the  face,  and  he  was  convinced  that 
nothing  but  advantage  would  result  from 
cue  information  snpplied.  But  be  saw 
^reat  difficulties  in  the  way  of  inquiry. 
What  was  ir  to  prove  ?  In  the  words  of 
the  Motion  it  waa  nothing  le:*!3  than  nu 
inquiry  into  the  whole  field  of  Indian 
administration.  What  would  be  the 
result  of  an  inquiry  into  tlie  whole  fiehl 
of  English  life  and  government  ami 
Qoetal  conditions  anil  [xiliiics,  and  every- 
tbiug  else,  if  the  intjuiry  were  entrnsted 
to  a  Comniittee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
and  Commoni  ?  He  would  ask  the  Hoiii^e 
to  coui^ider  what  would  be  the  reanlt  of 
an  inquiry  of  this  kind— into  tLo  govern- 
ment of  In<lia,  the  political  aud  social  con* 
<Ution)^,  and  everything  eUe.  Nearly  40 
years  ago  a  i*iniihir  inquiry  wa8  instituted, 
and  Committees  of  Wth  Ilou^ei*  of  Par- 
liament collected  au  enonuous  amount  of 
moat  valuaVde  lu  formation.  Anyone 
connecte*!  with  India  and  with  Engl  aud 
ioight  look  hack  with  sati^^faction  upon 
the  evidence  which  was*  then  given. 
But  having  collected  thii*  informatioo 
the  MemberR  of  the  Committee8  found 
that  it  was  beyond  their  iiieana  to  deal 
with  it,  and  they  did  not  even  attempt  to 
4ra%v  up  a  Report  ;  they  contentetl  tliem- 
eelves  with  submitting  the  evidence  as 
received  by  the  two  Hou^e^  of  Parlia- 
titftnt.  That  was  in  1»53.  The  House 
iiad  only,  in  counectiou  with  the  demand 
now  made,  to  consider  how  enonnoudly 
the  ^eJd  of  adminiHtratiou  had  extended, 
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Tbey  were  informed  by  tbe  bon.  Member 
for  Ka«t  Fiui^burj  (Mr.  Naoroji)  thai 
they  ahould  »et  out  by  calling  for  some 
preliminary  Returns,  aud  that  tbe  first  of 
those  Returns  which  would  lie  necessary 
was  a  Return  of  tbe  income  of  every 
parson  in  India.  He  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  what  it  would  cost,  both  in 
time  aud  money,  to  obtain  suck  a 
Eeturu* 

*Mr.  naoroji  said,  a  specimen  of 
ihe  kind  of  Return  he  referred  to  ba4 
already  beeu  sent  by  him  to  tbe  Secre* 
tary  of  State»  It  dealt  with  the  total 
pro^luction  of  India,  and  set  forth  whi 
was  required  for  the  absolute  neceasi 
of  every  common  labourer.  Thei 
woubi  be  uo  ditEculty  iu  the  Governmenc 
supplying  the  Return,  for  it  simply  meant 
the  working  up  of  material  which  tbe 
Government  of  India  already  had  at  their 
command  and  could  complete. 

SiK  G,  CHESNEY  said,  tbe  hon. 
Member  was  putting  it  now  in  a  different 
form.  But  tlio  information  which  he 
re<^uirod  could  not  be  prepared  within 
reasotufcble  time  nor  with  a  reasonable 
expenditure  of  money,  and  when  ready 
it  would  be  of  no  kind  of  value.  Ko 
doubt  it  would  be  possible  to  deal  with 
the  incomes  of  persons  who  carry  on  all 
their  transactions  through  the  medium  of 
money,  but  how  about  tbe  people — about 
99  iu  every  100  of  tbe  nati%*ea  of  India 
— who  did  not  use  money  at  all  in  thf 
business  of  life,  who  lived  on  their  owd 
land,  cultivated  their  own  means  of  sup- 
port, the  food  which  they  exported,  l\\m 
raw  materials  of  the  clothing  they  worcii 
aud  the  wood  and  timber  of  which  they 
eouMtructed  their  dwellings,  and  their 
simple  furniture  ?  How  were  they  to  as* 
cerlaiu  the  amount  and  vahio  of  property 
of  that  sort  ?  Tbe  hen.  Member  for  Easl^ 
Fiusbury  ?iaid  that  he  had  himself  pre- 
pared a  Return  of  the  kind  which  he 
would  like  the  Government  to  furnish. 
But,  probably,  if  the  hon,  Member^^ 
Return  were  analysed  it  would  be  found 
to  l>e  riddled  with  mistakes.  But  there 
was  this  further  considemtlon  :  There 
already  existed  an  amount  of  information 
regarding  India — statistical,  social,  and 
otherwisc-=-which  was  more  complete 
than  was  possessed  about  any  other 
country  iu  the  world.  ludia  mighty  in 
fact,  be  said  to  have  been  worked  to  death 
with  Btatistics  of  all  kindi;,  and  what  ho 
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would  suggest  was  that  it  would  b#  more 
practical  to  make  use  of  the   in  formation 

already  available  before  proceeduig  to 
imdertake  tlie  compilatioti  of  a  great  deal 
more.  Take,  for  example,  tlio  pi>8ition  of 
the  cultivator  of  the  soil,  Aceouuts  were 
forthconntig  on  tin.-*  subject  from  every 
poiut  of  view,  collected  iu  the  most  eom- 
preiieusive  and  miuute  detaiL  Iu  tlie^e 
circumstances,  it  would  l>e  a  waste  of 
time  to  begiu  de  novo  with  the  compiia- 
iiou  of  similar  ioformatioo.  For  thone 
rea«ou2if  if  an  iiiquiry  were  grauteil  at  all, 
It  would  be  Ivetter  to  con  tine  that  itiquiry 
Co  a  very  limited  number  of  subjeein  ;  for 
eicample,  to  the  questions  eonneotetl  with 
the  financial  relatioua  of  the  two  coun- 
tries. From  that  point  of  view  the  Se- 
cretary of  Slate  might  be  preparetl  to 
meet  the  wishe:)  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Hotion*  Now,  the  hoo.  Member  who 
jieoonded  this  Motion  spoke  of  the  way 
in  which  Judia  was  dominated  by  this 
country,  and  of  the  way  iu  which  its 
wealth  was  exhausted.  He  spoke  of  the 
terrible  state  of  the  poverty  of  the  people 
of  India.  But  the  hou.  Member  went 
back  toaperioiJ  long  ago  in  contirniation  of 
his  view,  and  he  failed  fo  gather  from  him 
what  was  the  particular  remetly  or  class 
of  reine^ly  which  he  propofsed  to  meet  the 
state  of  things  of  which  Ijo  complained. 
As  far  as  appeared,  the  remedies  which 
be  had  to  propose  were  the  introduction 
of  simultaneous  examinutions  in  India 
and  England,  and  replacing  the  present 
Euglish  Civil  Service  as  soon  as  possible 
by  one  of  a  native  character*  Anybody 
who  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  supposed  that  the 
«dmioistratiun  of  India  was  entirely  con- 
ducted by  Englishmen.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  though  our  territory  in  Imlia  had 
been  increasing  year  by  year,  the  English 
Civil  Service  during  the  last  30  years 
had  undergone  a  very  considerable  re* 
ductiOQ  by  the  appointment  of  natives  of 
ludia*  He  ventured  to  speak  upon  this 
subject  with  some  confidence,  because  uo 
one  had  expresseil  himself  more  strongly 
iiian  he  had  done  as  to  what  he  con- 
sidereil  to  be  thb  injustice  to  the  people 
of  India  of  redlining  the  whole  of  the 
higher  appointments  of  the  aJm in ist ra- 
tion for  Englishmen.  He  expressed  him- 
self strongly  on  this  subject  as  far  back 
fta  30  years  ago.  The  bon.  Member  for 
Ka»t   Fiusburr  had  omitteil  to  mention 


that  during  the  Last  few  years  the  cbm- 
racter  of  the  Indian  administration  had 
undergone  a  complete  ami  rAdioal  change « 
Whereas  formerly,  no  doubt,  the  natives 
of  India  were  excluded  from  alt  high 
offices,  those  offices  were  now  within  the 
reach  of  every  man  in  the  country. 
Moreover,  apart  from  what  was  called  the 
Covenanted  Civil  Service,  tlie  great  bulk 
of  the  Civil  administration  of  the 
country  was  conducted  entirely  by  natives 
of  India.  And  when  the  Member  for 
East  Finsbury  spoke  of  the  lower  posts 
iu  the  administration,  he  might  have 
added  that  these  lower  posts  made  up 
the  Itulk  of  the  posts  which  in  nlll 
countries  composed  the  machinery  of  the 
ailmiuistrHtion,  and  that  some  of  these 
posts  were  as  highly  paid  as  corresponding  , 
posts  in  other  countries  in  the  world,  and ' 
that  the  great  increase  in  the  cost  of  the 
Civil  administration  of  India  in  the  last 
few  years  had  been  due  not  to  an  in- 
crease of  Englishmen  or  of  the  salaries 
paid  to  Englishmen,  but  to  the  greal  | 
increase  in  the  number  of  natives  em- 
ployed and  in  the  salaries  which  they 
received.  This  was  a  point,  and  a  most 
important  point,  which  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  friends  steadily  left  out  of  account. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the 
great  drain  on  the  prothico  of  India — the  , 
drain  of  thecont  of  supporting  a  European 
administration  and  of  the  payments  on 
account  of  debt  due  from  India  to  this 
country  year  by  year  j  that  if  the  Civil 
Service  was  given  over  entirely  to 
the  natives  India  would  Ijecome  rich, 
and  tlie  poverty-producing  conditions  in 
that  country  would  then  come  to  ati  end. 
He  believed  the  hon.  Gentleman  ha<l  been 
gooil  enough  to  say  that  he  had  not  quite 
made  up  his  mind  that  India  should  yet 
do  altogether  without  English  troops  ; 
but  suppose  that  the  whole  Civil  Service 
bad  been  Indianiseil,  was  it  intended,  as 
the  first  result  of  this  happy  state  of  i 
things,  to  repudiate  the  heiivy  debts  of 
India  r  Was  the  interest  on  the  capital  of 
£140,000,00(>laidout  on  rail  ways  in  India 
to  \ye  repudiated  ?  Were  the  other  del  ts  of 
India  for  tnoney  spent  for  her  welfare  to 
be  repudiated  ?  If  not,  what  became  of] 
the  supposition  that  a  great  saving  or 
advantage  would  arise  from  the  substitu- 
tion of  an  Indian  Civil  Servico  for  a 
European  one  ?  He  did  not  think  that 
matter  could  he  seriously  considered  t<st 
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A  moment.  >  How  wMild  moh. »  bhang^ 
lessen  Uie  amotrntofimbnajr  which  tb4 
hou.  ]ieiiiber>  for  Seet  Finaharj  and 
otbert  Qompkioed  was  being  mawaM$ 
ahfltraoted.froiHi  thnieoiintey  ?  )  No  end 
could  teriooeljr  contend  •thai-  India  oonla 
.  then,  Auj  more  tiMm  ^he  conid  now) 
repudiate  her  xeaponeibilitj  to  rapaj  the 
enonnoos  inmB  tkat^bad  beoi  •spent  fo( 
her  benefit.  Itwaa  tetd  that  India  was 
discontented  and  disafieotcd  at  being 
adminieltilM  by  a  foreiga  peoplewi  Td 
that  Qztenty  no  doubt»  India  waaa  ioffeihil 
beyond  wliat  would  iMTe  b«en  tlie  case^ 
suppoaing  tliat  the  eame  resuite  had  beeq 
produced  bj  a  pnrelj  native  rule.  Snp^ 
posing  tbaty  instead  of  India  having  been 
ooenpied  bj  the  English,  the  pe(^le  of 
that  conntrj  had  worked  out  their  own 
8alvmtk>n  for  themseiTcs,  and  *  had 
established  a  free  Gorerument;  tlial 
thej  had  pdt  down  the  state  cl  general 
anarchjr  that  akisted  throughout  ^  the 
Empire  at  the  time  when  iheEnglisfai 
came  upon  the  scene  and  assisted  tlram  t 
that  thej,  nnakled^  had  established 
the  irrigation  and  irrii^ation  work^ 
which  had  done  so  much  to  develoil 
the  country,  then  no  doabt  the  eom<« 
plaint  that  so  muoh  money  had  been 
annually  drained  ^ot  of  India  woiila 
have  deserved  the  serious  attention  of  the 
House.  But  that  was  not  the  case.  Nd 
doubt,  year  by  year,  a  large  sum  had 
been  abstracted  from  India  and  sent  to 
Europe ;  that  could  not  be  denied.  Bnt 
conld  anybody  say  that  if  the  state  of 
things  which  he  had  supposed  were 
realised,  India  would  be  any  better  off 
than  she  was  at  the  present  time  ?  What 
was  the  condition  o£  India  before  England 
came  forward  to  help  her?  Just  106 
years  ago,  Twining,  as  he  stated  in  his 
Travels^  marched  from  Allahabad  to 
Agra  and  Delhi — ac^ross  that  part  of  India 
now  known  as  the  North-West  Pro- 
vinces— and  he  described  that  region  as 
nothing  better  than  a  desert  and  infested 
by  robbers.  Two  attacks  were  made 
upon  him  by  the  way,  and  he  had  to 
organise  a  strong  force  of  soldiers  to  pro- 
tect himself  and  his  party,  who  hardly 
expected  to  get  back  again  to  civilisationw 
Thanks  to  the  wise  policy  of  British  rule, 
that  region  described  as,  at  that  time,  a 
desert  had  become  a  perfect  gaiden 
That  bad  been  entirely  the  result  of  wr 
rah.      Granting    that  India  had 
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krge  stams  /^  Monegr  'to*  iikt" 
she  had  reoeiired.  freot 
ruleffsi>  ne  doebt  h 
igieatly:.to  'bcv  achiaaiagenifrM 
hav#.  carried  ont  her  own- 
aidedii.£br/case  wad  simihr/to: 
peepleiwho  were  eoai^ieiledto:eall.i».t 
aid-ol  a  doctor  or  a  lawyer.  Of* 
it  would  be  betser  for  «  man  If  he  eeoid 
cure  himself  in  skikness,  or-'ifi:4e.eQiild 
eondnct  hb  own  hwr<«nlt.  But* 'nobody 
would  Contend  -tbat  becanset  -the  nan 
found  it  difficnlt-to  pay  for  the  serweee 
ef  bis  lawyer  or  doctor-he  sbstnld^not 
be  called  upon  todo  se.  The  i|«eatien 
was,  whether  India  had  paidteoineh  ? 
He  beUeved  that  the  benefiU' wUeh 
India  had  derived  from  the:  afsiitaoee  of 
this  eeentry  were  far  in  advance  ti  any 
pecuniary  Iktbility  she  bad  had  -tm  hear 
in  respect  eC  thein.  Ckuild'tay  leasOfti- 
able  pbrson  suppose  tbat^if  we  hed^^een 
able  to  at  once  substitute!  natii^  lor 
Enn^Man  administratbn,  per  solfiM^  the 
progress  of  Ibdia  wonid'have  been  «a 
rapkl  as  it  has  been  ?  Then  they  had 
been  toM  b)<  the  hon.  Meliibec  fbr»Etat 
Flnsbury  that  Ind»  was  sufibriog  fsom 
excessive  military  bzpendjitore ;  'hot  aiqr- 
Oiie  who  bad  any  praetica}  experience  'Of 
military  matters  in  India  wonld  know 
that  that  expenditure  had  been  reduced 
as  far  as  possible,  and  he  should  like  ^to 
know  in  what  way  it  could  have  been 
avoided.  It  had  been  found  impossible 
to  further  reduce  the  expraditnnB  oen- 
sisteutly  with  the  necessity  of  keeping 
pace  in  military  improvements,  and  of 
providing  the  necessary  equipments.  In 
that  way  the  expenditure  had  necessary 
gone  on.  India  was  held  by  extremely 
small  garrisons.  Hon.  Members  should 
not  forget  that  in  comparison  with  other 
Powers  the  strength  of  our  Army  there 
was  exceedingly  small,  and  that  it  had 
been  so  greatly  reduced  during  the  past 
30  years  that  it  could  not  safely  be  far- 
ther decreased.  Indeed,  the  Army  was 
now  so  limited  that  it  was  not  more  than 
suflicient  for  the  ordinary  police  duty  of 
the  country.  Take,  for  example,  the 
large  City  of  Delhi,  with  its  population 
of  800,000  persons.  If  proper  control 
were  not  maintained  there,  situated  as  it 
was  in  the  centre  of  a  turbulent  district,  it 
would  speedily  return  to  a  state  of  anarchy. 
At  the  present  time  the  troops  there 
were  few,'  consisting  of  little  more  than 
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on«  weak  battalion  of  uattTe  infautrj,  a 
garrbon  Ikattery  of  British  artillery,  aud 
a  squadron  of  uatire  cavalry.  A^Id, 
t^ke  Bengal,  a  Province  with  a  popula- 
tion twice  a»  large  as  that  of  thin  ooun- 
try— about  70,0(K),000.  The  military 
foffses  there  cousistetl  maiuly  of  a  few 
battailous  of  Europeiiu  tiod  tititive  iu- 
faotry — ^a  mere  Imndftd  compared  with 
the  enormous  population  over  which 
th©y  had  to  keep  guard.  Therefore,  he 
defied  anybody  to  say  that  the  Army  was 
extravagaot  in  numbers.  The  pay  of 
Britii^h  soldiers  was  not  large,  and  the 
oflicer^  were  in  a  state  of  poeitive  poverty. 
The  itiiiQitious  of  war  were  certainly  not 
more  than  sufficient*  Complaints  had 
been  made  with  reference  to  other  branches 
of  expenditure,  and  that  there  had  beeu  a 
considerable  increase  in  salaries  to  Euro* 
peaos  in  appointments  for  which  natives 
could  not  compete.  It  wa»  not  true  to 
say  that  the  Government  refudeil  to  allow 
natives  to  compete  for  appointments, 
sttbjeel  to  their  fitness,  on  equal  term? 
with  Europeans.  In  regard  to  holding 
higher  podttiona,  as  far  also  as  the  Army 
WAfi  concerned,  he  thought  the  time  liafi 
came  when  further  advantages  might  he 
sHrfely  ofieretl  to  natives,  and  he  thought 
the  concessions  recently  made  would 
work  well.  Natives  had  been  found 
efficient  aud  able  in  the  performance  of 
ivdmittistrative  duties.  Those  duties 
they  had  performed  with  integrity  ;  the 
result  had  been  eminently  satisfactory, 
aod  he  thought  the  same  principle 
ebould  lr>e  applied  to  the  Army.  Natives 
had  certainly  proved  themselves  com- 
petent in  a^lministrative  posts,  and  they 
would  probably  be  found  capable  of 
tilling  E^tecutive  appointments  also.  He 
hoped  and  believed  that  that  policy 
would  be  carried  out  lief  ore  long.  Under 
the  new  Rules  it  would  he  possible  for 
the  people  of  India  to  come  to  England 
sod  take  advantage  of  the  examiua- 
tiotis.  He  thought  it  was  said  by  Lord 
Macaulay,  amongst  others,  that  Indians 
abould  be  allowed  by  all  means  to  come 
over  and  take  their  chance,  and  that  if  a 
man  showed  sufficient  superiority  to 
caste  feeling  to  take  a  voyage  to  England 
for  that  purpose  he  exhibited  so  much 
strength  of  character  that  he  might  be 
regarded  as  without  doubt  fit  for  the 
Civil  Service,  Jt  was  never  contem- 
ptatedi    however,   that    the    natives   of 


India  would,  to  any  large  extent,  enter 
into  the  Civil  Service  by  this  metho<U 
Now  that  things  had  advanced  so  far  he 
thought  the  time  had  arrived  when  the 
Government  of  India  should  frankly 
say,  **  We  for  the  presetit  intend,  say 
for  the  next  10  years,  that  the  Civil 
Service  of  India  shall  contain  a 
certain  number  of  Englishmen  who  shall 
undergo  an  examination  test  in  England, 
aud  that  the  other  members  of  the  Civil 
Service  shall  be  appointed  in  India." 
While  competition  was  an  admirable  way 
of  selecting  Englishmen  for  the  Civil 
Service  it  was  a  perfectly  unsuitable  way 
of  choosing  the  people  of  India  for  high 
Executive  or  administrative  posts.  By 
choosing  them  through  the  atinual  com- 
petition the  Government  cut  off  the  very 
class  whom  they  wanted  to  assof.Mate 
with  them  in  the  government  of  India — 
the  governing  class  from  whom  we  had 
received  the  government  of  India,  aud 
to  whom,  in  part,  he  hoped  we  might 
entrust  it  again.  When  gentlemen  came 
from  India  and  told  the  House  that  the 
one  subject  which  was  attracting  the 
attention  of  the  hopeless  millions  of  that 
country  was  the  question  of  simultaneous 
examination,  he  auswere<l  that  not  one 
man  in  a  thousand  in  IndEa  had  ever 
heard  of  competition  or  anything  of  the 
kind.  He  thought  the  Government  of 
India  and  the  Secretary  for  India  had 
taken  the  wiser  course  in  determining 
that  the  avenue  of  the  people  of  India  to 
high  service  in  the  State  should  be 
through  the  Civil  Service  itself.  A 
guarantee  of  qualification  would  thereby 
be  supplied  which  could  be  obtained  lii 
no  other  way.  Though  he  deprecated  the 
inquiry  suggested,  he  thought  there  were 
some  points  into  which  an  investigation 
was  highly  desirable.  An  inquiry  might 
well  take  place  into  the  question  of  the 
financial  relations,  especially  in  military 
matters,  between  India  and  England. 
There  he  thought  that  India  came  oW 
very  badly.  If  soldiers  were  sent  on  an 
expedition  to  some  other  part  of  the 
world  possibly  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment paid  part  of  the  expenditure,  but 
in  almost  every  e^se  they  went  on  pay- 
ing the  indirect  charges  arising  out  of 
the  absence  of  the  troops  and  the  whole 
of  their  pay  and  allowances*  The  ground 
on  which  this  was  done  was  that  the 
troops  must  be  kept  up  in  auyotka^^tA 
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they  couU  DOt  be  disbiuideil.  But  when 
it  came  to  a  quegtiao  of  employing 
Britisk  troops  ia  ItiUia  tbe  uttermost 
fartbiug  was  exacted  from  tbe  lodiau 
Treasury,  wbicb  had  to  provide  tbe  re^ 
crultiiig  dep«)tB  aud  tbe  eot^t  of  the 
soldi er(»  from  the  day  xhty  were  em* 
barked  and  coiitribute  towanJn  tbe 
expeooes  of  every  ttatioti  and  eiitabliHb* 
ment  id  tbat  ootiotry.  He  tbougbt  that 
if  a  Committee  of  tbe  two  llouieB 
were  to  examine  into  tbat  question 
tbey  would  discover  ibui  ludin  was  uot 
fairly  dealt  with  iu  regard  to  it. 
In  large  matters  of  policy  aUo 
India  wn6  very  often  treated  unfairly. 
There  was  tbe  ease  of  tbe  la«^t  Afglian 
War,  for  im^tance.  No  doubt  it  was  on 
tbe  Indian  frontier,  and  undertaken  fur 
Indian  purposes  ;  but  tbe  Britii!ib  Empire 
bad  tbe  mo*<t  potent  interest  in  tbe  issue 
of  tliat  war,  and  be  submitted  tbat  the 
contribution  maile  by  tbe  Imperial 
Treasury  to  tbe  cost  of  that  war  wa« 
perfectly  iuadeqnate.  Tbe  bon*  (ientle* 
man  oppOj»ite  bad  mi»^ed  tbt^  question 
whether,  in  cousIderHtiou  of  the  fact  tbat 
India  maintained  70,(XK)  troops  in  a  high 
state  of  efficieticy»  5ome  *<bare  of  the  cost 
should  not  be  ptiid  by  Englattd.  Tbat 
was  a  question  on  wbiub  much  might  be 
aaid.  II  the  Secretary  for  India  would 
agree  to  an  inquiry,  be  (8ir  G.  CbeMuey) 
thought  it  would  fte  mofit  satifi factory. 

•Mr.  SEYMOUU  KEAY  (Elgin  and 
Nairn)  9iiid  that,  in  rising  to  «up[^»ort  the 
Amendment,  be  des«ired,  in  tbe  liriit  place, 
ip  a  few  words  to  call  the  attentiou  of 
tbe  House  to  the  very  c^barp  division  of 
opinion  which  existed  between  tbe 
gentlemen  who  had  worn  tbe  roseate 
f*pec tildes  of  official  life  on  tbe  one  band 
and  tho&e  who,  like  bim«elf,  had  never 
worn  tliosespectaf^lei?  on  tbe  other.  Some 
Inquti'y,  be  thought,  wa^  needed  for  the 
purpose  of  bridging  over  tbe  ditference 
between  the  viewis  of  tliese  two  claftses  of 
Mem  tiers.  He  thought  tbat  the  two  hist 
Hpeakers  from  the  opposite  side  of  tbe 
HoniBebiui  entirely  mideted  tbe  chief  point 
of  tbe  Resolution  now  before  tbe  Hon&e- 
Hou.  Gentlemen  opposite  bad  i»aid  a 
great  deal  in  praisf^e  of  tbe  ex  lifting 
Government  of  India,  but  it  appeared  to 
bim  tbat  iu  ringing  tbe  praises  of  the 
government  of  India  they  were  not 
oppoiiog  tbi^  Ameodmeot  ui  tbe  sligbtost 
il0grm*     He  and  big  friends  could  just  aA 
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well  «ing  the  praiaes  of  the  Governraenl 
of  India  if  they  had  uot  more  Berioua 
mattem  eugaginii;  their  attention.  It 
would  be  an  extraordiuary  thing  if  a  grefti 
and  magniHcent,  and  euormouijily  coitJy^ 
Grovemment  should  exist  without  aGi;oro« 
pli«bing  some  excellent  work.  But  what 
was  tbe  point  that  bon.  Members  Imd 
mlNied  ?  He  aaid  tbey  bad  missed  the 
cardinal  point  of  the  whole  Amendmeofc 
^— that  however  excellent  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  might  be«  they  held 
tbat  the  conditioo  of  tbe  }>eopte  of 
India  was  such  that  tbey  could  Dot 
discbarge  tbe  enormous  pecuoiary 
expenditure  connected  with  it.  It 
was  not  a  question  of  the  value  of  tbe 
Goverumcnt,  but  a  question  as  to  whether 
such  a  Government  could  bet^uetained  by 
tbe  people.  He  de^^ired  to  say  tlial  oo 
inquiry  wbicb  tbe  right  hon.  Genttemati 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  could 
offer  to  Members  would  be  in  tbe  leaat 
degree  tMitisfactory  to  tlie  people  of  Indta^ 
unlc^  there  was  Included  iu  the  Reference 
to  the  Committee  an  investigation  as  t^ 
the  ability  of  tbe  people  of  India  to  sud- 
taiu  the  existing  cost  of  tbe  GovernmenU 
He  had  ah^eady  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  sharp  division  of 
opinion  on  two  sides  of  tbe  House  with 
regard  to  the  ability  of  the  people  af 
India  to  sustain  tbe  present  cost  of  the 
Government.  How  were  tbey  met  by 
the  ofticial  apologists  for  rhe  Govern- 
ment ?  They  all  joined  in  telling  them 
what  every l>o*ly  knew  already.  They 
l>elatHleil  the  work  they  bad  achieved^ 
but  tbey  studiously  refrained  fr(»m 
ta«.-kling  the  hard  matter-of*fact  problem 
w bother  tbe  people  of  India  were  getting 
richer  or  poorer.  That  was  the 
crux  of  the  whole  question,  and 
for  the  Government  to  give  them 
any  inquiry  which  wouhl  exclude  tbat 
material  fact  from  tbe  consideration  of 
tbe  Committee  of  Investigation  would  be 
held  by  the  ])eople  of  India  as  notbio^ 
but  a  sbam.  Tbey  had  been  told  from 
tbe  other  side  of  tiie  House  tbat  the 
people  of  India^  instead  of  gettiug  poorer* 
were  in  a  mo^t  con j fort tible  coiiditioD, 
The  ban*  and  gallant  Gentleman  tho 
Member  for  Central  Haekney  (Sir  A* 
Scoblo)  told  them  plainly  tbat  iu  hid 
opinion  the  euttivator  iu  India,  although 
be  bad  only  a  small  balance  arising  from 
his  labour,  yet  had  amply   sufficient  for 
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his  wants^  -while  the  hoo.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  R.  Temple)  gave  a  strong 
denial  taet  night  to  the  statement 
of  hif<  hon.  Friend  beside  him 
(^Mr,  Nacifoji)  when  it  was  sug- 
gested that  tlie  people  of  India  were  not 
getting  Hcher  but  poorer.  Fnrthennore* 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Central 
Hackner  said  tliat  there  Imd  been  no  breach 
of  the  engngemeutft  made  by  the  Queen's 
Proclnmatlon  or  by  the  Charter  Act  of 
1^33  with  regard  to  the  employment 
of  natives  in  Government  Offtcen.  He 
would  like  to  offer  some  remarks  upon 
the  qnesrtion  as  to  whether  the  pledges  of 
the  Queeu*6  Proclamation  had  been 
carried  our.  What  were  those  pledges  ? 
They  were  very  well  stated  before  a 
Committee  of  that  House  a  good  many 
years  ago  by  the  late  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan,  who  gave  evidence  t)efore  the 
Finance  Committee  in  1874,  Sir  Charles 
told  the  Committee  tlmt  the  pledges  were 
that  the  nntiveH  should  be  employed 
equally  with  Europeans  according  to 
their  qualifications  ;  that  was  set 
otit  in  the  87th  daut^e  of  the  Charter 
Act  of  1 833^  and  wa:^  Aim  eontained  in  a 
ctauee  of  the  Qneen*a  Proelamation. 
Then  Sir  Charles  went  on  to  «tate  his 
opinioit  of  the  qualiticatious  of  the  natives 
of  India^  winch,  of  coiir»e,  ought  to  be 
the  only  limitation  to  their  employment, 
as  it  wa«  in  the  case  of  Europeans.  He 
pointed  out  that  tliere  were  numerous 
situations  for  which  tlie  natives  were 
specially  qualitied,  especially  as  revenue 
oficials,  and  said  that  the  whole  appoint* 
iDeuta  in  the  Customs  might  be  tilled  by 
nativet*  He  went  on  to  say  that 
ii  ttood  to  reason  that  if  they  M'ere 
lit  to  be  Judges  of  the  High  Court 
they  were  fit  also  for  subordinate  appoint- 
ments ;  the  Judges  had  fully  come  up  to 
the  mark  not  only  in  ability^  but  in 
ititegrity  also;  and  we  should  gain  in 
tecnrity  and  popularity  and  economy  by 
imploying  them.  He  would  not  trouble 
the  House  further  with  references  of  this 
larty  but  would  merely  mentrou  that  he 
Ctiuld  qtiote  the  opinion  of  many  eminent 
A,Dglo> Indians  to  the  same  effect.  With 
rei^ard  to  the  employment  of  the  natives 
he'  thought  he  could  now  show  that  the 
ple-Mges  given  had  not  been  carried  out. 
The'i  late  Mr.  John  Bright  obtained  a 
RetUirn,  which  was  now  about  10  years 
old  I  i^howing  the  number  and  emoluments 


of  Europeans  and  nativee  employed  by  the 
Government  of  India  at  salaries  of  over 
£100ayear.  He  (Mr.  Seymour Keay)  pro- 
cured iwoy  ears  ago  a  moderate  ex  tension  of 
that  Return,  and  he  proposed  to  show  from 
its  figures  whether  or  no  any  substantial 
increase  had  taken  place  in  recent  years  In 
the  number  and  salaries  of  natives  of  IndiU 
employed    in    the  Public    Service,     Th< 
Return,    wliich   was  granted    tw*o    ye 
ago     upou    his    Motion^     showed    that 
of  the  70,tXX)    Euroi>ean     population  of 
India     other     than     soldiers      no     lesa 
than   28,0<X)   Europeans    held    G-orern* 
ment  posts  at  salaries  of  more  than  £105 
a  year.     These  28,000  European  ofKcers 
divided  among  them   yearly   the   sum  of 
no    less    than     151,000,000    of    rupees. 
Not  only  so^  but  rhe  Return  showed  that  of*, 
these  2H»(XH>  gentlemen   no   less   than  33  - 
per  cent,  lived  in   this  country,  and  that 
these  drew  no   less  than    60,000,000  of 
rupees  yearly — that  was,  40  per  cent,  of 
the  whole  surn  was  drawn    by  non-effec^ 
tive  Europeans  in  this  country.     He  wa» 
not  going  to  say  whether  it  was    neces- 
sary  or    not,  but   he  was  ibowing   the 
financial  burden  that   was  cast  upon  the 
native  population,  and  it  was  not  open  to 
hon.  Members  opposite   to  stand  np  and 
say,  "Do  you  say  that  Europeans  should 
have  no  pensions  or  not  be  allowed  to  retire 
to  England  ? '*     His  point  was  that  the 
charge   was  an  enormous   one»  which,  a9 
he    should    prove,  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  India  generally  did   not  permit 
them    to    pay.      Let  them  contrast  the 
uumbers  and   amounts     he    had    quoted 
in     regard    to    Europeaus     with    those 
of  natives    employed   by    the    Govern- 
ment   of    India    at    a    salary    of   £100 
a  year.  There  were  2H 7, 000,000  of  people 
in  India,  .tnd  of  these  only    17,000  drewj 
salaries   of  more   ihau    £l(X),  and   thesq 
native  officers   only  drew   32,000,000 
rupees  amongst  them.  What  did  this  mean  ?^ 
It  meant  that  2f*,000  Europeans   drew 
154,000,000  of  rupees  a  year,  and  tliat  the 
native  officials  of   the  country,   number- 
ing  17,000  only,  drew  only  '32,000,C 
of  rupees.  The  abseutee  Europeans  drei» 
60,000,000  of  rupees  a  year,  so  that  tM 
non-effective  Europeans    living    in    this 
country  drew  from  the  public  Treasurv 
of  India  about  double  the  whole  araouij 
paid  to  the  whole  of  the  natives  of  IndiaJ^ 
who  were  allowed  into  the  Goveromentser- 
vice  at  all,  at  salaries  of  over  £100  a  year. 
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He  liAd  shown  that  the  natives  of  ladta 

were  capiible  pori^ous  and  could  be  cm- 
pLojed  iu  niiicb  larger  titiinberis  than  liiey 
*mw  exhibited  iu  tbi*}  Reluru«  Now,  with 
the  pennis^iou  of  the  House  he  would  iwk 
leave  to  put  before  them  sorjie  really 
terrible  fact;*  showing  the  8tate  of  the 
people  who  had  in  some  way  or  another 
to  Hud  the  euonnous  sums  of  money  necsji- 
«ary  to  defray  tlie  cost  of  a  foreign  Go- 
vernment. Last  year  lie  him^self  had  a  small 
census  taken  of  a  few  average  villages  in 
the  Bomlmy  Presidency,  which  were 
well  known  to  the  hon.  Baronet  oppoi^ite 
(Sir  R,  Tomple)  who  was  Governor  of 
the  Prertideucy  for  two  aitd  a-balf  years. 
The  people  of  the  five  villagei  whose 
census  he  took  d umbered  236  persouB.  The 
land  farmed  by  thei>e  villagers  auiouuted 
to  1,400  aore.s.  From  the  village  books 
he  found  that  the  whole  gross  value  of 
the  crops  of  the  year  w^as  £  1 93.  Through 
sheer  poverty  not  a  vestige  of  manure 
had  been  put  upon  tht»  land  for  10  years. 
If  they  allowed  ouly  1 48,  a  3'ear  each  to 
these  236  persons  for  subsii^teuce. 
And  11  rupees  for  each  of  the 
58  pairs  of  agricultural  bullocks, 
the  whole  net  produce  of  these  five 
villages  amounted  to  £o  sterling  iu 
the  year.  But  what  did  these  people 
pay  in  Land  lie  venue  .''  No  less  than  £73, 
ultliongh  til  ere  was  ouly  £o  of  real 
iturplus  at  alL 

Sir  R.  temple  :  How  did  they  pay 

it? 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  said,  he  was 
glad  the  hoii.  Barouet  hail  asked  l*»o 
question.  The  village  books  supplietl 
the  answer.  They  showed  that  the 
aaseasmeut  was  paid  by  born) wing  from 
the  village  usurers  at  24  per  cent,  per 
^nnum. 

Sir  R.  temple  :  When  was  this 
inquiry  made  ? 

Mr,  SEYMOUR  KEAY  said,  the 
inquiry  was  made  two  years  ago.  What 
did  the  usurers'  books  ehoiv  ?  They 
ahow^ed  that  12,000  rupees  were  owed  by 
the  villagers — that  was  to  say,  10  years 
of  the  whole  asaessment.  He  said  most 
confidently  that  that  was  not  an  exeep* 
ttonal  but  a  usual  condition  of  the  culti- 
vators in  the  Deccau  at  this  moment. 
Some  doubt  might  be  tlirowo  upon  a 
private  census.  He  would  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  to  the  statements 
he  waa  about  to  lay  before  the  House,  and 

Mr»  Seymour  Keay 


he  asked  his  special  attention,  because  be 
would  do  a  most  unusual  thing  if  he  was 
able  to  get  up  after  him  and  make  a  plain 
answer  to  an  official  statement  he  would 
uow  put  to  the  House.  Seven  years  ago 
— although  they  had  been  told  tonlay  bjr 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  that  it  was 
impossible  to  prepare  anything  like  an 
accurate  account  showing  the  condition 
of  the  populattoti  of  India — the  Govern- 
ment of  India  in  their  secret  departmeQt 
and  for  their  own  purposes,  not  only 
asked  for,  but  got  Returns,  and  adequate 
Returns,  in  exactly  the  sense  in  wlUch  it 
1ia4l  been  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  it  was  impossible  to  obtain  them. 
What  was  the  occasion  when  this  took 
place,  and  with  what  object  were  these 
Returns  prepared  ?  It  might  be  remem* 
Ijered  that  al»out  that  time  a  very  dis- 
tinguished officer,  who  ha<i  served  the 
Government  of  India  long  and  with 
great  ability — Sir  W.  Hunter — had  pub- 
lished a  book,  and  a  statement  was  made 
in  it  that  became  famous.  Sir  W. 
HuQter  was  the  Director  General  of 
Statistics,  and  his  statement  was — 

*«  that  iQ,U(>0,000  of  tbe  ppx«pleof  In  iiA,  or  about 
one-iiftK  babitouUy  go  through  lif<&  upon  in* 
sufticicnt  footi." 

The  Government  of  India  having  seen 
thii^  statemeut,  ami  feeling  that  il  had 
weight  in  this  country,  wanted,  if  po#- 
stble,  to  get  hold  of  statements  from 
their  subordinate  otticers  which  would 
be  in  the  nature  of  a  denial  of  its 
truth.  They  therefore  sent  a  Circular 
to  all  the  subordinate  Governments 
and  heads  of  Departments,  whicli 
they  carefully  marked  **  coufideutiaU** 
He  did  not  know  what  there  was  par* 
ticularly  confidential  about  statements  «ks 
to  whether  millions  of  persons  we^ 
living  on  insufficient  food  ;  but  so  it  wads. 
He  wa^i  almost  ashamed  to  say  that  jn 
connection  with  this  Circular  the  Goverii* 
ment  of  India  did  a  thing  which  was  un- 
worthy of  a  great  Government.  In  the 
Circular  they  began  by  misquoting  the 
statement  which  Sir  W,  Hunter  bad 
made — namely,  that — 

^*  40,000,000  of  the  people  of  Imlia,  about  one- 
flfth,  went  through  life  on  IntuflScient  food.** 

The  question  which  the  Government  of 
India  put  to  these  officials  was  whether  it 
was  *'wholly  untrue  or  partially  true  that 
the  greater  portion  of  the  population  of 
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Toditt  j^nffered  from  iosuffideDcy  of  food/' 
He  hoped  they  would  get  some  informa- 
tion how  ir  was  that  a  great  Governmeut 
deliberately  misquoted  such  a  fttatemeut  in 
this  way.  To  the  question  as  put  by  the 
Government  he  himself  should  reply  in 
the  negative.  Sir  W.  Huutcr  said 
nothing  of  the  kimi.  What  he  said  was 
thai  one-fifth  partofthe  people  were  with- 
out ftiifficieut  food.  But  it  was  with  this 
garbled  statement  that  the  Circular  went 
forth.  The  replies  which  en  me  in  in  due 
course  were  bound  up  in  Blue  Book.^ 
marked  **eonfidentiaL"  Lest  there  ?^hou Id 
be  any  suggestion  that  he  had  obtaiued 
this  Blue  Book  in  an  improper  way,  he 
might  Bay  titat  they  had  been  givcu 
to  tliose  MeuiberH  of  this  House  who 
had  asked  for  thani^  as  the  best  wuy^ 
he  believed,  of  siloticiiig  que^^tions  about 
the  matter.  Although  tlic  officials  to  whom 
the  work  wa^  entrusted  were  deliberately 
misled,  and  althou^rii  it  was  conveyed  to 
them  that  they  should  report  in*  favour 
of  the  views  of  the  Government  of  India, 
yet  the  truth^  cropped  out.  He  would 
quote  from  page  44  of  the  Report  in  one 
of  these  volumes.  It  was  called  A 
Report  on  the  Condi f Ion  of  the  Lower 
Classes  in  BviKjaL  The  officer  in  charge 
of  the  Kampt»ur  district  made  a  census  of 
12  villagijs  scattered  throughout  that 
lurge  district — a  district  which,  roughly 
speaking,  represented  l,CK>0^000  of  popu- 
lation. He  found  in  these  12  villages  that 
there  were  2,000  perj^ouH,  of  whom  1,600 
were  cultivators,  and  the  remaining  400 
were  labourers,  artizans,  and  so  forth. 
Wliat  did  the  1,600  cultivators  do  ?  The 
officer  found  that  after  paying  rent  and 
cost  of  cultivation  they  hatf  available  for 
their  support  16  rupees  each  :  that  was 
£1  per  head.  The  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Mid  Hackney  sneered  at  the 
idea  that  27  rupees  per  year  wa?<  held  to 
be  the  income  of  the  cultivatoi's ;  but 
here  the  officer  in  charge  of  this  district 
told  them  that  the  cultivators — that  was  to 
tay,  the  better  class — had  only  £1  a  head 
for  Bubeistence  inone_v.  Then  there  were 
400  labourers,  artizaup,  wfisherraen, 
Ac^  who  had  ITs.  per  head  per 
year  as  the  whole  of  their  means  of  ?^ub- 
sistence.  The  next  vohmie  gave  the 
reeult  of  inquiries  into  the  economic 
condition  of  the  North -West  Province 
and  Oudh.  The  population  of  the  dis- 
trict   in  this  case    was   also  1,000,000. 

VOL,  XXVIIL  [roiTRTii  series  J 


The  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Rai  Bareili 
had  made  the  whole  thing  out  as  clearly 
as  figiirefl  could  make  it.  He  gave  a 
census  of  30  average  families  scattered  in 
different  parts  of  his  large  district,  these 
families  consisting  of  173  porsous.  The 
gross  yield  of  the  land  of  these  people 
umountetl  to  £173 — £1  a  head  of  the 
cultivating  population*  He  f»uind  thfit 
there  were  swallowed  up  hy  ibe  cost  of 
seed,  hired  lalKJur,  and  interest  paid  to 
usurers,  £40,  while  the  rent  paid  to  the 
Government  amounted  to  £67.  What 
was  the  result  r  It  was  that  the  balance 
for  the  food  and  clothing  of  these  173 
cultivators — for  there  were  no  landless 
labourers  included— amounted  to  £66, 
which  was  nhotit  8s.  per  i»ead  per  annum. 
This  was  the  state  of  the  district  of 
Kai  Bareili  containing  1 ,0(KVX)0  of  souls. 
The  question  might  again  be  asked,  **How,^ 
then,  do  they  live  at  all  ?  ** 

Sir  R.  temple  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mil.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  sawf,  i'tr 
would  be  difficult  for  the  hon.  Baronet 
to  reply  to  the  facts  which  wnuhl  be  put 
before  him.  In  the  fir^t  place,  the 
families  of  theue  cultivators  made  about 
£47  by  labour  outside  of  agriculture 
altogether.  He  would  give  the  House 
tlie  rtcxt  paragraph  of  this  otficer's 
Report,  because  it  would  show  how 
everything  was  cleared  oif  into  the  British 
Treasury  which  these  people  and  their 
families  could  possibly  make.  Here  was  a 
li;*t  of  the  kinds  of  labour  done  by  these 
people,  which  helped  them  to  pay  their 
Land  Tax  :  Salary  of  village  watchman,^ 
Rs.4  :  weaving  live  pieces  of  cloth^. 
Rs.l  ;  sold  skin  of  dead  bnlIock> 
Rk.2  ;  sold  butter,  Rs.3;  mode  10  woollen 
blankets,  Rs.lO;  received  present  from 
brother,  Rs.60  ;  csiTying  palanquins, 
Rs.3 ;  thatching  houses,  KsJ  ;  boy 
1 1  years  old  receives  as  day  lal>our©r 
1  anna  per  day  ;  wife  acts  as  midwife, 
which  brings  the  husband  Rs.6  in  thei. 
year.  What  did  this  show  ?  Why,  that 
even  with  the  help  of  their  outside  labour 
every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  these 
districts  were  at  this  moment  compelled 
to  support  life  as  liest  they  could,  each, 
on  a  starvation  pittance  of  13s*  a  year. 
The  last  instance  hot  one  he  woulrf 
give  from  these  Blue  Books  wa», 
from  page  209  of  the  same  volume. 
It  consiste^l  of  Major  Anson's  Report  on[ 
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a  part  of   the    Fyz»biul    iHsfriet,   which 
district  conlriMieil  ti  population  of  about 
1,000,000,  Thi.i  officer  wetit  deeper  still, 
uikI  tmnle  out  h  regular  taliular  s«tatoinet»t 
of    the    different    degrees    of    gtiirvatioti 
that  existed  in  his  distriot,  ehowiii^  the 
average  amount  of  food  eaten  thronj;hout 
the  year  hy  each  of  the  seven  elitss^es 
iijto  whirli   he  divided   the  whole  popu- 
lation.    He  ^et  out  with  the  welUknowu 
fiic't,  which  certainly  would  not  he  con- 
troverted   from    the    other    side,    that    a 
FBtiou  of  two  I  hi*,  of  dry  grain  \mr  head 
daily  wa;*   the  uece.'^sary   minim uni  for  a 
healthy    life    iimongst    the    agrieultiiml 
popidatiqn  in  India.     He  then  gave  the 
amount   actually  avaihihle   to  each  clasH, 
and  ahowetl   tlmt  the  cultivating  fanner 
and  bis  family  iiml  only  five-sixths  of  the 
minimum  two  lit!*,  food  supply  nece.Hsary 
for   a    healthy    life.     Tlie    Indian    farm 
labourer,    he    showed,    liad   only    three- 
leighths  of   two  lbs,  of  dry  grain  a  day. 
Then  came  the  day  labourer,  who  got  two- 
thirds  of  the  tw*o  lbs,  ration.     The  petty 
dealer  hud   three-j^ixths   of  the  two  lbs., 
ami  the  artiaan  and  servant  had  just  the 
two    lbs.     There  was   a    seventh    elass, 
consisting  of  one  man  in  each  village — 
the  eorndealer  himself — and  lie  was  cer- 
tified to  bp  the  solitiiry  creature  who  got 
more  than  the  two  lbs,  of  grain  per  day. 
He  wonhl  quote  one  more  instance  from 
these  valnubie  Returns,     It  was  from  the 
sAoie  volume,  at  page  171,   Another  offi- 
<jer^  Mr.    Harrington,  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Fyzabail  District,  there  and  then 
referred    the    Government  to   their  o^vn 
Education  Department  Rei>orts,  and  t+aid 
that    they    would    be   found    to   contaiu 
ample  evidence  of  the   wretched  condi- 
tion of  the  people.     The    Comniij<Hioner 
wont  on  to  say  that  a   lal)Ourer  in  Oiitih, 
if   he   were   to  send  his   son   to  sehool, 
would    lose  30   per  cent,   of  that  which 
was  necessary  to  preserve  life  In  himself, 
ins  children,    and    his    aged    relatives. 
He  added — 

**It  has  been  calculated  that  ahont  fiij  yh*t 
4xat.  of  the  eatirf!  population  are  sunk  m  such 
abject  poverty  that  unlea*  the  Kinall  earainga 
of  child  labour  are  added  to  the  email  getiernl 
stock  by  which  the  fomily  h  kept  alive  some 
members  of  the  family  must  starve*" 


The  Commissioner 

Iowa  : — 


summed  up  as  fol 


*^  With    th«  bulk  of  them  education    miLHt 
/Jjeraiore  be  syuonjraous  with  starvation.'* 

Afr,  Seymour  Keay 


ICOMMOXSI 

The  same  CommisHioner  said  thatouo-half 
of  the  population  of  large  districts  were 
actually  forced  to  sell  themselves  into 
slavery  in  exchange  for  mere  food,  and 
that  every  second  man  in  the  fertile 
plains  of  Hissampore  was  now  a  bond 
slave*  The  Commissioner  then  con- 
chid  ed  by  urging  the  Government  of 
India  to  do  what  the  supporters  of  this 
Amendment  w^ere  to-day  urging  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  do.     lie  said — 

*'  I  tiall  upon  the  Government  no  longisr  to 
defer  the  nec»e*»airy  step  of  appoint  in  j;  strong 
Cummifision!*  to  review  the  data  and  expmence 
ftlrtiAily  ^JHiJ^e^t,  to  luuke  such  further  inquiry 
as  may  be  ueeessary*  and  to  map  out  a  line  of 
iiction/' 

What  did  the  officials  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment do  when  they  got  these  Be* 
ports  ?  Did  they  carry  out  the  recom- 
tnendations  of  the  Commissiouers  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  They  labelled 
these  valmible  Reports  ^^oonfidentlar' 
in  red  printed  letters,  and  burieil  them  in 
the  cellars  of  Calcutta  in  the  hofie  that 
they  would  never  l^e  seen  by  anyone. 
The  first  MemlK?r  of  the  House  of  Com- 
tnons  who  got  a  copy  of  them  w*as 
the  late  Mr,  Charles  Bradlangh,  and  he 
had  told  hin»  (Mr,  Seynmur  Keay)  that 
he  had  hikl  the  very  greatest  difficulty 
in  getting  it,  and  that  it  was  only 
through  his  persistence  that  the  Govern- 
tnent  came  to  the  cotichision  that  the 
best  way  to  (piiet  him  was  to  put  the 
whole  of  ihe  five  volumes  into  his 
hands^ 

•The  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  fok 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H,  Fowlkr,  Wolver- 
batupton,  E.)  :  They  iiave  been  published. 

•Mr,   SEYMOUR  KEAY   said,  they 
hatl  certaitdy  not  been  offi^'tally  printed. 
He  hoped   that    when  the  supporters   of 
the  Amendment  asked  for  bread  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  offer  them  a  stone 
by  paying  ho  would  grant    an  inquiry  r^* 
apecting  the  Budget  and  its  accounts.    U<d 
thought   it  would   be  well   to  adopt  thej 
Reference  of    the    Committee  of     1 87 1,! 
which,  as  was    shown  by  the  evidence, ' 
proved  sufficient  for   its   purpose.     The** 
Order  iu  that  case  was — 

*'  That  a  Select  Committee  lic  appointed  to  iu-** 
quire  Jntf>  the  tiuance  aud  finaucial  administr^ 
tion  of  India.'*  -* 

The  divis^iou  between  the  Indian  (^erit 
perta  in  the  House,  who  took  op^that 
site    aides     on    this 


question,    wa*?  jd  pf 
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He  knew  what  the  area  uoder  cuitivatioa 
was,  what  th«  ratio  of  the  increase  of 
population  waa,  what  was  the  expaudiort 
of  trade,  and  what  theexportatiou  of  food 
HuSh  amounted  to.  It  wna  said  that  the 
people  of  India  were  titarviug,  although 
they  were  exporting  grain  to  such  an' 
extent  to  England  that  they  were) 
»erionjily  disturhiug  the  pros  pec  t«  of 
Bi  itiiih  agricnltitre.  It  Wa»  said  that  the 
people  of  India  were  sinking  into  poverty, 
akliough  during  the  last  decade  tbey  had 
dhoNvn  the  greatest  increase  of  popniattou 
recorded  in  the  anuaiss  of  the  human 
rat^e,  the  popniution  having  increased 
by  30,t>00,CK)0  within  10  yean^.  It 
was  aaid  thatagrieuUnre  was  depressed. 
How,  then,  was  the  constant  increase  and 
growth  of  agrionltural  operations  in  India 
to  be  accounted  for  ?  liii*  hon»  Friend 
the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  8. 
tsraith)  said  tho  taxable  cupactty  of  tlie 
people  wau  low,  Tliii*  was  quite  truei 
bttt  then  the  taxation  wa:j  light.  The 
poorer  classes  of  the  Indian  people  were 
the  lightest  taxed  people  in  the  world* 
As  to  the  figures  given  by  thehou.  Mem- 
ber for  Fins  bury  (Mr,  Naoroji),  he  (i^ir 
R.  Temple)  did  wot  know  exactly  what 
the  value  of  a  peasanL*s  produce  might  bo ; 
Ijut  he  certainly  knew  what  wat»  the  rate 
of  wages  amongst  the  poor,  and  it  might 
be  assumed  that  no  man  of  any  industrial 
capacity  would  make  less  than  the 
current  rate  of  wages.  The  poorest  m&ii 
in  India  con  Id  earn  five  rupees  in  a 
montii  when  he  (Sir  E*  Temple)  lived 
there,  but  he  r bought  he  could  earn  more 
now.  Five  rupees  came  Ut  60  rupee*  a 
year,  aud  i-uuld  anyone  say  a  poor  man 
in  India  had  to  pay  more  than  two  rupees 
out  of  the  60  iu  taxation.  If  he  paid 
two  rupees,  he  paid  l-30th  of  his 
income.  A  farjn  labourer  in  England 
earned,  jay^  £3o  a  year.  Would  any- 
body say  that  he  paid  {enn  or  more 
than  about  £2  a  year  iu  taxatioOt 
or  1-1 7th  of  his  income  ?  Ho  did  not 
want  to  give  these  as  calculations  which 
were  perfectly  accurate  to  a  decimal  or  n 
fraction,  but  he  said  that  something  ofj 
this  sort  was  the  truth.  That  l>eing  so^j 
the  poor  man  in  England  paid  1-1 7th  of 
his  income  iu  taxation,  while  the  poor 
man  in  India  paid  only  l-30tli  of  his. 
As  to  the  general  condition  of  the  people 
of  India,  how*  could  tho.se  who  were 
expo  ting  food  a  tuffs  to  such  an  eno!:t]cvcvvyek 


marked  that  tt  ought  to  be  enough 
to  seenre  a  Heference  sufBcleatly  ample 
to  enable  the  House  and  the  country  to 
arrive  at  a  distinct  oouclusiou  as  to  whe- 
ther the  pessimistic  view  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Amendment  or  the  opti- 
mistic view  of  the  gentlemen  »:>ppoyite 
was  the  true  one  in  regard  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Indian  people. 

Siu  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  would  not  go  into  the  particulars 
to  which  the  hou.  Gentleman  who  bad 
just  sat  down  bad  referred,  because  be 
thought  he  should  be  unduly  taking  up 
the  time  of  the  House  if  he  did  so.  Iu 
his  opioiou,  the  calculations  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Member  were  not  worth  the 
paper  tbey  were  written  upoji  or  the 
breath  in  which  they  were  uttered. 
Those  who  made  such  calculations  took 
figures  which  were  supposed  to  represent 
certain  products  and  put  their  own  value 
upon  them,  the  whole  of  the  details 
being  supposititious,  aud  they  drew  from 
them  conclusions  which  were  ou  the  face 
of  them  impossible.  If  these  eulculations 
were  right,  tlie  people  of  India  would  not 
be  living  at  all;  the  laud  would  have  no 
umrket  value,  aud  nobody  would  lend 
imy  mouey  upon  it.  Yet,  while  quoting 
these  calculations  the  hon.  Gentleman 
almost  in  the  same  breath  spoke  of  the 
large  sums  of  money  advanced  by  local 
bankers  ou  the  security  of  land.  The 
hon,  Gentlemau  bad  quoted  the  opinion 
of  aonie  authorities  witli  whom  he  (Sir 
R,  Temple)  was  not  aL^qualnted.  He 
thought  these  gentlemen  took  a  one- 
aided  view  of  atTairs,  but  because  they 
happened  to  coincide  with  theoplniousof 
the  hon.  Gentleman  they  were  quoted, 
and  all  the  other  authorities  on  the  ques- 
tion were  left  unquoted. 

•Mb.  SEVMOUR  KEAY,  interposing, 
said,  he  had  quoted  facts  aud  not 
opinions. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  the  supposed 
tacts  were  no  facts  at  all.  All  that  these 
geotlemeu  could  possibly  know  was  that 
there  were  so  many  people  on  the  ground 
and  that  there  were  so  many  acres. 
The  calculations  mentioned  were  snares 
ftud  delusions.  He  (Sir  li.  Temple) 
would  rather  take  certain  general 
facta  which  could  bo  tested*  He 
could  not  undertake  to  say  how  a 
particular  pea!<ant  family  lived,  but  be 
knew   what  the  general  statistics  were. 
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ext€ut,  and  increasing  the  population  %o 
fivst  that  OQe  scarcely  knew  what  would 
become  of  them  nil,  be  said  to  ho  dyiug 
of  starvatioD  ?  This  was  the  answer  to 
be  given  to  the  s^peculations  of  Indian 
officials,  and  to  the  haphnxard  calcula- 
tions of  amateur  statifiticiaus.  Something 
had  been  said  nboril  the  proportioti  of 
the  people  in^ufBeiently  fed  in  ludiu. 
The  statement  was  based  upon  reasoning 
of  the  rao3t  vague  and  general  character. 
As  to  the  contention  that  there  was  not 
giiifficieut  food  in  Intlia,  there  was  not  a 
dhadow  of  data  for  it.  He  quite  ad- 
mltte<i  that  it  was  highly  probable  that 
a  certain  proportion  of  the  people  of 
India  were  insufficiently  fed,  hut  he  cou- 
tended  that  this  might  be  said  of  any 
nation  under  Heaven.  It  certainly  might 
be  said  of  people  in  England,  and  more 
particularly  of  people  who  lived  within 
the  Metropolitan  area.  Hi.s  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  FliLtshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith), 
for  whose  talents,  capacity,  and  personal 
virtue  he  had  (he  highest  poitsible  ad- 
miration, went  on  :*aying  year  after  year 
that  the  people  of  India  were  poor.  If 
when  he  said  that  he  meant  that  their 
earning  power,  compared  with  that  of 
the  European,  was  small  ;  that  their  tax- 
able capacity  waj<  small,  and  that  their 
incomes  were  small»  he  waj?  no  doubt 
perfectly  right  ;  but  if  he  usc^d  the  word 
"poor"  in  its  proper  scientific  sense,  as 
meaning  that  there  wa;^  no  margiu  he- 
tweeu  a  man's  income  and  the  absolute 
necesjjities  of  life,  the  people  of  India 
were  not  in  that  sense  as  poor  as  the 
people  ol  EnghuuL  He  hail  «pent  25 
years  amongst  the  poorest  classes  of 
India,  and  15  year^  of  active  life  amongst 
the  poorest  classes  of  this  cotiutry. 
Taking  sorrow  for  5>orrow,  anxiety  for 
finxlety,  the  people  of  India  were  no 
poorer  than  the  people  of  England. 
Those  were  two  pohjts  in  the  speech  of 
ihe  horn  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr«  S, 
Smith)  that  he  would  like  to  refer  to. 
All  the  hon.  Meml>er  knew  was  from 
conversations  and  correspouilence  with  a 
certain  number  of  educated  people  and  a 
limited  class  in  India  ;  but  that  was 
not  a  knowledge  of  native  opinion,  and 
the  hon*  Member  must  forgive  him  if  he 
declined,  and  if  he  asked  the  House  to 
dec  Hue,  to  accept  unreservedly  his  account 
of  native  opinion*  The  hon.  Memlier 
aUtid&l  to  then  frontier  arrangements,  to 

Sir  B.  Temple 


the  long  line  of  military  fortifications  toj 
protect  the  country  against  possible  id-/ 
vasion,  and  without  attempting  to  criti-l 
cise     his     hon.    Friend's     geogmphicAtj 
knowledge,  he  would  ask   bira  whether  1 
he  could,  in  his  conscience,  say  he  bad 
given  to   this   subject  the   attention    it 
really    deserved    before    making     com- 
parisons in  regard   to  it  in   the  Britisb  ^ 
House  of  Commons  H     He  would  further 
ask  the  hon.  Member  whether    he  had 
given  attention  to  the  most  intricate  andf  \ 
important  recommendations   of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  ?     This  was  one  of 
the  most  difficult  questions  thej    could 
imagine,  and   he  could   hardly   conceiv&J 
that  a  busy  Member  of  Parliament  like^ 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  was   engaged  in  a- 
hundred   important  and  beneficent   pur- 
suits, could   possibly  find   time  to  study  ^ 
such  a  question.     Ho  would  appeal  t<:^ 
his   hon.    Friend    whether    he    was    not 
wrong  in  venturing  to  ofier  to  the  Secre- 
tary of   State   the  recommendation  that^ 
he  did  ?     The  hon.  Member  spoke  of  a 
perpetual     settlement,    and     he    woultf 
remind  him  that  the  perpetual  settlement 
in  Bengal  was  considered  one  of  the  two 
gigantic  mistakes   the    British    Govern- 
ment  had   miule  in  India.      When    the 
great  economic  change  came  upon  them, 
they  found  they  had  sacrificed  millions  of 
money  for  next  to  uothiug,  money  that 
might  have  been  employed  to  the  advan- 
tage of   the    Indian   dominion    and    the 
benefit  of  tlie   native  population ,     That 
was  the   result  of  the  perpetual  settle- 
ment of  Bengal — and  he  ought  to  kuow^j 
having  governed  that  country.  He  deemed  f 
it  his   duty  at  the  time  to  uphold  tha^l 
settlement,  because    it  had    been  made^l 
though  he  then  saw,   as  everyone  now* J 
knew,  the  dangers  that  would  be  brought 
upon    Indian   finance    by  that  most  uu* 
fortunate,  premature,   and    ill-considered 
measure    of     the    Marquess    of     Corn- 
wall is. 

Mu.  S.  SMITH  said,  what  he  meant 
was  the  perpetual  settlement  for  the 
cultivators, 

Siu  R.  TEMPLE  said,  that  what  he 
stated  as  to  Bengal  was  that  it  gave  them 
an  example  of  a  settlement  they  should 
avoid,  and  which  they  could  never  forget*,  j 
With  regard  to  what  fell  from  the  bon,| 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr,  Paul) 
respecting  the  simultaneous  exam inatioti9 
in  England  and  India,  he  must  congratti- 
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lftt«  tbe  Governmeot  od  hairing  Ijad  the  \  were  insensible  of  the  greatness   of   the 


<^ottrj|ge,  the  foresight,  and  tlie  states- 
manliko  capacity  to  go  against  a  Resohi- 
iiou  even  of  the  House  of  Commou-i.  As 
thej  all  very  well  knew,  it  was  not  a 
Resolution  of  the  House  at  large,  but  was 
^  Resolution  carried  on  a  Friday  night 
hy  a  snap  Division*  Whatever  promise 
was  made  in  18II3.,  or  1854,  or  any  other 
J  ear,  to  tbe  people  of  India  had  Ijeen 
religiously  kept.  There  was  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  anyone  to  restrict  the  ad- 
mission of  natives  to  the  Civil  Service  ; 
but  the  danger  was  that  if  examinations 
Twere  held  in  ludia  the  Service  would  he 
liooded  by  natives*  There  was  the  fear 
also  of  a  great  nnmber  of  places  lieing 
won  hy  men  who  were  absohUely  alien 
to  tlie  people  of  India  ;  and  he  was  in* 
formed  that  the  natives  of  Madras,  fore- 
iseeing  that  danger,  begged  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  might  be  governeil  by 
Englishmen  rather  than  by  Begalis.  Cotit- 
petitive  examination  was  not  the  best  and 
most  important  te^t  for  India,  and  he  be* 
lieve*i  the  best  plan  was  to  entrust  to 
the  various  Governments  tbe  power  of 
fielecting  their  own  officers  from  amongst 
the  natives  in  their  own  Province,  from 
those  who  wereqnalitiedby  birth, aptitude, 
probity,  and  position  to  be  taken  into  the 
covenanted  Civil  Service.  Those  were 
the  ineo  who  wotild  be  popular,  and   not 


country,  or  of  the  splendid  deeds  that 
had  been  done^  and  of  the  marvellous 
results  that  the  natives  had  obtained, 
then  the  hon.  Member  did  them  the 
greatest  injiistice,  for  they  were  not  un- 
mindful of  the  magnificent  results  that 
had  beeu  attained.  They  often  heJird  of 
rose-coloured  spectacles,  but  he  would 
ask  the  House  to  Judge  whether 
there  were  not  such  things  as 
green,  blue,  and  black  spectacles 
worn  hy  lion.  Gentlemen  opposite? 
The  hou.  Member  for  Finsbury  {Mr. 
Naoroji)  alluded  to  the  loyalty  of  the 
educated  classes  in  Indi^ — educated  in 
the  sense  of  having  Western  kitow ledge. 
Ho  had  had  many  friends  belonging  to 
that  class,  but  he  could  not  shut  his  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  a  great  many  things  had 
happened  in  recent  years  which  were 
calculated  to  shake  the  faith  of  those 
who  belie  veil  in  the  loyalty  of  all  the 
natives  of  India.  If  the  Congress  people 
had  taken  part  in  proceedings  which 
caused  suspicion  and  apprehension  as  to 
their  loyalty,  they  had  only  themselves 
to  hlame.  If  they  said  they  were  loyal 
he  would  accept  the  assurance,  hoping 
only  that  they  knew  tboruughly  their 
own  sentiments  when  they  gave  that  as- 
surance. If  an  opinion  unfavourable  to 
their  loyalty  was  preiitent  in  tlie  minds  of 


the  men  who  were  merely  the  ahimni  of*i  many  people,  an  explanation  of  its  pre* 


the  various  Universities,  His  hou, 
Priend,  if  he  might  so  he  allowed  to  call 
the  hon.  Memljer  for  Fiusbury  (Mr. 
Naoroji),  spoke  as  a  member  of  one  of 
the  most  hoitoured  racjcs  in  the  world, 
amongst  whom  he  (Sir  H.  Temple) 
counted  many  of  his  best  friends  ;  but 
when  his  hon.  Friend  spoke  on  behalf  of 
the  tiatives  of  India,  he  did  not  do  so  in 
the  sense  a  native  Mahommedan  would, 
hut  spoke  very  mntdi  as  he  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  ditl — as  a  person  who  had  resided 
there  a  long  time.  The  hon.  Member  in 
support  of  his  views  quoted  a  great  num- 
lier  of  persons,  himself  (Sir  R.  Temple) 
among  the  number,  but  be  was  afraid 
the  hon.  Member  bad  studied  him  sery 
imperfectly,  because  at  all  events  he  was 
not  to  he  classed  as  one  of  those  who 
took  pessimist  views.  It  was  quite 
possible,  hy  taking  particular  extracts, 
to  make  any  ca*»e  they  iikod  about  any 
couutrv  in  the  world  ;  bitt  if  the   hou. 


sence  was  found  in  the  iujudinioas 
character  of  many  of  their  proceedings. 
It  was  no  use  handling  this  grave  <pies- 
tion  with  a  velvet  glove.  What  won  Id 
the  Congress  people  do  if  they  had  the 
power  ?  They  would  red  tree  all  taxa- 
tion ;  they  w^ould  send  home  a  great 
part  or  the  whole  of  ihe  European  Army  ; 
and  they  would  dispense  with  all  Euro- 
pean Civil  otticers.  What  would  become 
of  the  Publit!  Debt  in  those  circum- 
stances ?  He  did  not  know,  but  he  sup- 
pose^l  the  country  would  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  Greece  an<i  Portugal  and  other 
nations,  and  wlien  all  tliis  had  happened 
and  ruin  had  been  brought  on  tbo!?e  in 
England  who  had  trusted  Itxdia,  the 
country  might  come  to  be  viewed  as  the 
prey  of  rival  Powers  in  fbe  East,  Then, 
when  India  was  sutf'erujg  under  ihe  com- 
peting efforts  of  France,  Germany,  and 
Russia  ;  when  she  saw  herself  between 
Seylla  and    Ch»ryUlis»   sIk»    would   eit- 
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Member  meant   to  say  that  Englishmen    pect  us    to    send    onf    ji    flo.  t 
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embar-  f  were   performed    here.     TLere  vrns  ooe 
hei*self    mutter  be  sbotild  like  to  metition  before 


army  to  relieve  her  from  the 
rassmeots  whicli  she  would 
have  created^  ftiid  to  rescue  her  from 
the  dangers  of  her  sttuation.  It  was 
time  that  this  ruinous  and,  iti  effectj  dh- 
loyal  policy  should  be  unmasked*  We 
had  given  the  Indian  people  an  infinite 
number  of  things  for  which  they  should 
be  thaiikful.  We  had  giveu  them  peace 
and  truufpiiHity,  Hecurity  in  landed    pro- 


perty, efjunl  hiw»*»  impsirtial  admiuistra- 
tion,  moral  t mining,  and  cihicatiou*  We 
hnd,  in  hmt^  given  theuj  everything  that 
we  enjoyed  ourselves,  re**ervitig  only  our 
military  and  political  contnd  ami  the 
command  of  the  Civil  Service.  If  those 
things  were  ro  be  conceded  there  would 
be  an  eud  of  our  domination.  They  had 
heard  our  policy  spoken  of  as  the  evil 
poh'ey  of  dominatioo.  He  did  not  know 
whether  tl»at  mounded  n  very  loyal  phrase 
to  English  ears,  but  he  must  leave  the 
House  to  judge  of  its  loyalty.  Remem- 
bering how  we  had  granted  absohite  free- 
dom and  equality  before  tire  law  to  the 
nativeij  of  India,  he  did  not  like  to  hear 
itich  words  as  **  Britij^h  filaves,"  As*  to 
the  speecli  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nairn 
(Mr*  SeytuourKcay)  he  did  not  exactly 
know  wliat  was  meant,  but  at  all  events 
he  did  not  like  to  hear  such  expressions 
as  "  British  slaves/* 

♦Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  said,  he  did 
not  use  the  word  **  slaves/*  but  alhided 
to  what  the  Bhie  Books  referred  to  as 
the  bonded  slave  rontnict, 

Htn  R/rEMPLEsuiil,  that  was  exactly 
what  he  meant,  ami  he  objected  to  the 
words  **  British  slaves/*  which  did  uot 
come  well  from  an  hou.  Member  wlio  had 
Used  them, 

•Mr.  NAOROJI  said,  the  w^rds  •*our 
slaves'*  were  used  by  Macaulav* 

SiK  R.  TEMPLE  said,  he  should  like 
to  hear  the  entire  passage,  but  he  cer- 
t^iDly  heard  the  words  fall  from  the  hon* 
Member*  He  did  not  wish  to  detain  the 
House    longer     thttii     be    could     help, 


I  he  sat  down.  His  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  a  statement  made  in  a  paper 
j  reati  before  the  East  India  AssociatioD 
'  by  Mr.  Rogers,  a  former  member  of  the 
Council  at  Bombay.  That  statement 
was  that  statistics  showed  that  sales  iti 
default  of  payment  of  land  revenue  were 
,  much  more  frequent  in  the  Madran 
Presidency  than  tu  other  parts  of 
India,  This  matter  was,  he  thought^ 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  tlie  right  hon, 
1  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
I  India  and  his  constitutional  advisers* 
i  He  thought  he  might  conclude  his  brief 
observations  by  strongly  urging  the 
I  Secretary  of  State  not  to  bo  dismayed 
by  the  statements  that  had  been  made 
'  and  which  constituted  an  amount  of  one- 
sided exaggeration  and  unintentional 
misrepresenlation  that  was  remarkable. 
It  represented  a  character  of  India  which 
might  be  presented  pari  passu  with  that 
of  our  own  country  or  of  any  other 
civilised  country,  lie  hoi>od  the  right 
!  hun.  Gentleman  wouhl  persevere  in  the 
I  good  work  he  was  doing  to  ihe  satisfac- 
tion and  adminitiou  of  all  those  who  were 
concerned  in  the  ad  mi  nist  ration  of  India. 
I  He  had  the  greatest  admiration  and  re* 
spect  for  the  services  which  the  right  boo. 
I  Gentleman  had  conferred  r*ot  only  open 
!  his  Party,  but  upon  the  country  in  many 
I  departments  of  the  State ;  and  remember- 
!  iug  timt  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  had 
I  achieved  wonders  in  the  past,  he  believed 
he  would  still  achieve  greater  ooes  in  the 
,  future, 

J  'Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff), 
I  said,  that  in  considering  Indian  grievaoce^ 
I  he  sometimes  wondered  whether  the 
I  people  of  India  were  worse  off  when  the 
I  Tories  were  in  power  or  when  the 
;  Liberals  were  in  power,  because* 
under  neither  Administration  was  there 
i  any  proper  or  effective  control  kept 
i  over     official      proceedings      in      India, 


Naorojt). 


but  there   was  one  matter   in   which  he  i  The  people  of  India  ha^l  practically  no 

the  ho!h  I  voice  at  all  in  the  management  of  their 
own  affairs*  The  Government  in  India 
was  a  Government  of  officials  for  officials 
and  by  officials^  and  the  policy  that  was 
carried  out  in  India  was  practically 
dictated  by  a  smrdl  clique  at  Simla,  a 
Civil  and  Milit-ary  clique, whose  tendency 
was  towards  aggression  abroad  and  re- 
pressiot)  at  home.     Under  these  circum- 


was  inclined  to  agree  with 
Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
That  was  the  oidy  point  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon*  Member  with  which  he  agreed 
— namely,  that  it  would  be  wise  to  do 
more  to  encourage  the  development  of 
native  chanicter  by  entrusting  to  natives 
certain  public  duties  which  slwuhl  be 
performed  voluntarily  as   similar\duties 
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8tance#  the  peopleof  InclrHliiuiconPtAiitly 
to  appeal   to   the   (TOverumeut  at  home 
aucl   to  the   Houfcie  of  Commons  in  order 
to  get  redress  of  their  ^ricvuncef*.    When 
the  Tor/  Pnrty    were  m    power  it    was 
tnie  they   hnd  a  kirixlly   feeliu^  toxvartk 
what  wiia  calleil  ii  spiriteil  foreigu  policy 
such    (i8     took     UH,     for     iustHtuie,     to 
Af^haiiiMtati  on  more  than  ouo  ilii^ugtroii^ 
oeciMfou,   atit!     wliioh   had    taken    us    to 
Burmah    and   canned    the    present    great 
difficulty  In  onr  fini^ucea.      There  was  no 
donbt  the  Tory  Party  had  sympathy  both 
with  11    spirittnl  foreign    potiey  and  nlsfo 
with    tliat  race  and   offiuiiU    privilege  to 
which  the  oltieial   ida^ses  in  India  einng 
xers  strongly.     On  the  other  Ijand,  when 
the  Tory  Party  were  in  [wiwer  the  Indian 
people  had   the    great   ad  van* age,   when 
snch  a  policy  was  followed,  of  hetu'hig  it 
deuoun^ed    hy  the  great,  and  wine,  and 
eminent,  men  who  tlien  8a t  on  the  Front 
Bench  on  the  Opjiodition  side.     Bnt,  un- 
fortunately, when  the  Liberals  eame  into 
power,  and  there  arot^e  a  ho[>e  thai  Liberal 
prinei}dei*  would,  as   far  m   possible,  l>e 
a;»plied  to  the  management  of  Indian  affairs, 
thosie  voires  of  denunciation  were  hushtil, 
aud   the   Liberal  Seoretury  of  State  then 
spoke  with   the  voice  of  the  India  Oflftee 
and  with  a  feeling  of  trust  in  the  officials 
rather  than  of  tru^t  in  the  people  of  India, 
He    reeoguised  that  the  poe-itioa  of  the 
Secretary    of    State — inftueueed    as    he 
was    by    a  Council  composed  chiefly  of 
the  very  olfieiais  who,  iu    Simla,  carried 
out  the  policy  of    wdiich    complaint   was 
tn^de  and  afterwards  in  Whitehall  were 
the  right    hon.     Gentlenain'*    prineipal 
adviser**,  and  by  a  certain  nund»er  of  Mem- 
bers of    that  Hou.'?e  who  had  been  con- 
nected with  India — ^was a  difficult  pot^ition, 
and  (hat  it  was  ahmist  impossible  for  him 
to  take  any   view   of  Indian  affair:^  that 
was  not  coloured    by   official    iiitlnence. 
The    right   lion,    Gentlemau'e    advisers 
were   extremely   able  men,  but  they  had 
the  great  defect  that  tliey  were  the  very 
people  wdio  carried  on  t  those  metis u res  of 
which  the   people  of   India  complained. 
Very  liard  tilings  Imd  been  t^aid  of  them. 
He  would  quote  the  wonb  said  of  them 
by  a  great  political  Leader,  whose  utter- 
ance?*, he  was  mwQ^  would  carry   weight 
with  geiitlemen  on  the  other  aide.     This 
political  Leader  said — 

*•  When  formetl  exclusively  in    India,  men 
brought  up  in  the  Military  or  in  the  Civil  Ser- 


vice of  tbftt  cotiutry,  mSght  be  gifted  with  great 
InteJligence,  and  iKivieest^  great  knowle»ige,  but 
twirri  UN  they  hati  tjeen  in  the  almHtu  of  the  sye- 
tem,  they  were  not  sengihle  of  these  atjuses  ; 
azmL  \nth  «uch  men  eateri'iMJag  stipn-'nie  autho- 
rity you  could  not  feel  sare  that  you  w^iultl  bfs 
iilile  to  fjbtjiiu  for  theiuhtihirantsof  India  that 
reft  I  ess*  from  the  pHevarice»  unler  which 
they  Kuiler    ilmt    Edgli*di   protectiuu  ought  to 

Tho^e  were  not  the  words  of  a  faddist  or 
an  agitator,  but  the  words  of  Mr.  DIf 
raeli  in  speaking  in  the  great  Debate  of 
iHoH.  The  ground  of  complaint  whieb 
he  and  others  took  w^as  that  there  was  no 
adet^uate  machinery  for  bringing  forward 
ami  redressing  the  grievances  of  th© 
people  of  India,  aiul  the  natives  com- 
jdained  that,  in  cat^e^  of  injustice  iu 
India,  the  Court  of  Appeal  .should  be 
composed  of  the  very  officials  against 
wliOsse  act8  rbey  prote»ted.  Owing,  more- 
over, to  the  presfiure  on  the  time  of 
the  Houne  of  Common«,  there  was  no 
opportunity  of  bringing  tho^se  griev- 
ances before  I*arl  lament.  In  view 
a  I  wo  of  the  ditterencea  of  opinion  that 
prevailed,  it  wa»  only  reason  able, 
therefore,  that  a  siroug  aud  indepen- 
dent Committee  of  Inquiry  shouhl  be 
appointed  to  a.scerlain  the  real  facts  of 
the  t|Uej*tion.  Another  important  point 
was  to  decide  which  was  the  right  view 
to  take  with  regard  to  the  positioB  of 
this  llouge  and  the  Government  of 
India — lH>th  of  tlie  Government  of 
Iniiia  in  Indhi,  and  the  Government  of 
India  in  England.  On  this  point  he 
tibould  like  lo  refer  to  a  speech  which 
was  made  by  the  bite  Viceroy,  Lonl 
Lam^downe,  at  a  public  dinner  in  the 
Royal  Exchange  iu  Calcutta,  Lord 
Lansdowne  8a  id  that  the  great 
ilanger  to  India  lay  in  the  ten- 
dency to  transfer  power  from  the 
Indian  Government  to  the  British  Par- 
liament— 

"That  rarliameutary  fxfwer  perj>etuftny 
exercised  l>y  irre«yKni8ibie  persons  cousfituied  a 
grave  menace  to  the  Empire  :  that  the  tern  leu  cy 
of  the  Leifislflture  was  to  u^urp  tht?  functions  of 
the  Kxcculivc,  and  that  i^ut-'h  usurpation  marretl 
the  Government  of  India  by  upH*'lttnir  the 
policy  of  a  bo<ly  of  ex|>evt«?  bv  another  b<j  Sy 
swayed  by  eoiOtions  ami  Hentimint/' 

It  seomctl  to  him  a  curious  thing  that  any 
Viceroy  or  anyone  employed  by  the 
Crown  should  talk  about  the  transfer  of 
power  from  the  Indian  Government  to 
the    British    Parliament,       Surefv    the 
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power     lay     with     Parliainent     already.  J     '*  H  waa    necessary    to   draw  a  ' 
What  did    the   Viceroy  nieati  bv  talking  P^*,^^"  ^*»*^  goveriiment  of  India  ii 


of  tmiisf erring  power  from  the  Iiidiiui 
Government  to  tlie  Briti.sh  l*arliaiiieut  ? 
He  said  it  was  already  with  the  British 
Parliament  and  remained  with  it,  and  it 
was  only  in  Parliament  and  in  the  Crown 
that  any  power  conhl  lie,  I'lieu,  a;^aiu, 
Lord  Lausdowne  spoke  of  Parliamentary 
power  perpetually  ex  ere  is  ed  hy  irre* 
Bpouijible  persouH.  Who  were  the 
irresponsible  persons  ?  Were  they 
Members  of  thiJi  House  ?  He  said  they 
were  not  irreHpotisihle  persons,  for  they 
were  respouslble  to  their  eoustitiient:^. 
The  people  who  were  irreapoiKsible  sat  In 
another  House  altogether.  Lord  Lauis- 
downe  further  ^aid  (hat  the  Government 
was  marred  by  tlie  poliey  of  a  ImmIv  of 
experts  l>eing  upset  by  another  body — 
that  was  the  House  of  Commons — which 
was  swayed  by  emotions  and  sentiment. 
He  never  heiinl  before  that  the  poliey 
of  the  Briti.sb  Empire  was  decided  at 
Calcutta  or  by  any  experts  employotl 
under  the  Crown.  The  poliey  Wth  as 
regarfied  the  Empire  and  India  was 
settled  l>y  Parliament  and  the  Crown, 
and  the  idea  of  Parliament  up^setting  the 
policy  of  their  own  servants  appeared  to 
him  grotesque  indeed.  What  did  Lord 
Lausdowne  mean  by  this  body  being 
swayed  by  emotions  and  sentiment  ?  He 
said  it  meant  that  this  body  was 
accessible  to  justice  and  humanity.  He 
was  sorry  to  say  that  the  speeeli  of  Lord 
Lausdowne  was  quoted  with  approval  in 
the  other  House.  It  was  important  to 
refer  to  it,  because  he  admitted  that  there 
was  a  certain  amount  of  truth  underly- 
ing what  his  Lordship  said,  though 
it  was  said  in  an  unbecoming  way  on 
a  most  unbecoming  occasion.  He  fully 
granted  that  India  shoufd  beadniiuistered 
mainly  in  India,  but  subject  to  highly 
important  conditions,  one  being  that 
lodian  public  opinion  should  be  heard  and 
considered  by  those  who  administered  in 
India,  and  the  other  that  the  administra- 
tion should  lje  in  strict  accord  with  the 
policy  hiid  down  by  Parliament  and  the 
Crown.  The  different  functions  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  exercise,  and 
also  the  India  Office,  and  the  (ioveru- 
inent  hi  Calcutta  were,  he  thought,  very 
well  stated  by  Mr.  Roebuck  in  a  %i?ry 
uoiable  speech  he  made  in  the  same  De- 
bate of  1858.     Mr.  Roebuck  said — 

Str  fF.  Wedderburn 


govenmient 
clear  dintmction  iimat  be  rt* 
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two  ill  aU  arranj^meatji  for 
that  CDunlry.  Firsts  they  had  10  arraugu  the 
inachinepy  in  Kngland  which  shtmlil  bring  to 
tiear  upim  the  actual  Governors  of  lialiA  the 
opiQjtm  of  t]ie  PATlinment  and  p4^<>pk'  «►£  EniE^- 
lan<b  and  nmkc  them  reali*ie  their  r^ft|.»onrti* 
bility  to  that  opinion  ;  ainlj  jsccoiidly,  the/ 
had  to  constitute  the  Government  in  India 
which  shoiiM  carry  out  their  plans  M-hen  they 
had  l)een  maturcti  in  En^*lantb  For  the  first' 
operation  they  riitl  not  require  any  knowle*!gv 
of  the  ]^»eople  of  India,  a  knowletiee  of  the 
jreneriil  principleH  of  human  nature  l>L*lug  all 
that  w^fis  re(]uirc!d/' 

Without  going  quite  jjo  far  as  regards 
this  last  poiut,  he  considered  that  the 
mo.Ht  vjilunble  protection  the  people  of 
India  had — and  they  knew  they  had^ — 
was  the  humanity  and  eommou  isende  and 
knowledge  of  business  of  the  public  meo 
who  sat  in  this  Uonsef  even  if  they  hnd 
no  special  aequaintanee  with  India  at  all* 
Thus  Mr.  Rixdiuek's  scheme  was  that 
Parliament  should  lay  down  the  priu- 
fiples  of  government,  that  tlie  Government 
in  India  should  carry  out  iho^e  priuciplest 
and  adminiater  in  aceordauee  with  those 
principle^  and  ibat  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  j*hould  see  that  they  did 
it,  Thofie  were  the  functions,  and  they 
seemed  to  him  to  be  quite  clear. 
If  Members  of  this  House  ap- 
pejired  sometimes  to  be  irresponsible  lu 
this  matter,  iind  sometimes  to  take  up 
what  seemed  to  be  small  matters  of 
detail,  it  was  because  the  people  of  India 
had  no  reasonable  voice  in  the  original 
administration  of  aftiiirs  there,  and 
liecau^e  they  diii  not  cons^iiler  the  India 
Office  was  sufficient  to  act  as  an  impartial 
Court  of  Appeid  to  redress  the  grievances 
that  were  brought  l>eforo  them*  He 
entirely  agreed  with  those  xvho  would  not 
interfere  with  the  Indian  Government  a^i 
long  as  it  was  in  harmony  with  the 
wishes  of  the  ]>eople  there,  and  as  loug 
as  it  carried  out  the  general  principles 
established  in  this  country,  and  he  quite 
realised  the  danger  that  arose  if  the 
Central  Authority  iu  ordinary  admiuistra* 
tion  matters  was  brought  eitiier  into  the 
India  Office  or  on  theHoor  of  this  House, 
With  regard  to  the  Fumiut!  Insurance 
Fund,  he  said  that  the  Fund  waa 
formed  from  the  proceeds  ot*  a  special 
tlix  imposed    in   order  to  construct   tluit 
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at  that  time  was  that  it  was  to  be  solely 
'  exchidively  used  as  a  famine  iosur- 
Hce.  When  the  people  of  the  couotry, 
Qowiug  the  difficulty  of  enforcing  the 
arrangemeut,  came  to  Lord  Lytton  and 
begged  that  the  money  should  ha  paid 
into  a  special  Fund,  and  evpressed  doubt 
that  it  might  not  always  be  maintained 
for  that  purpose,  Lord  Lyttou  rebuked 
them  severely  by  saying  that  the  mere 
suspicion  of  this  wa»  a  eakimny.  But 
this*  wa«  now  the  very  thing  which 
Government  had  done.  The  reck- 
Bs  manner  in  which  the  Fund  had  beeu 
sed  in  giving  indiscriminate  com  pens  a* 
tiou  to  the  European  iServicesatanme  of 
great  difficulty  was  what  was  objected 
to.  The  man  who  had  taken  service 
when  the  rupee  was  worth  2s,  might 
be  entitled  to  compensation,  but  not 
ie  man  who  came  in  and  accepted 
brvice  when  the  rupee  was  worth  Is,  Id. 
And  yet  the  srlieme  of  compensation 
equally  compensated  tlie  man  who  joined 
^e  Service  to-day  as  the  man  who  joined 
I  years  ago.  He  said  that  was  a  most 
cklesa  thing,  and  defeated  the  opera- 
m  of  the  natural  law  which  would 
ive  tended  to  the  economical  employ- 
ttent  of  the  people  of  India  in  the 
services  of  the  Government,  In  asking 
for  ao  inquiry,  thoy  were  only  asking  for 
what  the  wisdom  of  their  ancestors  had 
found  to  be  beneficial  in  former  times,  as 
was  illustrated  by  the  inquiries  of  1813, 
1833,  and  1853.  Instead  of  danger, 
safety  came  from  these  inquiries,  and 
tlie  grfiat  danger  came  from  refusal  to 
ake  inquiry,  and  to  make  that  arrauge- 
But  by  which  the  redress  of  reasonable 
rievanees  eould  be  obtaineiL 
rriiE  SECRETAUr  of  state  for 
IDIA  (Mr.  H:  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E,)  :  1  think  I  may  say,  Ijofore 
Ding  into  matters  of  detail,  that  1  think 
course  which  the  Government  has 
pt lowed  this  year  has  been  one  which 
is  not  turned  out  a  failure.  The  previous 
actice  has  been  to  discuss  Indian 
Hairs  ouly  during  the  last  stages  of 
!  Appropriation  Bill;  I  he  Debate  on  the 
liau  Budget  hjts  occupied  gouerally  but 
I  Sitting  of  the  House,  and  h  has  rarely 
cupied  two*  This  year,  however,  we 
l»egau  this  interesting  Debate  last  night, 
pd  it  has  lasted  through  this  afternoon. 
ihope  the  House  will  not  think  me  un- 
Dtiable  io  pressing  upon  hou.  Mem- 


bers the  desirableuess  of  allowing  the 
Speaker  to  leave  the  Chair  before  the 
close  of  the  Sitting,  so  that  the  Budget 
may  be  taken  the  first  *hing  to-morrow. 
I  have  rarely  listened  to  a  Del>ate  which 
has  beeu  conducted  so  entirely  by  gen- 
tlemeu  who  are  themselves  conversant 
with  the  matters  on  which  they  spoke 
and  from  personal  knowledge  on  one  side 
or  the  other  of  the  diflicnUies  with  which 
we  are  tlealiug.  Although  there  has 
beeu  atL  expression  of  very  contrary 
opinions  with  reference  to  some  of  the 
great  questions  submitted  to  the  House, 
the  whole  Debate  has  Wen  conducted 
with  gooil  temper  antl  with  a  due 
appreciatiou  of  the  difficulties  which 
Great  Britain  has  in  governing  India, 
and  also  with  the  desire,  in  discussing  and 
dei^idiug  these  questions,  that  the  one 
supreme  and  ruling  consideration  should 
be  the  Ijenefit  of  the  people  of  India. 
That  is  the  sacrcnl  trust  which  has  de- 
volved upon  us  ;  an*!  allliough  we  may 
differ  as  to  what  is  the  w  isest  and  Ix^stmode 
of  discharging  it,  yet  our  motives  are  the 
same — to  discharge  it  honourably  and  well. 
This  Debate  has  travelled  over  a  wide 
area»  I  shall  endeavour  to  avoid  questions 
which  are  purely  financial,  so  that  they 
may  be  discussed  in  their  proper  place 
OD  the  Budget  to-morrow.  But  I  cannot 
forget  that  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
this  Resolution  have  certuioly  brought 
before  the  House  and  the  country  a  very 
strong  indictment  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment of  India  ;  and  if  I  did  not  object  to 
that  indictment  and  attempt  an  answer, 
the  Government  might  be  taken  as  ac- 
cepting some  of  the  conclusions  at  which 
these  hou*  Gentlemen  have  arrived* 
WJiile  I  appreciate  all  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  just  said  with  reference  to 
India,  as  lo  all  other  parts  of  tiie  Empire, 
of  the  supreme  power  of  Parliament,  yet 
my  hon.  Friend  recognised  the  possible 
danger  of  discussions  here  assuming  a 
certain  character  which  might  disturb 
administration  there,  I  will  not  follow 
him  on  that  point,  or  in  the  illustratiuus 
he  has  given,  and  I  agree  with  some  of  the 
sentiments  he  has  ultered.  But  I  must 
point  out  that  the  views  and  statements 
of  my  hou.  Friends  who  moved  and 
seconded  the  Kesoltition  will  be  repeated, 
reprinted,  and  read  throughout  the  leitgth 
and  breadth  of  India.  If  our  govern- 
ment   of   India  has    been,   as   described 
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Ijy  the  hon,  MeTnliere,  so  gigantic  a 
ffiilure  that  it  haB  produceil  a  geueral 
feeling  of  de^p  tltscontetit  and  di«i»atl»- 
faction  with  Bnti^li  rule,  1  think  that 
we  are  bouml,  at  all  eveuig,  hy  tlje  dry 
Hght  of  fact  to  ice  whether  this  indict- 
ment h  correct.  But  my  bon.  Friends 
alleged  a  genera!  feeling,  wliich  they 
said  came  from  India,  of  deep  discontent 
ami  difi^atisfaction  with  the  exi^^ting 
mode  of  government,  and  the  ill iist rations 
wLich  they  gave  were,  in  tho  main,  con- 
fined to  finance*  It  wm^i  the  financial 
admiuiHtration  of  India  wlircli  they  con- 
tended was  defective,  nnjniit,  and  extra- 
vagjtut.  Two  or  three  yearf  ago  my  pro- 
deceseor  catne  to  the  conchiKion — I  think 
a  wise  one— looking  to  the  nundier  of 
years  that  had  elapsed  ^ince   the  Britis^h 


that  our  goveniment  of  that  country  haa 
been  a  gi'eat  failure.  The  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  expressed  just  now  the  wish 
that  my  bon*  Friend  tlie  Member  for 
Flintshire  hiid  made  himself  more  com* 
pleiely  acquainted  with  all  the  facta  of 
the  ca^e.  My  hon.  Friend  told  us  that 
hift  acquaintance  with  India  cotnmenced 
30  year^i  tigo,  and  I  think  that  ahhongb 
a  good  many  of  the  pictnrea  which  lie 
drew  might  have  been  true  30  years  ago, 
they  are  not  true  w4icn  applied  to 
India  to-day.  I  wi»b  to  draw  fmtr  or 
five  poititii  of  contrast  l^etweeu  the 
state  of  tliiugi*  which  existeii  then  and 
those  which  exlM  at  the  present  time.  I 
will  lake  Hrf<t  ihequeBiion  discuflseil  this 
afternoon,  e*^pecinlly  by  the  Member  for 
8ourli   Edinburgh,    with  reference  to  tbe 


Government  undertook   the  government  i  employtnent  of  !»ative?  in  the  admiuiplra- 


of  India,  that  liie  time  had  arrivei)  when 
there  should  l>e  a  searching  inquiry  hr  to  i 
what  ha<!  been  the  practical  result 
of  Imperial  government  in  India 
since  the  East  India  C^5ni]mny  wat? 
brought  to  an  end.  No  referenci^  has  been 


tiou  r.f  India.  Whether  hon,  Meinbors 
agree  or  di*iagrei^  with  the  poliry  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  a  pmall  section 
of  officers  in  tlie  Civil  8er%ice,  they  will, 
I  lL»elieve,  all  concur  in  expre^^ing  a 
strong  dei" ire  that  the   iiativea  of   India 


ma<lo  to    that  most    intere»ting  inquiry    should  take  as  large  n  ^Imre  ns  possible 


in  any  of  the  t^peeches  delivered  to- 
day, I  consider  that  most  of  the  facte 
brought  out  in  that  inquiry  are  pregnant 
with  a  great  deal  of  information  and  with 
a  gofwl  deal  of  teaching  for  the  Houj*e  in 
discusHing  the  qucptiom*  Itrought  before 
it.  I  propose  to  draw  rlie  nt  lent  ion  of 
the  House  to  several  salient  point*  in 
that  inquiry,  taking  the  8tarting-point 
30  years  ago.  You  cannot  te!*t  the  pro- 
gresB  of  a  Government  by  one,  two,  or 
five  years*  You  mu!?!  take  much  lunger 
periods  in  order  to  test  the  government  of 
India  by  tlie  Imperial  Parliament,  for 
that  is  practically  what  the  government 
of  India  ie  now,  a^  carried  on  by  a 
Secretary  of  State  audCouneil  rePi>on»ibIe 
to  Parliament.  The  qnejition  I  wish  to 
consider  h  whether  that  Government, 
with  all  its  machinery  as  now  existing  in 
India,  liar,  or  has  not,  promoted  the 
general  prosperity  of  the  people  of  India; 
and  whether  Inilia  is  l>etter  or  worse  of!' 
by  being  a  Province  of  the  British 
Crown.  That  is  the  test.  If  we  have 
been  influenced  by  the  powerful  speeches 
we  heard  last  night,  and  especially  by 
that  of  the  hon.  Mcmlier  for  Flintshire, 
we  must  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  better  if  India  had 
i2ot   been   connected  with  us  at  all,  and 


in  the  admin  lift  ration  of  that  country  ; 
and  that  the  tact  and  experience  and  com^ 
peteucy  of  those  gentlemen  should  be  etii- 
ployed  in  the  service  of  their  native 
country.  My  fir^t  contrast  will  l»e  in  regard 
to  the  employment  of  natives  In  India, 
When  the  English  Parliument  took  over 
the  government  of  India  there  were  no 
natives  on  the  Bench  of  any  Mipreme  or 
chief  Court  in  India  ;  there  was  no  tiative 
in  the  Covenatitetl  Civil  Service  ;  and  prac- 
tically the  administration  was  carried  on 
to  a  great  extent  by  Europeans.  I  will 
leave  out  of  consideration  the  question  of 
the  higher  Civil  Service,  The  entire 
number  of  appointments  in  ibe  bigher 
Civil  Service  is^  89**,  and  of  these  93  are 
now  available  for  natives.  But  of  far 
more  im[K)rtance  is  the  question  of  the 
Judges*  There  are  now  native  Judge* 
in  everyone  of  the  High  Courts  iu  India. 
The  superior  officers  iu  the  administra- 
lion  are  drawn  from  services  of  which 
the  overwhelming  majority  are  natives^ 
There  are  seven  natives  in  the  Governor 
Gener&rs  Council;  10  in  t]ie  Council 
of  the  Governor  of  Madras;  10  in  that 
of  the  Governor  of  Bombay  {  10  in 
Bengal;  and  six  in  the  North- Wee  tern 
Provinces.  Taking  the  provincial  and 
subordinate    servicee,   numbering    3,135 
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Uoverameut   of    India    was   ao    vs^ero  rlien  tiiily  alKMit  4fXUK)0  s»4ioJttr^  nt; 
lycetitrali^taGoverumeDt*    Sioce    scliooL     The  firj*t  veiir  for  wlilcb  there 


officers,  the  oveiwhelmiDg  majority  are  j  over  14,000,000.  The  same  tlriug  applied 
DStiveu ;  and  the  whole  uf  tUe  Govern-  i„  refereiK-e  to  eaiiltatiou,  which  30ye»r« 
rneiit  offices  are  almost  eutirely  n^anned  I  ago  w»fi  nn  utiknowti  f*creiitje  in  ludm. 
by  uativeH,  la  the  direction  of  tlie  em- j  int-rettsod  HanitrititMi  in  i»ow  d<?ve»oi>mjc 
pioyment  of  natives  we  have  made  great  |  yem*  hv  vear,  arul  tlie  water  f^npjdy  \i% 
pro>^res8  during  the  past  au  years,  and  !  most  of  the  tar;,-e  towi»i^  is  \re\\\^  "freutly 
we  Mhall,  1  hope,  continue  to  make  still  '  impmve.U  Another  test  which  will  in- 
further  progrea^f  in  the  future  in  that  i  terest  u:^  ih  thereat  of  The  ttchoo!?*.  The  sta- 
direction.  The  second  point  is  deoen- I  tisf  ice  of  30  vear^a^rourc  very  incomplete, 
trali!*ation.  At  the  time  1  am  speaking  |  j.^f  aroohiiVij^  to  rhr  he:*t  opinion,  tijere 
of    the    G  -     .    ,  r^  » 

abaoiutely 

that  time  the   admiaietrntive,  the   judi- 

eial,  the  revenue  and  the  executive  bu«i- 

nesg  has  been  more   than  doubled,     Not 

only  \iB^  the  administrative  hn.siue88  been 

transferred  to   Local   Authorities,   but  a 

system  of  local  aelf^goverjiment  has  l>eeM  '  te?tt— the  te^^t  of  the  deve!oprnf  nt  nf  the 

fouudect,  which,  to   a  great  extent,  is  in  I  raihvavs.     I  do  not  know  a  heltor  tes^tof 

the  bands  of  the  native  ibliabitaari*.  Seven  j  ti,e  iniprovement  of  a  country  ihan  the 
^_  1        *  1  railway?.     Nofiiinjr   bus  lieen   more   i«n- 

poimnt  timii  tlie  improvemtiit  effected 
by  the  railway  HtlminiRfnitJorj  in  India, 
an  J  th«i  construction  of  the  niihvayt*  has* 
beert  a  great  source  of  pro8f>erity  to  the 
country  and   a  mo^t   important  cause  of 


are  complete  statis^ticf^  i^  isr^^  and  ii> 
that  year  there  were  ly»OtX)  stchoob  niwl 
619,000  Hchohiri^*  The  nunji>er  of  gclrool** 
has  now  riaen  to  142,00(iand  the  scholam 
to  nearlv  4,tK>0,(K)0.     Then,  tnke  another 


hundred  and  8ixty*oue   municipal  towns 

have  Municipal  Corporations  and  pofeuetifi 

au    income  altogether    of    4,00 J, UOl*    or 

o,0(XJ,OOORx.     There  are  a  large  numlier 

of  District  Boards  performing,  and  per- 
forming satisfactorily,    their    respective 

duties,  levying  their  own  taxes,  spending  |  it«  iucVeased  wealtiu  Thirty  years  »go 
lieir  own  money,  aud  earryiuf^  on  very  tbere  were  in  India  01113?  300*  miles  of 
luch  the  same  work  of  administration  m  I  rallwayst,  Cttrr\'inif  annunlly  2,000,000 
pat  which  is  carrie  1  on  by  Local  Go-  passengers  and  about  2.70,000  tons  ol 
rnmeut  Bodies  in  England.     There  is,  |  goods*    Last  year  ibero  were  lK,4a9  miles 


fact,  a  distinct  beginning  of  a   hirge 

rsteni  of  local  self-government  in  India. 

^take  next  the  administration  of  justice. 

large  majority   of    tlie    Judges    and 

'atrates    at    the    present     time    are 

ires,  *    Nine-tenths  of   the  Civil  suit?* 

ttd  three-fourths  of  the  Magistterial  busi- 

eps  of  the  country  come  before  native 

Judges  and  Magistrates,   who  discharge 


of  ntilvviiys,  wliich  c:irricd  127,<KX),000 
passengers  aud  26,250,0{X>  ton-  of  goods. 
We  pass,  then,  to  the  trade,  at»d  find  tl>e 
same  evidence.  The  entire  trai^lo  has 
gone  up  from  40,(K)0,O'K>  to  20^,2oO,tK>0. 
Agriculiure,  again,  shows  the  same  re- 
results.  Take  the  one  item  of  tea  for 
example.  Dtiring  the  past  30  years  the 
tea  imlnstry  in  India  luis  been  pnictically 


their    duties   to    the  satisfaction   of    the  !  creBte<l :  hvsi  year  India  e\]>orted  nearly 


public.  Last  year  more  than  2,000  native 
honorary  Magistnites  dealt  with  the 
Magisterial  business  of  the  towns  and  rural 
districts  ;  30  years  ago  things  were  quite 
different.  I  couid  give  similar  illustra- 
tions in  regard  to  the  judicial  machinery 
of  Police  and  Criminal  Courts.  All  these 
are  the  rudimentary  effects  of  efficient 
government,  and  all  this  has  gi-own  up 
under  the  rule  of  the  Imperial  Power. 
Let  me  now  go  to  another  branch,  where 
we  are  advaocfng  to  a  still  higher  plane. 
Thirty  years  ago  there  were  1 42  hospi- 
tals iu  India,  in  which  671,000  patients 
were  treated.  Last  year  there  were  1,879 
hospitals  ;  the  uumber  of  in-patieots  was 
290,000,  and  the  uumlier  of  out-patienlB 


120,O(X),0OOIb.  Itut  ujo^t  important  of 
alt  is  the  condition  of  the  people.  Yoa 
coukl  not  have  a  people  plunged  m 
ever-increasing  poverty  and  going  from 
worse  to  worse,  as  some  would  liave  us 
believe,  iudalging  in  increasing  public 
expenditure,  constructing  large  public 
works,  and  improving  the  moral  and 
material  condition  of  the  people  and  their 
resources.  The  condition  of  the  people 
is  fully  discussed  in  the  interesting  Report 
from  which  I  am  quoting^  and  in  that 
Report  Lord  Cross,  the  then  Secretary 
of  State,  points  out  that  it  must  be  born© 
in  mind  that  in  rural  India,  from  the 
nature  of  the  climate,  the  poorer  classes 
have  fewer  wants  than  iu  this  country,  and 
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eau  satisfy  those  wants  more  easily  tbau 
the  poor  of  EnglanJ  can  satisfy  theirs. 
The  average  Indian  landholder,  tmUer, 
ryot,  or  artisan  coii»umej^  more  gait,  he 
conaumos  more  sugar  and  tobacco,  thuu 
be  did  generations  back,  A  careful 
analysis  of  the  couditioo  of  the  people 
has  been  made,  and  the  Reports  shuw 
the  condition  of  the  people,  especially 
the  small  lundowners,  and  show  fact.s 
directly  in  contradiction  to  the  statements 
we  have  just  heard.  In  a  certain  portion 
of  Bengal  and  Oudh|  and  in  certain 
other  districts,  there  is  undoubtedly 
much  poverty.  No  one^  of  course, 
will  maintain  that  there  is  not  great 
poverty  iu  India.  Thtre  is  great  poverty 
there  ;  but  my  point  is  that  under  British 
rule  that  poverty  is  not  increased,  but 
dimiuished.  I  very  much  regret  its 
amount,  and  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
no  one  is  more  anxious  than  I  am  to 
take  evevj  possible  step  to  reduce  that 
poverty  if  it  can  be  diminished ;  but,  so 
far  from  the  poverty  of  India  being  attri- 
butable to  British  administration,  the 
facts  show  exactly  the  opposite.  I  am 
not  now  going  into  the  question  of  the 
Be  venues  of  India  and  taxation,  because 
I  shall  have  to  trouble  the  House  on  that 
subject  to-morrow.  The  ordinary  debt  of 
the  country,  exclusive  of  money  borrowed 
for  public  works,  which  I  call  reproduc- 
tive, which  was  Rx.  10. '1,000,000  in  1877, 
is  DOW  only  76,500,CK>0,  With  reference 
to  another  point  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flint— namely,  the  delicits  in  the  Indian 
li)xehequer,  which,  he  says,  are  a  proof 
of  the  poverty  of  the  country.  I  must 
demur  to  the  statement  that  d elicit  after 
deficit  is  being  piled  up.  On  the  con- 
trary, in  recent  years  there  have  bc^o 
flurpluses.  The  last  tw^o  have  been  Wl 
no  doubt  owing  to  the  loss  in  exchange — 
the  fall  in  vahie  of  tlie  rupee.  But  in 
the  last  six  years,  1889  to  1891,  there 
have  been  four  years  of  surplus,  amount- 
ing to  Rx.6,80o,(K)0,  ant!  two  years  of 
deficit,  amounting  to  Rx,2*626,0(K>,  leav- 
ing a  net  surplus  of  Rx.4, 1 79,000.  In  1884 
Jtfr.  Cross  informed  the  House  that  India 
jn  the  previous  30  years  had  absorlied  a 
VQTv  large  amount  of  Hilver  and  gold. 
i:220,000,0<>0  of  silver  and  i:no,(K>(),OCK) 
of  gohl,  nuiking  a  total  of  i;330,(K>0,00(). 
1  have  no  means  of  verifying  .the  tigures,  '  proper  Indian  proportions  a  great  saving  J 
but  I  am  sure  Mr.  Cross  would  not  I  might  be  effected*  But  the  natives  of] 
liave    made    the    statement    exc^cpt    on  |  India  are  paid  according  to  this  scale,  and  | 

Jfr.  If.  H.  Fowhr  \  ' 


i 


good  authority.  During  the  13  years 
ludia  has  imported  a  large  amount  of 
gold  and  silver  which  reunitnti  ud* 
accounted  for,  and  which,  therefore,  is 
in  India  now.  The  net  balance  nu- 
accounted  for  is  £191,000,000,  of  which 
£51,000,000  is  of  gold.  I  think  that  i« 
a  fair  argument  to  use  when  the  poverty 
of  India  is  spoken  of.  Then*  as  to  wages, 
though  a  great  deal  of  them  are  paid  in 
kind,  of  course  a  I  urge  amount  of  raone^'^ 
passes,  and  there  has  been  a  considerable 
improvement,  One  of  the  most  com- 
petent officials  of  our  Indian  Goverumeut 
— the  gentleman  at  the  head  of  our 
Statistical  Department — has  taken  out 
from  a  number  of  large  towns  and 
localities  the  fair  average  type  of  wage* 
of  the  agricultural  labourer,  mason,  car- 
penter, blacksmith,  and  other  eraftdniea 
— -and  I  am  uow^  talking  about  money 
wages.  The  wages  of  the  agricultural 
labourer  have  risen  lietween  187iJ  aud 
1892  by  9  per  cent.,  aud  the  rise  in  the 
wages  of  artisans  has  been  16  2-3  per 
cent.  So  that,  so  far  as  that  goes,  we  are 
on  the  right  side.  Now,  as  to  the 
Revenue,  1  think  the  figures  are  very 
instructive.  Whereas  in  England  the 
taxation  is  £2  lis,  8d.  per  head,  in  Scot- 
land £2  8s.  Id.  per  head,  and  iu  Ireland 
£1  1 2s.  5d.  per  head,  the  Budget  which  I 
shall  present  to-morrow  will  show  that  the 
taxation  per  head  in  India  is  something 
like  2s,  6d.,  or  l-20th  the  taxaliou  of  the 
United  Kingdom  and  1-1 3tb  of  that  of 
Irehiud. 

Mk.  S.  SMITH  :  Does  he  exclude  tim 
Land  Revenue  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Yos.  So  far 
as  the  taxation  of  India  is  conceruedp 
taking  the  rupee  at  Is.  Id.,  it  is  2s,  6ti« 
[)er  ht'ad,  So  mUL-h  for  what  I  may  cal 
a  general  view  of  the  progress  of  tho 
people  in  India,  Now  let  me  say  a  ward 
or  two  on  sume  of  the  points  which  liav^ 
lieen  specially  referrtnl  l«:>.  My  hiui.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Flintshire  referred  to 
some  of  the  grievtinces  of  the  people. 
He  complains,  firsts  that  the  Government, 
is  too  expensive,  fhe  scale  being  a 
European  one,  aud  tliat  the  salaries  aro 
too  high.  He  put  forward  the  stiiteraeut 
tliat    if    the    salaries     were   reduced    to 
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Hives   amotigst   tlie   employes   of    the 
arerometit    are    in    au    overwhelming 
ttjoritjr.    Let  me  give  a  few  figure^?.    lu 
eogal    a    native    High    Court    Juilge 
ceives  Rx.5,000  a  year.     The  salaries 
the      native     siiliorJinate     Jadges 
^nge      from     Kx.720      to      RxJ/2(KJ, 
li<l    the    lower     Jmlges    receive    from 
lx.300     to      Rx.480.       Iii     the     Pro- 
incial  Serviee  the    salaries  range  from 
|x.9G0    to  Hx.2,400.      The  salaries  of 
lie  higher  grade  hi  the  Civil  Service  are 
bt  very  dissimilar  to  those  paitl  here,  und 
^ntras^t  very  favourably  with  the  salarieK 
ihl    in    foreign  Enro|Kean  countries.     I 
admit   the  salaries   are  on   a  high  scale, 
and  that  is  a  qiic^itiou    whieh  s^otne  djiy 
may  liave    to  be  coriHidered*     Ko  dotjht 
lie    exile     from     England      when     the 
Uariea  were  originally  fixed   was  more 
Dmplete  than   it  m  now,  hnt  it  mn»t  he 
bmemhereil  that  at  that  time  the  nij»ee 
Was  worth  28.,  and  the  sum  received  now- 
lay  s  does    not  by   any  nieaiiii  rejjresent 
^hftt  it  did  formerly.     That,  of  eonrsje,  is 
matter   of  detail.     I  am   not  going  to 
am  it    myself  to   any   view  as   to  the 
ilc  of  our  expenditure*     What  I  am 
lyiDg  now  is  to  show  the  House  that 
\  has   been  no  increase  to  the  disad- 
iltitage   of  the  people  of  India  in  this 
epect.     Objection 
my  hou.   Friend 
take    exception    to    the 
Great    Britain,    and    it 
log     here     as     rapidly     as 


has  also  been  taken 
to    the  pension  li;;!,  j 
pension    list 
is    increas- 


m 
the 


India, 
Income 
in  order 
as    the 


1  think*  3d.  in  the  £1 
Tax  is  required  in  this  country 
pay  pensions,  and  so  long 
ITS  torn  of  pensions  continues  we  i*hal! 
ikve  to  provide  for  them.  Pensions  are 
[never  decreasing  charge  ;  whether  io 
England  or  iu  India  you  will  find  the 
Busion  list  inereasiug.  My  hon.  Friend 
le  some  severe  remarks  about  the 
jiieezing  of  the  land  assessment.  lie 
complained  bitterly  especially  of  tbe  tem- 
porary settlement,  and  very  sitrongly 
ftdvocated  what  he  called  perpetuity  of 
tenure  at  a  fixed  rent.  Well,  the  land 
assessments  are  uot  increased  in  the 
aauner  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
be  iDstTuctions  of  the  Government  of 
|idi&  are  clear.  The  only  grounds  on 
lieh  the  land  asBessment  is  increased 
the  increase  of  area  under  cultivation, 
6eR  in  price  of  agricnkural  produce,  and 
10  produce,  owing  directly  or  in- 


directly to  the  action  of  the  Government 
— to  tbe  improvements  effected  at  the 
expense  of  the  State.  These  are  the  only 
grounds  on  which  the  assessment  can  he 
increased  ;  and  improvements  effecled 
by  the  cultivators  or  the  landlords  them* 
selves,  whether  from  their  own  funds  or  by 
means  of  State  loans,  and  whether  arising 
from  improved  methods  of  tiUage  or  other- 
wise, are  exempt  from  assessment  iu  most 
parts  of  India.  Irish  tenants  wonld  be  glad 
to  Bud  tliat  their  rents  were  not  raised  oo 
those  grounds  in  Ireland.  To-morrow  I 
shall  submit  a  statement  as  to  the  land  of 
India.  Now,  in  paas ing,  I  can  only 
express  my  regret  that  my  hon.  Friend 
thought  it  right  to  charge  'the  ofiRcials  of 
the  Land  Kevemie  witli  bribery  and 
corruption. 

Mr,  S.  SMITH  said,  he  referred  to 
the  native  agents  employed  by  the  Land 
Office.  lie  was  not  referring  in  the  least 
to  European?.  He  believed  that  a  great 
deal  of  briliery  prevailed  amongst  the 
inferior  native  agents. 

♦Mil.  H,  II.  FOWLER  :  lam  glad  ray 
hon.  Friend  has  made  that  statement,  and 
that  be  has  modilied  what  he  said.  lint 
even  as  the  hon,  Member  has  modi  Hod  it 
the  c  I  large  is  a  serious  one-— that  of 
bribery  and  corruption,  Tlie  jvoople  of 
India  do  not  understand  all  t lie  ins  and 
outs  of  our  Parliamentary  customs* 
What  my  hon.  Friend  has  jnst  stated  i& 
hardly  a  sufficient  reason  for  a  statement 
which  will  go  out  to  India  with  tlie 
authority  of  one  of  the  most  universally- 
respected  Members  of  this  House,  I 
ask  him  to  do  one  of  two  things — either 
to  give  me  some  case  where  this  offence 
has  been  committed,  and  I  promise  him 
it  shall  be  dealt  with  promptly,  vigorously^ 
and  severely  ;  or,  If  not,  that  he  will  feel 
it  due  to  a  large  class  of  Civil  servar»t» 
to  withdraw  so  grave  a  cimrge.  The 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Finsbiiry  (Mr,  Naoroji)jhas  been  fully 
replied  to  by  the  lion.  Baronet  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Kingston,  but  there  was  one  point 
in  which  he  was  supporter],  to  my  intense^ 
astonishtnent,  by  my  hon.  Friend  liehiud 
m^ — namely,  witli  reference  to  the  excess 
of  exports  over  imports.  They  seemed 
to  think  that  excess  of  exports  over 
itn|>orts  was  a  proof  of  the  poverty  of 
India,  Why,  Sir,  India  must  have  ati 
excess  of  exports  if  it  is  to  pay  Us  way, 
A  large  part  of  it  represents  interest  on 
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Uebt  which  has  boen  incurred  for  the 
beoeiit  of  India.  That  must  be  paid  for 
by  exports.  India  has  to  pay  a  large 
portion  of  the  cost  of  government  in 
England — and  I  consider  she  receives 
money^s  worth  from  the  English  Govern- 
ment— and  therefore  India  must  have 
a  surplus  of  exports.  In  addition  to 
that,  a  ver;^  large  amount  of  English 
capital  has  been  investeil  in  India.  If 
that  were  not  the  case,  I  doubt  if  the 
great  manufactories  that  are  now  in  India 
for  the  manufacture  of  cotton,  jute,  and 
indigo  would  exist  there  at  ail. 
The  profits  on  that  capital  must  be 
remitted  to  England,  and  therefore 
there  must  he  an  excess  of  exports 
over  imports  if  India  is  to  pay  her  way, 
I  have  already  called  attention  to  the 
enormous  accumulation  of  treasure  as 
against  that.  The  hon.  Meml)er  for 
Finsbury  seemed  to  think  that  the  one 
thing  desirable  was  that  a  native  Admi- 
nistration should  take  the  place  of  the 
British  Administration.  He  was  very 
enthusiastic  al>out  it,  and  so  eloquent 
that  he  puzzled  me  very  much,  because 
he  first  of  all  said  that  India  could  not 
bear  a  further  burden  of  taxation 
imposed  on  it;  and  then  he  said,  ^*If  you 
will  allow  us  to  prosper  we  will  pay  three 
or  four  times  our  preocut  revenue."  He  | 
argued  that  a  different  system  of  j^overn- 
mcnt  would  increase  enormously  the 
paying  power  of  India.  Now  on  this 
aiubject  I  have  had  laid  before  me  a  very 
instructive  comparison — so  instructive 
that  I  must  ask  the  House  to  attend  to  it. 
The  argument  is  that  the  administration 
of  India  by  England  is  costly  and  intoler- 
able, and  that  native  administration  would 
be  economical  and  popular.  We  have  in 
the  south-west  of  India  one  of  the  most 
influential  and  prosperous  of  the  native 
States,  the  State  of  Mysore,  which  was 
handed  over  to  native  rule  I  think  in 
1881.  It  is  surrounded  by  Madras.  The 
conditions  of  life  in  the  two  districts  are 
practically  the  same.  The  population  of 
Mysore  is  5,000,000 ;  in  Madras  it  is 
35,000,000,  or  seven  times  more.  Mysore, 
moreover,  is  administered  by  an  able  and 
business-like  Representative ^ody.  Now, 
Mysore  taxation  falls  on  the  population 
at  the  rate,  including  the  land  revenues, 
of  three  rupees  per  head.  In  M^ras  it 
is  two  rupees  and  four  annas.  T  " 
(he  items,  I  find  that  in  the   11   y)|ars 
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ending  1892-93  the  growth  of  taxation 
has  been  in  Mysore  from  101  to  153  lakhs, 
or  52  per  cent. ;  in  Madras  it  has  beau 
from  735  to  884  lakhs,  or  21  per  cent. 
I  can  go  tbrou)B:h  various  items  of  reveoae 
and  give  the  House  the  most  interetrting 
figures  showing  the  progress — I  think 
the  wise  progress — of  this  State  which  is 
availing  itself  of  a  great  many  of  the 
modern  improvements  which  are  pre- 
valent in  the  adjoining  country  of  Madras, 
and  I  find  in  every  point  there  is  an 
increase  in  expenditure.  That,  I  think, 
is  a  very  good  illustration  of,  I  will 
not  say  extravagance,  for  I  do  not 
wish  to  imply  that  against  Mysore,  but 
of  the  fact  that  if  you  are  to  govern 
India  wisely  and  successfully  the  cost  of 
government  will  necessarily  increase. 
The  handing  over  of  the  financial 
administration  of  India — whether  it  be 
wise  on  other  grounds  or  not  I  will 
not  say — at  any  rate  from  a  financial 
point  of  view  would  not  be  in  any  sense 
a  greater  economy.  Now  I  ought  to 
say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  another 
subject.  There  has  been  a  long  Debate 
on  the  subject  of  the  simultaneous 
examinations,  and  I  will  only  say,  in 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh,  who  complained  of  the 
unconstitutional  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter,  that  the  action  we 
took  was  with  a  full  sense  of  our 
responsibility  alike  to  Parliament,  to  the 
country,  and  to  India.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber very  naively  admitted  that  if  our 
action  had  been  challenged  on  a  second 
Division  the  first  decision  would  pro- 
bably have  been  reversed.  On  that  I 
will  express  no  opinion,  but  I  want  the 
House  distinctly  to  understand  the 
grounds  on  which  the  Government  pro- 
ceeded in  their  action.  I  want  my  hon. 
Friend  to  understand  that  in  so  serious 
a  matter  as,  I  will  not  say  the  refusal  of 
the  Executive  Government  to  accept  a 
Resolution,  but  suspending  action  upon  a 
Resolution  of  the  House,  and,  therefore, 
taking  the  risk  that  the  House  would 
deal  severely  with  it  by  ejecting  it  from 
Office  if  it  disapproved  of  its  action,  we 
were  not  acting  on  the  aiivice  of  the  Go^ 
vernment  of  India  ;  we  were  not  acting 
on  the  mere  opinion  of  one  individual 
Minister.  Our  decision  was  arrived  at 
by  a  unanimous  Cabinet,  after  full  and 
careful  consideration  of  all   the  circum- 
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iucei»  of  the  cme^  aud  with  a  full  belief,  i 
our  pare,  that  no   othor  tiecision   wa.s  I 
Bti    to  us  than   the  one  at    which   we 
\*Qd,     We  did  uot  cleolilo   the   mutter  j 


Goverumeut  iti  ludia  can  ap^int  a  man 
who  h  not  a  native  without  roporting 
the  matter  to  the  Centnil  Goverumeat 
aud  obtiviuing  their  couseut  to  atudi   ap* 


the  ground  the  hoii.  Member  seems  to  |  pointmeut.     We  think  the  present  uum« 
i)k  of  depriving  India  of   the  advau-  I  her  of  Enropeanii  in   the  Indian  Service 


F     IS 


es  of   coinpetitiou  ;    in  our  judgrneat 

mpetition  is  not  the  best  means  of  jselect- 

iug  natives  to  the  highest-ranked  placos?. 

may   be   necessary  in  Europe  in  order 

check  nepotism,  but  in  Inilia  nepoti^^m 

is    impodsible.     Probation   by  aetutil  em- 

I      ployroent  fornix  a  competitive exannnation 

of  the  best  kind,  and  on   that    ground  I 

i      am  prepared  to  join   i^iiue   witli  my  lion. 

Friend,     I    am    uot    a  great    admirer  of 

competitive     examination     its$elf*        We 

thought    that      to      apply      comi^etitive 

^^^ami nation:^  to  India  in  which  a  certain 

^^Baas  of   learning   was   necet^sary,  which 

^^ViiS    accessible    only  to    a    limited    aee- 

^H|on   of     the     population,   and    to    which 

^iorae    of    the   ruling  ^ectiouB  were    in- 

ditlerent,    would    have    l>eeo    an    act    of 

at  follj  ou   the  part  of  the  Govern- 

at.      One  test — and  the  best  test  al* 

ays  for  promotion  hi  India — will  be  suc- 

lul   admiuistraiiont    character^    com^ 

tence,  and   proved  ability.     My    hon. 

lend  »aid,  **  Are  you  of  opinion  that  a 

Ttain    number   of    the   Civil    servants 

on  Id  be  not  natives,  but  Europeans  ?  ** 

and  we»ay,  *'  Ye%  we  are/*     lu  order  to 

iuHure  the  etBcient  government  of  India  a 

minimum  of  Euroj)eau  officials  id,  iu  our 

1      judgment,    indii^pensable.     It    would  be 

L     entirely  out  of  the  question  ro  reduce  the 

^^faxidting  miuimuni  of  Europeans  at  the 

^Bresent  time,  m  the  number  of  thorn  i» 

^^pt  presjent  exceedingly  Bmall.    Deducting 

HB3  posts  assigned  to  the  Provincial  Service, 

the  cadre  of  pottts  at  prei^ent  ro:^erv6d  for 

covenanted  and  military  officers  numbers 

731,  The&e  are  the  officers  upon  whose  ad- 

inistrative  capacity  depended  the  quiet 

id  orderly  government  of  2I7,000,OtX) 

people.     They  represent  the  British 

overDmeDt  in  India.      They   represent 

le      British        Government      iu        the 

m    of     the    people^      It  is   to    their 

rsonal     intluenee,    their    impartiality, 

stice,  efticieucyf  and  moral  fitness  that 

that  department  of  the  administration  of 

the  Empire  is  entrusted.     I  have  already 

told  the  House  that  there  are  thous^ands 

appointments    in    India   which    are 

Id  by  natives.       There  are  a   certain 

of    appointments    to     which    no 


smalt  and  necessary*  My  hon.  Friend 
alluded  to  the  able  note  of  Sir  D.  P^it7.- 
Patrick,  who«^  opiuion  —  and  he  is  a 
man  of  great  Indian  knowledge— came  to 
tills,  that  with  the  contending  races  and 
faiths,  with  the  dttfcront  climates  and 
dilierent  conditions  of  life  in  the  various 
parts  of  India,  we  could  not  put  the  go- 
vernment of  one  Province  into  the  hands 
of  the  representatives  of  another  Province 
— iu  other  words,  that  we  could  not  ask 
the  martial  races  of  In  dm  or  the  Mabom* 
medans  of  India  to  submit  to  the  rule  of 
the  iuhtibitants  of  Bengal,  and  rice  rer«^. 
Upon  all  these  considerations  wo  arrived 
most  reluctantly — for  no  Governmeut 
would  wi.^h  to  come  into  convict  with  the 
House  of  Commons  on  a  question  of  this 
kind^ — and  simply  from  a  sense  of  public 
duty,  at  the  conclusion  that  has  been 
criticised  to-day.  And  now  my  time  has 
gone.  I  cannot  deal  witb  a  great  many 
points  I  shotdd  liave  Hked  to  d^al  with 
in  reference  to  this  Debate.  What  is 
the  course  which  we  are  to  take  upon  the 
Resolution  before  the  House  ?  The 
Hesolution  coflnmonces — 

*'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hou!*e,  a  f  til!  and 
triilet»enderit  Parliainentar)'  inquiry  shouUl  taka 
place  into  the  con4]tiou  and  want.H  of  the  tndian 
people,  and  their  ability  to  bear  their  exi»tiug 
flnancial  bunlenii." 

What  is  ^^a  full  and  iuJepondeut  Parlia* 
meutary  inquiry  ^' ?  I  thought  all  Par- 
liamentary inquiries  were  independent. 
I  sirppose  my  hon.  Friend  moans  impar- 
tial. '*  A  full  and  independent "  inquiry ! 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  means  to  re- 
strict the  class  of  Members  to  be  put  on 
the  Committee,  The  Resolution  says 
the  Committee  Is  to  inquire — 

*' into  the  (jondition  and  want^of  the  Indian 
people,  and  their  abilitj  to  bear  their  existini^ 
ourdens,  the  nature  of  the  Kevenuc  svatera  and 
thepossibiliu*  of  reiiuctionH  in  theexpemliturc  ; 
also  the  tlaaacial  relatione  between  India  and 
the  United  Ivin^dom^  and  geuerally  the  syst«m 
of  0  over  anient  in  Indiii,** 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  a  proposal  of  a  very 
wide  cUaracter.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exch^uer  said  last  year  that  he  was  not 
pre(yiar€Ki  to  refer  the  British  Constitution 
to  a  Select  Committee,  and  I  am  sure  the 
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House  would  not  sanction  referring  the 
constitution  of  tlie  GovernmeDt  of  India 
to  a  Select  Committee.  An  inquiry  of  t bis 
Bort  must  be  motft  protracted  and  costly, 
Hud  I  think  the  results  would  be  mO!!(tun- 
Batisfaetory,  because,  after  all,  any  ques- 
iioD  relating  to  what  I  may  call  the  Im^ 
perial  policy  with  reference  t>o  India  must 
%e  a  question  for  the  reBponfiible  Goveru- 
Tneutof  the  day.  No  Government  of  the 
day  would  shirk  that  refiponsibility,  no 
Government  of  the  day  would  allow  any 
Committee  to  undertake  that  responsi- 
bility for  it,  and  I  am  sure  no  House  of 
Commons  would  allow  any  Government 
to  shelter  itself  behind  the  Report  of  a 
Committee  in  dealing  with  such  a  ques- 
tion* My  h«n.  Friend  quotes  the  prece- 
dent of  the  East  India  Compiuiy,  but 
that  Company  was  a  trustee  who  came 
to  Parliament  once  in  20  years  for  a  re- 
newal of  the  trust,  and  therefore  Parlia- 
meiit  was  entitled  to  ask  how  the  Com- 
pany hat!  discharged  its  (hity.  But 
we  are  not  living  under  that  3t4ite  of 
things.  We  are  living  under  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  by 
a  Minister  who  is  re^^ponsible  to  and 
controlled  by  this  House,  With  refer- 
ence to  thei<e  Comtnittees,  there  have 
been  several  appointe<l  alreiulv.  Mr. 
Fawcett'*8  Committee  was  appointed  in 
1871»  It  sat  for  three  year**,  and  the 
only  practical  recommendation  whicli 
it  made  was  that  the  Indian  Budget 
8 1  JO  n  Id  be  presented  early  in  the  Session* 
That  has  not  been  realisetl.  In  the  new 
Parliament  of  1874  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  was  limited,  and  a  Report  was 
preseoteil  which  amounted  to  nothing* 
Lord  Nortli brook *s  Commission  sat  for 
14  years  before  it  made  its  final  Report. 
Therefore  the  precedent  of  these  Com- 
mittees and  Commissions  is  not  encou- 
raging. The  people  of  England  under- 
stand exactly  what  is  meant  l>y  a  Select 
Committee  and  a  Royal  Commission,  and 
wdiat  the  limits  of  their  authority  are. 
But  If  you  were  to  appoint  a  Cotnmittee 
to  overhaul  the  Government  of  India  yon 
would  produce  a  serious  effect.  You 
would  create  an  impression  tlii^t  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  was  upon  its  trial  and 
would  weaken  its  moral  force.  VOue  or 
two  gentlemen  have  complaineil  with  re- 
ference to  the  financial  arrangwents 
which  now  exist  between  the  War 
the  Treasury,  and  the  India  GfHce. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


hon.  Member  for  tjxford  said  there  is  a 
good  deal  to  bo  said  on  both  sides.  I 
know  there  is.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  have  a  word  or  two  to 
»ay  on  the  other  side,  Vmt  I  at  once 
frankly  admit  that  I  think  it  is  desirable 
that  the  financial  expenditure  of  a  gr«at 
country  like  India  should  bt>  subjected 
to  the  criticism  of  the  House  of  Commons 
more  in  detail  than  is  possible  in  the 
annual  Budget*  I  think  that,  upon  the 
whole^  it  would  be  wise  from  time  to  time 
to  have  an  inquiry  as  to  how  the  Reve- 
nues of  India  are  spent — ^spent  in  England 
as  well  as  in  India.  No  inquiry  of  that 
kind  would  lie  entirely  futile  if  you  could 
compress  it  within  reasonable  limits.  If 
you  made  it  wide  antl  extensive  the 
whole  thing  would  break  down.  What 
I  would  suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend — as 
his  motive  and  that  of  the  Government 
are  the  same — namely,  to  bring  about  a 
more  efficient  and  economical  administni- 
tion  in  India,  and  to  let  the  people  in 
India  know  that  for  every  sovereign  spent 
they  get  20s.  value — what  I  would  sug* 
gest  would  be  that  be  should  withdraw 
his  Motion,  and  I  will  nmlertnke  on  tho 
part  of  the  Government  that  at  the  very 
commencement  of  next  Session  we  will 
propose  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee,  which  will  inquire  into  the 
financia)  expenditure  of  the  Indian  Reve- 
nuei>f,  \H*ih  in  England  and  in  India.  I 
think  that  would  be  giving  to  the  House 
what  would  Ije  of  some  service  to  it,  and 
would  obviate  some  of  the  difficulties 
which  have  l:»een  raised.  It  would,  I 
think,  clear  up  some  of  the  charges  of 
extnivagnnoe  which  have  l»een  made 
against  the  Government  of  India,  aud,^ 
on  the  whole,  would  be  conducive  to 
the  public  good.  In  thanking  the 
House  for  the  patience  with  which 
they  have  listened  to  me  I  can  assure 
them  that  my  desire  is  to  carry  out  the 
policy  adopted  by  both  sides  and  to  ad- 
minister India  as  efficiently  and  as  im- 
partially as  possible.  My  hon*  Friend 
the  Member  for  BanfTshire  is  mistaken 
in  saying  that  the  Secretary  of  State  t» 
simply  a  tool  in  the  hands  of  the  Indian 
Council.  I  can  assure  him  that  the^ 
Secretary  of  State  exercises  an  indepen- 
dent judgment  on  all  Indian  affairs^ 
and  that  he  is  as  much  entitled  to 
Parliamentary  confidence  on  that  poiDt 
aa  any  other  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
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•Mb.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  asked  whe- 
ther the  Reference  would  include  the 
question  of  '^  financial  administration  "  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  did  not 
quite  understand  what  the  hon.  Member 
meant.  He  did  not  propose  to  make  a 
Motion  to-daj,  but  at  the  commence- 
ment of  next  Session.  It  would  be  open 
to  any  Member,  when  the  Motion  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  was  made, 
to  submit  anj  Amendment  be  thought 
necessary. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flintshire  withdraw  ? 

Mb.  S.  smith  said,  that  he  and  his 
friends  who  were  supporters  of  the 
Motion  would  accept  with  a  certain  de- 
gree of  satisfaction  the  offer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  They  thanked  him  for 
having  to  some  extent  met  their  desires. 
But  they  did  not  think  the  inquiry  would 
be  adequate  or  complete  unless  it  enabled 
them  in  some  way  to  deal  with  the  tax- 
paying  power  of  the  people  of  India. 
They  therefore  held  themselves  free  to 
ask  for  such  an  extension  of  the  Refer- 
ence as  would  enable  them  to  bring  in 
that  question. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

COAL  MINES  (CHECK   WEIGHER)  BILL 
[Zwii*].— (No.  340.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  moved 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  neglects,"  as 
objectionable. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  or  neglects." — {Mr,  Tomlinson). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

VOL.  XXVIII.  [fourth  S2JI1S8.] 


The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  said,  he  had  had  some 
communication  on  the  subject  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  represented  the 
mine-owners,  and  the  objection  to  these 
words  seemed  to  him  altogether 
unaccountable,  but  he  would  like 
to  have  the  opportunity  of  further  con- 
sidering the  matter,  and  would  deal  with 
the  Amendment  on  Report  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  postpone  it  for  the  pre- 
sent. It  seemed  a  pity  for  the  sake  of  a 
merely  verbal  change  to  alter  the  form  of 
the  clause,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  would  consent  to  postpone  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  consented. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid) 
moved  that  the  clause  be  omitted  as  un- 
necessary. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
clause. — {Mr.  Caldwell,) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  ASQUITH  assented  to  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

CANAL   RATES,  TOLLS,  AND   CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2.)  (BRIDG- 
WATER,   &€.,     CANALS)    BILL. 
(No.  198.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

MINES  (EIGHT   HOURS)  BILL.— (No.  10.)      (^ 
Order    for  Committee  read,  and    dis-     -^ 

charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  BOARD 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 
As    amended,    considered;    read    the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

3  B 
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KAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TKArFIC  BILL. 
CNo.  156.) 

Order  read,  for  resunoing  Ailjoiirned 
Debate  on  Amendnietit  proposed  [1 4th 
August]  on  Considenitiou  of  the  Bill, 
as  amended. 

And  which  Amendment  wan,  in  pftge 
2,  line  1,  after  the  word  **  force/*  to 
insert  the  words — 

*'  or  if  that  mte  or  charge  is  higher  than  the 
Tat€  or  chai-ge  in  force  on  the  Inst  »iay  of 
December  one  thousand  eight  hun«lred  an<l 
ninctj-two>  f hen  such  sum  as  would  have  ^>een 
payable  on  the  footing  of  the  last-ment toned 
rate  or  charge/'— (iVn  liryceJ) 

Question  put,  and  agreetl  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

JURIES  (IRELAND)  ACTS   AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  350.) 
Considereil  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment  ;  Bill  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed* 

PLUMBERS*  REGISTRATION    BELL, 

(So.  84.) 
Order  for  rejourning  Adjourned  Debate 
on    Question   [12th   April],   ''That    the 
BiJl  be  now  read  u  second  time/*  read, 
and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

KITCHEN  AND   REFRESHMENT   ROOMS 
(HOUSE  OF  COMMONS.) 
Xeave  given  to  the  Select  Committee 
to  report  their  Observations  to  the  House. 

Report,  with  ObBervationB,  brought  up* 
and  read. 

Report  to  He  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed,     [No.  297*] 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUr^E  (GOVERN- 
MENT  BITBINESS,) 

The  chancellor  uf  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  H ARcoL KT,  Derby): 
I  desire  to  give  notice  that  to-morrow  1 
will  move,  as  is  usual  w^ieu  the  legisla- 
tive business  of  the  Sessiion  lias  practi- 
cally reached  an  end,  the  following 
Reeolution  : — 

*'  That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session, 
Govemment  BusinesB  be  not  interrupted  under 
the  provisions  of  any  standing  Order  regu- 
lating the  Sittings  of  the  Hotii^e ;  and  may  be 
entered  upon  nt  any  hour,  though  pa«t  12 
o'clock  J  bat  that  as  soon  au  Government 
Biij-Jncas  \xi  disjKxscd  of  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn 
the  Hmi^e  without  Question  put,'' 


Colonel  NOLAN  asked  whether 
that  would  apply  to  the  Coercion  Act  ? 
He  hoped  that  an  exception  wonid  b© 
made  in  favour  of  the  Bill  for  the  Repeal 
of  the  Crimes  Act* 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  was  afraid 
that  no  Bills  whatever  eouKl  be  8pared. 
The  Rule  musnt  \m  inflexible. 

Mr,  A.J,  BALFOUR  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  ibe  Motion.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  approved  of  it.  But  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  be  asked  to  sit  at 
undue  length,  and  that  if  an  important 
Vote  came  on  at  12  o'clock  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  idsist  upon  its  being 
discussed,  but  would  go  on  to  less  con- 
troversial Votes  until  the  House  thought 
the  time  for  adjournment  had  arrived. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  he 
was  desirous  of  consulting  the  wishes  of 
lion.  Members  on  the  other  aide  of  the 
House. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  asked  whether  a 
Saturday  Silting  would  take  place. 

Sir  VV.  HARCOURT  said,  he  ought 
to  have  mentioned  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  endeavour  to 
make  progress  with  Supply  on  Saturday^ 
in  order  that  the  House  might  adjourn  iii 
the  course  of  next  week. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  asked  whether  tlie 
Saturday  Sitting  would  be  regulated  by 
the  Weduesdav  Rule? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  sard,  it  would  be 
an  ordinary  Sitting. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  he 
should  not  object  to  that  proposal,  if  the 
Goverutneut  did  not  attempt  to  make  the 
Saturday  Sitting  prolonged. 

SrR  W.  HARCOURT:  Oh,  no, 

Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY  asked  whether 
the  automatic  adjournment  would  apply 
before  as  well  as  after  12  o'clock  ?  If 
Government  business  were  concluded  be- 
fore midnight  private  Members  ought  to 
have  the  chance  of  utili.sing  the  time. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  .^aid,  that  he 
would  consider  the  question,  but  he  had 
not  coutemplated  Supply  being  concluded 
before  mlduight. 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  pointed  out 
that  the  Hous^e  was  not  tit  to  discuss 
Private  Bills  at  this  stage  of  tli^  Session, 
and  he  hoped  therefore  on  that  accouut 
that  the  proposed  concession  would  not  b© 
made. 

House  »<lj(?ttmed  at  tweuty  minute^* 
bi'fore  Six  o'clock. 
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JILDING  SOCIETIES  (No.  2)  BILL. 
(No.  2080 


SECOND   READma. 


I 

^V  Order  of  the  Day  for  tbe  Second  Read- 
PBlig,  reiuL 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herbchell)  :      My     Lonl!^,    thi«    Bill 
wliifli   I   n«k  yonv  Lordships  to  read  ii 
Bcoud  time  Uai*  Uoeri  very  earet'iilly  coii- 
lidered  iti  the  otiior  House.     Your  Lord- 
lips   will    he  awiue   that  attetitioii   bus 
ceotly  heeii    called  to  the  very   disas- 
roTiii  etiecti^   whicli   has    been    produced 
kw^  to  the  failure  of  certain  Buildiug 
^ociL^tie*^  resiilthig  in  the  loss  hj  mauy 
&f  the  working  etansetf  of  this  oouutry  of 
the    protluct    of    many    years   of    thrift. 
Although   the    measure    has    no    doubt 
ttttraoteti   public  utteution  owin*^  to  the 
cent  failures^  aud  altiiough  I  think  it 
Bftaiu    tliat  those  failures   ha\*e    facilt* 
ited  the  passage  of  the  Bill  througli  tlie 
plher    House    hy    exciting     a     natural 
ttteredt  in  the  subject  and  a  desire  to  see 
i^n  aniendtneut  of  the  law,  yet  it  does  not 
Bpreseut  anything   that  could   he  called 
3mie    legislation,  inasmuch    as   the  ex- 
Hiieocy  of  legislation    in   this  direction 
long  been  in  view,  and  the  provisions 
irhich  are  substantially  embodied  in  this 
)i(l   have  been  kmg  utuler  consideration, 
The    Bill  does  nut  i»roposo  to   interfere 
'with  tlie  mana^-^emcut  of  their  affairs  by 
the  Societies    themselves^     To   attempt 
would   no  doubr  be  a  fatal  policy  ; 
Lit  it  deals  with  what  will  probably  pre* 
ireat   some   of   the    disasters  which    we 
bave  recently  seen.     Hitherto,  although 
coouuts    have    t»een    presented    to  the 
t»ember&    and    Registrar  from    time  to 
jme,  yet  on  matters  most  material  ihey 
ftve  conveyed  little  or  no  iuformatiou, 
ftfge  sums  have  often  been  advanced  on 
nortgage^and  owing  to  the  non-pay uieut 
interest  the  Society  has  entered   into 
.possession  of  many  of  tliose  mort- 
properties  without  any  information 
on  the  subject  l>eing    conveyed    to   the 
aembers.and  without  their  knowing  any- 
ixing    of    what    was    going    on.     The 
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extent    to  which  this  practice  has  pre- 
viiiled  w*ill  be  apparent  when  J  tell  your 
Lordships   what  is  shown   by  a  Return 
which  has  been  moved  for  of  the  value 
of  the  properties  which  have   come  into 
the  possession  of  Societies  owing  to  the 
non-fulfilment  of    obligations    by   mort* 
gagors^     The    Societies   are   not   under 
any   statutory   compnlsion    tD    make    a 
Return.       Two    hundred     and     twenty 
Societies    having    £13»000,000    out    on 
mortgage  do   not  make  any  RetiU'n,  but 
7J6    Societies  which   have   £28,0<K),000 
on  mortgage  made  Returns  showing  tliat 
they    were    in    possession    of   properties 
themselves   which  had  been  mortgaged 
for  no   less  than  £7,315,C00.     No   doubt 
those  Societies  which  made  Returns  hml 
in  their  possession  mortgages  in  similar 
proportioi^aud  this  would  mean  that  nearly 
1,0()0     Societies    have     probably     atiout 
£i>,OOC),00(>  of  mortgaged  property  which 
tbey  have   had   to  take   into  their  owu 
possession  owing  to  the  non-fuliilment  of 
obligations.     The  Bill  prop€>ses  to  require 
that   the  Societies  should  show  in  their 
annual  accounts   what  amounts  are  out 
on  mortgage,  not,  of  course,  specifying 
tbe  particular  properties  or  tlie  names  of 
the     mortgagees,  but    indicating     what 
amounts    have    Ijcen  advanced  on   indi- 
vidual properties,  and  on  how  many  pro- 
pel ties  thoKe   advances  hiive  been  raatle.. 
The  original    object   of    tbesc  Building 
Societies   was    to   encourage    thrift    hy 
enabling     advances     to     be     made     by 
means  of  which  working  men  should  be- 
come the  owners  of  their  own  dwellings. 
But,  unfortunately,  many  of  these  Socie- 
ties have  departed  from  the  original  pur- 
pose of  their  foundation^  and   they  have 
become   lending   Societies  in  couuection 
sometimes  with  speculating   builders  ot^ 
extremely  insufficient  security*     That  is 
the  Hrst  and  probably  the  most  vital  pro- 
vision of  the    Bill.     In  addition  to  this, 
povver  is    given  to    10    members    of    a 
Society   to   call   upon  the  Registrar   of 
Building   Societies  for  the  appointment 
of  a  person  to  examine  the  accounts  and 
report   upon  them,  and  one-tenth  of  tho 
members  of  a   Society  may  at  any  time 
require  the  aj^pointmeut  of  an  Inspector, 
who  may  examine  into    tho  management 
and  proceedings  of  tbe  Society  and  the 
manner  in  whicb   the  Society   is  carried 
on*     There  are  also  provisions  for  audit* 
ing  the  accounts  of  the  Society.     I  do 
not  think  I  need  trouble  your  Lordships 
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in  more  tletail  wltli  tlie  meiiHiire,  I  am 
sure  your  Lord:*ljip»  will  sympathise  witb 
its  object.  It  will  not  fetter  tlje  continent 
by  the  Sooietiea  of  their  own  business, 
while  OD  the  otlier  lianti  it  will  afford  to 
their  niembera  such  iriforTiiiitfon  ns  will 
be  likely  to  induce  at)  amotitit  of  cure  and 
dautioti  in  the  management  of  Societies 
which  has  not  hitherto  always  boon  fthovvn, 
and  it  will  protect  their  Members  from  such 
losses  as  those  from  which  unfortnimtely 
in  the  past  they  have  suffered. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  rend  2V 
— ( The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Loud  ASHBOURNE  :  My  Lords  I 
entirely  concur  with  the  noble  an<J 
learned  Lord  on  the  Wool.'iuek  upon  the 
propriery  of  reading  this  Bill  a  second 
time,  and  of  giving  it  every  assistauce 
to  enable  it  to  be  parsed  into  law  without 
delay*  It  deal  is  with  important  matters 
which  have  attracted  much  public  atten- 
tion, and  is  likely  to  prevent  the  repe- 
tition of  grave  abuser,  I  have  been 
written  to  in  reference  to  thii*  Hill  by  a 
firm  of  solicitors  in  whose  judgment  I 
place  confidence  and  for  whose  re?<pecta- 
l>ility  1  can  vouch,  suggesting  some 
Auiendments  ;  but  I  am  bonitd  to  >ay  as 
at  present  advised,  having  reiid  the 
clauses  in  this  Bill,  1  do  not  see  the  e^act 
relevance  of  the  Huggestiona  made,  and  I 
have  a^ked  for  further  luformation.  I 
do  not,  however,  suggest  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  should  change  the  day 
he  has  fixed  for  the  Committee  stage  on 
that  account^  and  unless  my  mind  goes 
with  the  Amendmentrt  1  will  not  trouble 
jrour  Lordships  with  them. 

Lord  BALFOIK  ok  BURLEIGH 
«aid,  he  also  had  received  commtinica- 
*  tions  from  Scotland  iu  regard  to  this 
Bill,  one  being  from  a  gentleman  wlioni 
he  could  trust  in  reference  to  one  of  the 
clauses  as  interfering  with  members  of 
these  Societies  obtaining  small  amounts 
free  of  Stamp  Duty.  That  privilege  was 
reserved  by  some  Societies,  but  would 
not,  owiog  to  the  peculiar  form  of  the 
4lrafting,  be  given  to  others.  He  would 
be  glatl  to  know  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  whether  he  would  accept 
nn  Amendment  which  would  meet  the 
difficultv  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hekscitell)  :    The  noble  Lord  has  been 
good  enough  to  communicate  with  me  on 
this  matter.     Two  poinia  are  mentioned : 

T4e  Lord  Chancellor 


one  that  the  Society  referred  to  would 
be  unable  in  future  to  make  temporary 
advances  to  non-advanced  members  in 
respect  of  subscriptious  standing  to  their 
credit.  This  Bill  will  make  no  differ- 
ence, and  whatever  [>ow*er  existed  before 
will  remain  after  the  Bill  is  jmssed. 
The  other  point  is  one  of  some  sub- 
si4ince.  The  Society  referred  to  is  at 
present  registered  under  the  Act 
of  IH36,  and  the  Stamp  Duty 
for  transactions  nnder  £oOO  is  smalb 
No  doubt  that  exception  is  of  fome 
value »  If  the  Society  were  allowed 
to  n^gister  as  proposed  by  the  Bill  under 
tlie  Act  of  1874,  it  w^onld  undoubtedly 
lose  that  exception.  On  the  other  hand, 
it  would  gain  the  advantage  that,  whereaH 
the  liability  is  unlimited  under  the  Act 
of  1H36,  it  would  become  limited  under 
ttie  Act  of  18T4,  so  that  if  they  lost  in 
one  direction  they  would  obtain  the 
benefit  in  the  other.  If  the  Soi'iety  d  ^siree 
to  obtain  the  advantage  of  that  ex- 
ception, I  do  not  think  it  is  unreasonablo 
that  their  wish  should  be  complied  with, 
inasmuch  as  that  has  been  done  in  the 
case  of  cvrtaiu  Societies  registered  before 
18oo.  1  understand  that  the  Society  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  refers  wms  registereil 
in  the  following  year,  and  if  l»e  desires  to 
amend  the  Bill  by  substituting  for  the 
date  1855,  that  of  1856  or  1857,  to  meet 
the  case,  1  should  not  feel  inclined  to 
resist  the  Amendment  in  that  form. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2»  accordingly,  and  coram itte<l 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To- 
morrow, 

EQUALISATION'  OF  KATES  (LONDON) 
BILL.— (No,  2<i7) 

SECOND    READING* 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY AM>  LORD  PRESIDENT  oi^ 
TBE  COUNCIL  (Tbo  Earl  of  Rose- 
hehy)  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think  that 
this  Bill,  which  is  not  long  in  itself, 
although  it  involves  some  important 
points  of  principle  and  detail,  will  need 
a  very  lengthy  explanation  from  me,  for 
this  simple  reason — that  it  comes  up  to 
this  House  with  the  practically  uuanimouB 
concurrence  of  all  parties  in  the  House 
of  Commons^      The  Second  and  Third 
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cjidioga  were  passed  unttuimouslyt  and  |  bility  about  them  which  httva  lK?eu  urged 

by  various  se^jtious  of  opinion  ;  oue 
in,  tbt&C  the  contributiau  iu  aid  should 
be  given  iu  proportiou  to  the  »»tti- 
tary      exper»ditnre      of      the       various 


there  were  only  two   Divisions  taken  iu 

Committee.     Therefore,  I  am  entitled  to 

claifn   that  it   eomea  up  to  thie    House 

with  a  rare  eouseusu!^  of  opinion  from  the 

other  House  of   Parliament*     iloreovor, 

it    represjieuta    the    outcome    of    a    very 

strong  general  feeling  that  there  a>houlU 

be  some  aasisUiuce  given  frojn  the  richer 

parishes  iu  the  Metropolis  to  the  needs  of 

the  poorer  pariitlie.^.     And  here  again   I 

do  not  think  I  shall  sstrlke  any  note  which 

18  objectionable  to  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 

^^ite,  beeaut^a,  aa  a  matter  of  fact,  all  tlie 

^^epi$    which    have   been    taken    ia    thi$ 

^Hirectiou    have  been   taken   by  Ministera 

Hnrho  were  Members  of   the   late  Cabinet. 

The  first  step  was   taken  in    1967  by  the 

constitution    of  a   Common   Poor   Fniid, 

under  the  auspices  of  Lord  C  ran  brook. 

The  next  step  was  takeu  iu  miO  by  Mr. 

Goschen,  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

^Jjh^uer,  when  he  introduced  a  Bill  giving 

^H  general  contribution   of  3d.   a  day  for 

^^lll  indoor  paupensi  of  the  Meiropolif* ;  the 

third  step  was   taketi  by  Mr.  Uitchie  in 

the    Local    Government    Bill    of    1888, 

when  he  allowed  a  jmrtion  of  the  Probate 

^^uty  Grant  from  Imperial  sources  to  the 

Hpurposos  of  tlie  London  County  Council. 

I  thiuk,  therefore,  that  the  geiieral  priu- 

4:ipU?  of  this   Bill  is   not  likely  to   meet 

"   ith  any  opposition  from  your  Lordships. 

The  general  principle  involved  i»  nothing 

more  or  less  than  this — namely,  that   we 

I  should  endeavour  by  some  measure  of  this 
kind  to  reduce  the  rating  inequalities  of 
khe  Metropolis,  whicJi  are,  as  is  known 
ko   your   Lordships,  8utfi«*iently  glaring, 
»ud  which   I  will  not  trouble   the  House 
on  this  occasion  by  iUustrating  in  detail. 
low    does    the  Bill    propose  to    redress 
bene  iue*|ualities  ?     It  proposes  to  do  so 
hy  levying  a  geueral  rate   of  6d,  in  the 
£1  all   over  the  Metropolis,  which  is  to 
be  handed  over  to  the  various  parishes  iu 
proporttoti  to  the  extent  of  their  respec- 
tive   populations.     I    think    there    is    no 
^^ractical  objection  to  the  basis  of  popula- 
^EtOD    bein;yt   takeu^   although    some  have 
"thought  that  it  was  too  rough-and-ready 
a  method  of  ascertaining  the  wants  of  a 

Ptiarisli.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  after  a 
Kreat  deal  ot  threshing  out  in  Committee 
tu  the  Honse  of  Commons,  1  think  it  Ints 
|)een  ascertained  that  population  is  the 
ooly  practical  basis  upon  wliich  this 
ftBsiatauoe  can  be  given.  There  are  two 
Other  bases  which  have  a  certain  pliiusi- 


parishes.        Well,    I    think    it    is    clear 
that  any  such  provisiou   would   tend  at 
once  to  local  extravagance,  and  wouhl  tend 
therefore  to  defeat  the  very  object  which 
we  have  iu   view.     The  other  principle 
that  has  been  suggested  is   this^ — that  a 
uniform   rate  should  be  raised   all  over 
the  Metropolis  aud  applied  generally  by 
uniform      managemeut.      But      uniform 
tminagement  means  central  management, 
aud  there    is  a  great   diilerence  between 
even   great   towns    like  Binningliam  and 
Manchester,  for  instance,  and  sucli  avast 
city    as   this  Metropolis.     8o  long  as  a 
diversity   exists    iu    our    municipal    ad- 
miuistratiou,I  tliiukthat  uniform  manage- 
ment  for   this   purpose    would    lead    to 
nothing    but    mismanagement    aud    ^x- 
travagauoe.     The  area  of  London  is  too 
great  for  it  to  be  treated  in  that  manner, 
and    therefore    I    think   we   come,   by  a 
process  of  exhaustion,  to  the  remedy  pro* 
posed  hy  this  Bill.     As   a  matter  of  fact, 
the  remedy   proposetl    by    this    Bill   will 
work  fairly  enough   in  practice,     All  the 
mojit  wealthy  and  h'ghtly-rated   parishes 
will   pay,  and  all    the   poorest  and  most 
heavily-rated  parishes  will  receive.     But 
the    average    rate    of  parishes   receiving 
will   remain  above   the    average    rate  of 
the  Metropolis,  and  the  average  rate  of 
those  parishes  which  will   contribute  will 
remain    below    the   average    rate  of  the 
Metropolis  all  the  same.     The  average 
rate  in  the  contributing  parishes  for  the 
two  years  ending  last  year  was  os.  l'3d. 
in  the  £1.     This  will  Ijc  increased  by  the 
Bill    on     the     present     calculations    to 
OS.  4n  d.     The  average  rate  for  the  same 
{foriod    of    the    receiving    parishes     was 
fis.    3d,,  and  under   the    Bill    it    will  be 
reduced  to   6s.     I  will   only  trouble  you 
with  one  more  figure  showing  the  general 
fairness  and  justice  of  the  new  arrange- 
ment.    At  present  the  difference  between 
the  average   rates  of   the    parishes  that 
wilt   contribute   and    receive  is  Is.  l'7d, 
in    the    £1  ;    but    by  the    new    system 
that  ditference  wilt    be    reduced    to  7d., 
and   I    believe    that    you    may    draw    a 
hard  -  aud  -  fast    Hue,  and    say  that    iu 
all     the    parishes    in    which     the    rate- 
able   value    per    head    of    population  Is 
above  £7   18s.  those  parishes  will   oou- 
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tribute,  and  where  the  average  rate  is 
below  that  figure  those  parishes  will  re- 
ceive. I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
therefore,  again,  that  from  the  best  calcu- 
lations we  can  make  we  believe  that  the 
general  arrangement  under  the  Bill  will 
work  out  an  extremely  fair  one.  Now  the 
mechanism  is  this  :  the  levying  of  the 
rate  will  be  left  to  the  London  County 
Council.  Each  year  they  will  fix  a 
general  rate  all  over  London  and  deter- 
mine the  contribution  of  eacli  parish  on 
the  valuation  lists,  and  that  rate  will  be 
apportioned  according  to  population  to 
the  various  sanitary  districts.  Of  course, 
my  Lords,  it  will  be  in  the  main  a  sort  of 
Clearing  House  arrangement  of  accounts  : 
those  parishes  where  the  rating  is  above 
receiving  the  balance  which  the  other 
parishes  will  have  to  pay.  In  order  to 
make  this  apportionment  as  accurate  as 
possible  we  have  determined  not  to  wait 
for  the  next  Decennial  Census,  but  have 
provided  for  a  Census  being  taken  in 
March,  1896  ;  and  by  implication  it  will 
follow  that  the  next  Census,  which  I 
suppose  will  be  taken  in  1901,  will  apply 
as  a  Quinquennial  Census  with  regard  to 
value  for  the  purpose  of  this  Bill,  Now 
I  come  to  the  other  part  of  the  Bill 
which  provides  for  the  application  of  this 
fund,  which  of  course  in  one  sense  is 
scarcely  a  less  important  ra'.itter  than  the 
relief  of  the  poorer  parishes.  The  first 
application  will  be  to  sanitation.  I  think 
no  one  can  doubt  that  the  proper  sanita- 
tion of  the  whole  of  Loudon  affects  all 
the  inhabitants  of  this  great  city  to  an 
equal  degree.  Infection  may  come  from 
one  of  the  poorer  districts  and  spread 
over  the  wealthier  districts,  and  therefore 
they  have  all  one  common  sanitary  in- 
terest. I  hope  that  in  many  of  the  dis- 
tricts the  sanitary  necessities  are  already 
sufficiently  provided  for.  The  next  ap- 
plication of  the  grant  will  l)e  to  paving 
and  the  question  of  lighting.  Everybody 
knows  that  the  roads  in  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts are  not  so  well  kept  up  as  those  in 
other  districts,  and  that  they  are  kept  up 
at  much  greater  expense.  Then  as  to 
lighting,  anyone  who  penetrates  the 
regions  particularly  in  the  East  End  of 
Loudon  knows  that  the  darkness  is  due 
to  the  inadequacy  of  the  funds  for  the 
purpose  of  lighting.  The  darkness  of  the 
streets  was  mentioned  by  the  police 
in  connection  with  the  Whitechapel 
iDurders      as      a      source     of       actual 
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danger  to  life  iu  the  Metropolis.. 
It  may  be,  however,  that  in  some  of  the 
districts  which  are  to  receive,  all  those 
proposals  are  already  sufficiently  prorided 
for.  This  Bill  will  come  to  the  relief  of 
these  districts,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  see 
that  the  proposed  reductions  are  carried 
out  without  any  sacrifice  of  efficiency.  I 
think  when  we  compare  the  roads  io 
some  of  the  parishes  with  those  in  the 
parish,  for  instance,  in  which  I  live,  we 
must  admit  that  there  is  a  margin  for 
considerable  reduction  and  consequent 
relief  to  the  poorer  ratepayers.  With 
regard  to  sanitary  efficiency,  I  may  men- 
tion that  the  Bill  also  gives  power  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  act  when  the 
application  of  the  grant  is  not  properly 
carried  out.  That  is  a  power  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Department  most  in- 
terested, it  may  never  be  necessary  to 
apply,  but  it  is  one  which  is  necessary  Id 
such  a  Bill.  I  shall  not  further  dday 
your  Lordships,  as  various  Bills  havls  to 
come  before  you  ;  but  I  do  recommend 
the  Bill  to  both  political  Parties  on  the 
ground  of  its  being  a  boon  to  those  ia 
this  great  Metropolis,  in  whom  both  sides 
have  of  late  taken  so  much  interest.  I 
beg  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Moved, ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V*' 
— (  The  Earl  of  Boscbert/.) 

•Lord  MONK  BRETTON  hoped  the 
Bill  would  not  go  forth  to  the  world  with 
a  blemish  on  the  face  of  it.  It  was  called 
a  Bill  for  the  equalisation  of  rates,  but 
did  not  equalise  them.  It  hardly  even 
answered  to  the  Preamble  that  it  "  aided 
in  the  equalisation  of  rates."  Many 
inequalities  and  anomalies  would  still  be- 
left,  and  others  would  be  created,  though 
it  did  rough  justice,  as  it  took  from  the 
richer  in  aid  of  the  poorer  districts. 
Some  years  ago  he  had  had  to  consider 
carefully  what  was  the  best  broad  and 
general  basis  for  the  distribution  of 
grants  in  aid,  and  he  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  no  better  basis  than  popula- 
tion could  be  adopted,  because  that  in- 
sured aid  being  given  where  needs  and 
poverty  were  presumably  largest.  The 
reduction  of  rates  had  been  mentioned  a& 
one  object  of  the  Bill,  but  it  was  not  a 
desirable  one.  The  rates  iu  the  poorer 
districts  of  the  Metropolis  were  largely,, 
and  in  some  cases  almost  entirely,  paid 
by  compounding  house-owners.     On  the 
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oilier  hand,  the  coutributiotis  to  those 
poorer  diatrictf*  wouM  be  levied  not  eo 
much  upon  owners  as  upon  tenants  iu 
the  We^it  End.  A  sufficient  answer  to 
that  waa  tiiat  the  occupier!*  of  houses 
in  thode  wealthier  districts  were»  as  a 
class,  more  tiiftueut  than  oceupiers  iu  the 
£ftst,  Nortb«  and  South  of  the  Metro- 
polis. The  weak  point  in  the  Bill,  liow- 
ever,  seemed  to  bo  that  the  grants  iu 
aid  might  inure  in  the  poorer  parif^hes 
Co  the  benefit  of  the  compounding  house- 
owners,  and  not  of  the  poor  tenants, 
the  people  who  it  was  desired,  in  the 
raain,  should  reap  the  benefit.  If  the 
Local  Authorities  aete^i  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Bill  they  would  raise  the  same  amount 
of  rates*  as  at  present,  and  make  the  same 
expenditure  upon  sauitatioo,  lighting,  aufi 
paving,  and  then  devote  the  grant  in 
addition  for  the  latter  purposes  only. 
By  doing  so,  they  would  benefit  the 
poorer  tenants  as  well  as  the  whole  com- 
munity. If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  re- 
duced their  rates  by  the  amount  of  the 
grants,  and  only  spent  the  same  total  sum 
as  now  upon  works,  improvements,  and 
sanitation,  they  would  simply  be  putting 
a  botjus  in  the  pockets  of  the  compound 
house-owners.  Which  ptir^wse  would  the 
grants  be  devoted  to  ?  If  they  ivere 
tlivided  and  applied  for  both  purposes 
ihey  would  be  frittered  away.  Happily, 
Iti  the  latter  stages  of  the  Bill  In  the 
other  House  Amendments  were  in- 
serted defining  the  purposes  to  which 
tie  granti>  were  to  be  devoted  and 
the  order  of  their  application  ;  and, 
further,  that  the  Local  Authorities  should 
i*euder  detailed  acornints  annually  to  the 
XiOcal  Government  Board  of  their  total 
expenditure  and  of  the  grauts  sepa- 
rately, power  being  given  to  the  Local 
Government  B  mrd  to  order  payment 
<^f  the  grants  to  be  w^ithheld  bv  the 
London  County  Council  from  default- 
Tog  Local  Authorities.  That  showed 
Ibe  intention  tlmt  the  grauts  should  be 
applied  for  sanitary  purposes  rather 
than  in  reduction  of  the  rates.  While 
approving  of  the  Bill  ho  'was  afraid  that 
its  title  would  lead  to  disappointment 
in  the  poorer  districts,  Avhere  it  would  be 
expected  that  a  great  deal  more  was 
j^oing  to  be  done  for  them,  w^hilo  the  whole 
fund  distributed  would  only  amount  to 
about  £220,000  a  vean 

TiiK  MAKgi  EssoF  SALISBUHY  :  It 
would  perhaps  be  hardly  courteous  to  the  I 


noble  Lord  the  Prime  Minister  if  some 
voice  did  not  proceed  from  these  Benches 
in  respect  to  the  Hill  of  which  he  has 
moved  the  Second  Reading.  ^Ly  ow^n 
opinion  with  regard  to  tliis  Bill  is  that 
it  does  rough  justice  indeed,  but  that  it 
is  justice  on  the  whole,  and  I  myself 
shall  vote  in  favour  of  its  passing.  The 
noble  Lord  who  has  Just  sat  down  has, 
I  think,  established  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  compelle*!  contributions  by  the 
tenants  of  the  West  End  to  the  landlords 
of  the  East  End.  I  am  not  a  landowner 
in  the  East  End.  I  respect  them  very 
much,  and  I  am  very  glatl  they  are  to 
get  relief  ;  but  whether  this  will  benetit 
the  poor  people  in  the  East  End  I  have 
very  great  doubt.  Again,  although  I 
am  thoroughly  content  to  accept  the  Bill, 
I  do  not  accept  the  arguments  used  by  the 
noble  Earl  in  moving  the  Second  Reading. 
He  seemed  to  me  to  accept  the  essential 
unity  of  all  that  is  iuctudeil  in  the  Me* 
tropolitan  area — that  it  is  not  only  a 
constitutional  arrangement,  but  one  in 
actual  fact.  Now,  I  doubt  very  much 
wiiether  there  is  any  great  unity  of  in- 
terest in  respect  of  matters  for  parochial 
expenditure  between  Ilanunersmitli  and 
Mile  End  or  lietween  Paihlington  and 
Clapham,  which  are  all  deeply  interested 
in  many  of  the  subjects  for  the  expendi- 
ture authorised  under  this  Bill.  It  is  a 
constitutional  fiction  such  as  we  are  con- 
stantly obliged  to  employ,  that  the  various 
parts  of  the  Metropolis  are  equally  in- 
terested in  the  i^rochial  ntlUirs  of  alt 
or  any  of  them.  It  i^  a  constitutional 
fiction  to  which  we  must  adhere,  because 
it  is  convenient,  and  on  tbe  whole,  as  I 
say,  rough  justice  is  done.  Thore  is 
another  reason  why  to  myself  personally 
— I  wish  to  include  no  one  else — this 
particular  kind  of  legislation  is  grateful. 
I  believe  it  has  a  tendency  in  the  direction 
of  a  very  much  larger  measure  to  which, 
I  think,  we  shall  ultimately  come.  It 
has  a  tendency  in  favour  of  general  cen- 
tralisation and  getting  ritl  of  the  local 
levying  of  rates.  In  past  times  the  local 
levying  of  rates  was  an  cxi-eedingly  wise 
measure,  because  it  tended  greatly  to 
economy  and  did  not  infiiet  any  parti- 
cular injustice.  But  the  economy  has 
been  growing  less  and  the  injustice 
greater,  and  I  doubt  very  muuh  whether 
the  time  has  not  come^ — if  it  has  not 
come  now  it  will  speedily  come — when 
the  injustice  infiictei]  by  the  local  system, 
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of  which  the  nudn  eflbet  is  to  throw  the 
expeDditcire  in  which  all  are  interetted 
upon  one  particular  and  comparatively 
•mall  class  of  property,  most  be  regarded 
as  greater  than  the  conrenienee  resnltinff 
from  the  economy  of  localisation.  I  will 
not  undertake  to  say,  and  I  am  far  from 
pledging  myself  to  the  opinion,  that  the 
time  has  come  when  any  particular  mea* 
snre  ought  to  he  introduced  in  order  to 
carry  these  Tiewt  into  effect,  for  I 
am  fully  alive  to  the  dlfBcufties  which 
are  involved  ;  but  I  rather  look  upon 
it  as  a  counsel  of  perfection,  to 
which  we  ought  to  adhere,  that 
we  ought  to  work  towards  that  cen- 
tralisalion  of  expenditure  and  of  taxation 
of  which  one  of  the  main  effects  must  be 
to  relieve  the  particular  class  of  property 
on  which  all  this  expenditure  is  now 
most  unjustly  thrown.  The  Bill,  there- 
fore, tends  in  a  direction  with  which  I 
sympathise,  but  I  again  say  that  I  by  no 
means  foresee  in  the  immediate  or  reason- 
able future  the  possibility  of  giving 
effect  to  those  views.  I  believe  the  ten- 
dency of  events  is  in  their  favour,  aud 
that  localisation  both  of  expenditure  and 
of  levy  must  gradually  diminish  both  in 
popularity  and  availability.  When  we 
shall  come  to  such  remedy  I  do  not 
know  ;  bat  I  think  in  the  meantime  this 
is  a  step,  and  a  safe  step,  in  that  direction, 
and  for  that  reason,  as  well  as  for  other 
reasons,  I  am  myself  glad  that  it  has 
been  brought  before  Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  have 
only  to  say  one  word  with  reference  to 
what  fell  from  the  noble  Lord  below  the 
Gangway.  His  reference  to  the  com- 
pounding landlord  had  some  atom  of 
truth  in  it,  but  I  think  the  noble  Mar- 
quess in  referring  to  it  pressed  the  point 
rather  further  than  the  case  warranted 
when  he  said  it  was  contribntion  by  the 
tenants  of  the  West  End  to  the  landlords 
of  the  East  End,  though  doubtless  the 
temptation  to  the  epigram  was  irre- 
sistible. At  the  same  time,  it  must  be 
understood  that  this  is  in  its  essence 
a  rough-and-ready  attempt  lo  redress 
inequalities  of  rating,  and  it  is  as  such 
that  the  Government  presents  it.  If  we 
were  to  go  into  the  details  of  the  matter, 
we  should  be  confronted  with  innumerable 
difficulties  and  anomalies,  and  it  would 
take  a  much  larger  Bill  to  redress  them, 
I  must  also  protest  against  the  objection 
taken    bj  the   noble    Lord    below    the 

TAe  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


Gangway  to  the  title  of  ihe  Bill. 
''Equalisation  of  Batee**  it  the  thori 
title  of  the  BiU  on  the  ovtsida,  hut  the 
full  title  set  oat  in  the  body  cf  the 
measure— namely,  •*  a  BiU  to  make  betlar 
provisum  for  the  equalisation  of  lates  In 
different  parts  of  London  **— 4i,  I  enfavil^ 
an  accurate  and  candid  account  of  the 
UilL  If  the  noble  Lord  chooMt  for  the 
purposes  of  his  argument  to  take  the 
i^hort  title  put  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
that  is  one  thing;  but  it  is  not  the  title 
ctf  the  Bill. 

Kotion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2»  aocordingly,  and  com- 
raitttd  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whale 
House  To-morrow. . 

HOU81NO  OP  TAB  WOBKINO  0LAS8B8 

(BORBOWINO  P0WBB8)  BILL. 
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Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Becood  Beadk 
ing,  read. 
•Lord    HAWKESBUEY    said,   thia 
was  a  very  short  Bill.    Its  object  waa 
gimply  to  determine  a  question  which  had 
arisen  upon  a  section  of  the  Housing  of 
the  Workmg  Classes  Act  of  1890.   That 
Act    authorised    the   replacing    of    the 
dwellings  of  persons  whose  homes  had 
been  found  to  be  in  an  insanitary  condition, 
and   the  Local  Government  Board  waa 
empowered  to  direct  the  Local  Authority 
to  carry  out  its  provisions.     A  question 
had  arisen  with  regard  to  the  bororwing 
powers  in  reference  to  larger  and  smaller 
areas.   The  Local  Government  Board  had 
always    considered    that    the   necessary 
power  of  borrowing  was   given  in   the 
smaller,  as   it   undoubtedly   was  in  the 
larger  areas,  and  had  made  orders  accord- 
ingly.    As,  however,  the  point  had  been 
raised,  it  was  thought  desirable  to  bring  in 
this  Bill. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2».'* 
— (TAe  Lord  Hawkesbury.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  BiU  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

MERCHANT   SHIPPING  BILL.-.(No.  204.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  Mj 
Lords,  although  this  is  prohablj  the 
largest  Bill  ever  brought  before  jou,  I 
need  detaio  jou  but  a  momeut  in  moTing 
the  Second  Reading.  It  is  a  Bill  for 
consolidating  all  the  legislation  on  the 
subject.  The  matter  was  referred  to  a 
Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses,  and 
was  partly  proceeded  with  last  Session. 
The  Bill  was  again  brought  in  this  Ses- 
sion, and  referred  to  a  Joint  Committee, 
which  sat  for  many  days  and  thoroughly 
examined  all  its  provisions  assisted  by 
representatives  of  ail  parties  interested  in 
them.  In  the  result  a  measure  has  been 
produced  which  is  likely  to  give  very 
general  satisfaction.  I  have  only  to  say 
that  a  communication  was  made  to  me 
yesterday  in  which  certain  persons  com- 
plaiued  that  the  Bill  had  been  passed 
hurriedly  through  Parliament.  I  can 
give  an  assurance  that  no  Bill  was  ever 
more  carefully  considered.  They  call 
attention  to  two  points  in  which  they 
consider  the  law  has  been  changed  to 
their  disadvantage.  I  have  looked  into 
the  matter,  and  can  assure  them  that  they 
are  entirely  mistaken ;  the  Bill  simply 
reproduces  the  existing  enactments  and 
makes  no  alteration  that  could  be  to 
their  disadvantage.  I  trust  this  expiana* 
tion  may  remove  any  apprehensions  that 
may  have  been  entertained,  and  I  beg  to 
move  the  Second  Reading. 


Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
—{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

UNIFORMS  BILL.— (No.  175.) 
THIRD    READING. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order). 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved  an  Amendmeut  to  include  music- 
halls  in  regard  to  uniforms  worn  in 
public  performances. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  2,  line 
21,  sub-section  (b),  after  ("a")  to  insert 
("  music-hall  or  "). 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed^  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 


CROWN  LANDS  BILL.— (No.  199.) 

third  reading. 

The  Queen's  consent  signified ;  Bill 
read  3*  (according  to  Order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herscuell)  :  I  have  to  move  a  merely 
verbal  Ameudment.  When  this  Bill  was 
first  introduced  there  was  a  somewhat 
lengthy  Schedule  containing  a  number  of 
Acts  which  it  was  proposed  should  be 
repealed.  Those  have  now  disappeared, 
except  two  which  come  sufficiently  under 
a  sectioD  of  the  Act.  I  move,  therefore, 
an  Amendmeut  to  leave  out  Clause  14 
and  the  Schedule,  which  is  now  entirely 
useless. 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL— (No.  210.) 

COMHITTEB. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN 
moved  to  omit  Sub-eection  4  of  the 
clause,  providing  that 

"  the  Board  shall  comply  with  any  instructions- 
which  may  be  issued  by  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland." 

He  took  objection  to  this  on  the  ground 
that  it  gave  an  undue  and  un* 
necessary  power  to  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland.  The  danger  of  enact- 
ing such  a  provision  as  this  was 
that  it  would  encourage  persous  to  put 
pressure  upon  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
to  decide  questions  connected  with  par- 
ticular cases  of  administration  in  their 
favour. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Sub-section  4.— (TAe  Earl  of  Camper- 
down,) 

•The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
that  if  the  sub-section  remained  in  the 
Bill  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  would  be 
in  a  very  anomalous  position.  He  might 
find  himself  in  a  minority  of  one  on  the 
Board  in  Edinburgh,  and  yet  on  returning 
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lies 


to  his  office  iu  London  might  OTorthrow 
their  decision  bj  a  stroke  of  his  pen. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  he  was 
quite  ready  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
He  belieyed  the  wonts  were  ftorplasagey 
and  had  probably-  been  pot  in  by  a  too 
ardent  admirer  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  agreed  to,  with  veiiwl  Amend- 
ment. 

Clause  6  agreed  to. 

Clkuse  7. 

♦Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  in 
moving  an  Amendment,  that  it  was 
thought  when  this'  clause  was  first 
^drafted  there  were  no  legal  proceedings 
outstanding  in  which  the  Boanl  of  Super- 
vision were  concerned.  It  bad  been  found 
that  was  not  the  oase^  and  words  were 
necessary  to  avoid  difficulty. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  20, 
after  ("executed")  insert  ("or  of  any 
action  or  proceeding  raised.")— ( TAc 
Lord  Tweedmouth.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8,  9,  and  10  agreed  to. 

Clause  11. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved  an  Ameudment  in  this  clause, 
which  enacted  that  a  woman  otherwise 
possessing  the  qualificatiou  for  being 
registered  on  any  County  Council  or 
Municipal  Register  of  electors,  should 
not  be  disqualified  by  marriage  from 
being  registered,  provided  that  a  husband 
and  wife  should  not  both  be  registered 
in  respect  of  the  same  property. 
He  proposed  to  amend  the  clause  by 
substituting  "qualification"  for  "pro- 
perty." The  Bill  would  then,  he  said, 
be  an  enfranchising  instead  of  a  disfran- 
chising measure,  though  he  did  not  think 
this  clause  would  greatly  increase  the 
electoral  roll.  There  was  no  reason  why 
two  persons,  either  as  owner  or  tenant, 
should  not  be  upon  the  Register.  Unless 
this  Amendment  were  accepted  they 
would  run  the  risk  of  disfranchising  per- 
sons unable  to  subdivide  their  property 
and  enfranchise  those  who  could  do  so. 

TAe  Marquess  of  Lothian 


Amendment  moved,  in  ^age  5,  Iftie  2, 
to  leave  oat  ("property  *^)  and  lo  msarll 
C'  qualifieation  ")^  TAe.  Lord^  Ikd/amr 
of  Burleigh.) 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  oppoMd  the 
Amendmenti  which,  in  his  opinion,  might 
give  rise  to  many  bogus  qnalificatiettB. 
Moreover,  the  word  in  the  clause  was  the 
same  as  that  used  in  the  English  BilL 
If  it  would  meet  the  views  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  insert  "qualified'*  instead  l»t 
^  registered  "  there  would  be  no  objee* 
tton. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
thought  the  proposed  change  wonld'Mi 
be  worth  making,  and  as  the  Grorem* 
ment  objected  to  the  Amendment  he 
wonld  not  press  it.' 

Th^  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
was  sorry  no  Scotch  lawyers  were  pre> 
sent,  but  his  impression  was  that  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  would  not  gain  the 
object  he  had  in  view  by  the  dauee  as  it 
stood.  The  lessee  and  the  freeholder  <rf 
a  house  would  still  be  two  separate  per- 
sons. 
•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  was  not 
sufficiently  learned  in  the  law  to  be  able 
to  reply  to  the  suggestion,  but  he  Iml 
been  advised  that  the  object  would  be 
attained  by  keeping  the  words  as  they 
were. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  12. 

Drafting  Amendment. 

The  Marquesh  or  HUNTLY 
moved  to  substitute  '' sheriff"  for 
"  county,"  as  the  Registers  would  be  con- 
fided to  the  Sheriff*  Clerk,  who  would  be 
the  proper  person  to  make  them  up. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  6,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  ("county")  and  to 
insert  ("  sheriff"). — (  The  Marquess  of 
Huntly.) 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
Government  were  in  this  case  indifferent* 
The  change  suggested  was  not  impor- 
tant, but  as  there  seemed  to  be  some 
difference  of  opinion  between  Sheriff 
Clerks  and  County  Clerks  he  had  no 
objection. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  the  reason  for  the  Aonendment  was 
that  as  the  Sheriff  Clerk  was  the  official 
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appotuted  to  make  «p  the  roll  he  should 
be  reapouaible  for  circuliitlug  it.  It 
eeemed  uuuetie^j.sary  to  divide  the  work 
between  two  official  a. 

The  Marqi  e^s  of  H  U  N  T  L  Y 
thought  the  Amendment  would  make  the 
BiH  more  homogeneouy. 

Lord  T  wee DMOUTH  preferred  to 
keep  tho  Bill  ti^n  it  was. 

Amendment;  (by  leave  of  tlie  Commit- 
tee) withdrawD, 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved  a  new  clauae  modifying  and  alter- 
ing the  Bill  in  its  application  to  parishes 
in  Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  and  Leith.  He 
said  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  they 
affected  the  larger  Municipal  Authori- 
ties would  introduce  most  serious  diffi- 
culties aud  would  cause  Deediess  con- 
fusion ant!  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary 
expenditnre*  Take  Glasgow  as  a  con- 
crete ease.  That  city  was  divided  into 
fiVQ  parishes,  one  wholly  hurghal  and 
the  other  four  partly  burghal  and  partly 
landward.  The  atfairs  of  the  Parochial 
Botiy  were  managed  entirely  apart  from 
the  Town  Council,  The  municipal 
eJectiooiS  for  the  diflTereut  wards  and 
parishes  took  place  every  year.  The 
Parish  Council  elections  took  place  once 
in  three  years,  and  yet  under  the  Bill  the 
Municipal  Authorities  were  obliged  to 
prepare  the  Register  every  year.  That 
would  put  them  to  great  expense.  He 
waB  informed  that  the  cost  of  adapting  the 
electoral  roll  for  the  piiri>oses  of  the 
Parish  Council  would  bo  greater  than 
the  expense  of  preparing  a  special  rolU 
Again,  in  large  towns  great  difficulty 
would  arise  from  having  the  elections  for 
the  Town  Council  and  the  Parish  Coun- 
cil on  the  same  day.  That  would  cer- 
tainly be  tlie  case  in  such  places  as 
Glasgow,  Edinburgh, and  Dundee,  where 
the  provision  in  the  15th  clause  would 
cause  groat  confusion.  If  the  contem- 
plated arrangements  had  been  carefully 
examineil  they  w^ouhl  not  have  been 
adopted.  It  was  becoming  more  and 
more  the  custom  for  working  classes  in 
targe  towns  to  poll  late  in  tJie  evening, 
and  already  great  difficulty  was  ex- 
perienced in  the  voting  arrangements. 
If  parish  elections  with  their  nmltifdicity 
of  candidates  were  to  he  superadded,  the 
dilBenlties  would  be  increased*     Double 
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eiectlons  would  have  to  l*e  held  with  the 
same  Presiding  Officer.  Ho  had  received 
a  letter  from  Sir  J.  Mar  wick,  the  Town 
Clerk  of  Glasgor/,  pointing  out  that  the 
scheme  of  the  Bill  w^ould  introduce  great 
coufusion  into  the  eleetions  in  that  city. 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  the  other 
House  admitted  that  the  provision  in  the 
Bill  could  not  stand,  but  the  right  bon« 
Gentleman  suggested  that  any  amend- 
ment should  be  postponed  until  some 
Hme  before  the  second  election  took 
place.  It  seemed  strange  to  hini  that 
when  a  defect  in  the  Bill  was  pointed 
out  and  recognised  it  could  not  be  at 
once  remedied.  The  proposal  he  now 
madi^,  which  w^as  approved  aud  sup- 
ported by  Glasgow,  Edinbnrgh,  and 
Dundee,  would  meet  the  difficulty  that 
was  apprehended.  He  had  reason  to 
believe  that  other  large  Municipalities  in 
Scotland  took  a  similar  view,  and  he 
ho[)ed  the  Government  would  see  their 
w*ay  to  accept  the  Amendment, 

Moved  to  insert  as  a  new  elause — 

»'This  Act  shall  apply  to  the  ptirialiet 
specified  m  Scbeiiulc  V.  annexed  to  this  Act, 
subject  to  Llie  modifications  and  alteratioijg 
following  (that  is  to  say)  : — 

(L)  In  the  year  oue  thr>uAainl  eig:hl  hun* 
dretl  aud  ninety -eight,  aud  in  t?very  third 
year  thereafter,  simultaneously  with  the 
pn*parntion  of  the  Municipal  Ueg-isterin 
a  buri^h  within  which  xny  such  parish  is 
wholly  or  partly  gitauteil^  the  assessor 
chnr^l  with  the  preparation  thereof 
shall  prepare,  and  snail  arrange  in  the 
pfln«h  wants  ftied  by  or  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  At!t,  n  separate  list  of  the 
pers4ms  qualified  to  be  parish  electors 
v^itbLu  ft  bur^'bfll  parish  or  within  the 
burghal  part  of  a  parish  ;  and  the  whole 
enactments  of  this  or  any  other  Act  re* 
lative  to  the  registration  of  burgh  electors 
or  parish  electors,  inchiding  the  provi- 
fliona  relating  to  officers  and  date^,  and 
to  numliering  and  placing  ditttiuctivo 
marks  on  the  Register  or  list,  ahal],  with 
the  necesisary  alterations  of  notices  and 
other  forms,  and  other  necessary  vnria- 
tiorts,  extend  and  apply  to  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  yaid  lijst,  and  it  shall  be  law- 
ful to  object  to  the  insertion  or  omission 
of  the  name  of  any  person  in  the  part 
of  said  liat  applicable  to  a  parish  ward  a«i 
nearly  as  may  Ije  in  the  same  manner,  and 
subject  to  the  same  provisions  a>s  to  up* 
peal  and  otherwise,  a.s  in  the  ca-^e  of  any 
entry  in  or  omission  from  any  Alunicjpal 
Register  or  list ; 

(2o  The  nomination  of  Parish  Counclllora 
in  such  parishcH  shall  take  place  on  the 
Hccontl  Taei^day,  ami  the  election  of  such 
Couacillora  on  the  thinl  Tuesday  of 
November,  in  the  year  one  thousantl  eight 


1171 


Local  Government 


(SeoOand)  Bill. 


\m 


hundred  and  ninety  eight,  and  in  ererj 
third  year  thereafter ; 

(3.)  The  expemlitnre  incurred  in  the  pre- 
paration of  the  Raid  separate  list  of 
parish  electors  in  so  far  as  relating  to 
any  such  parish,  and  the  ezpenditare  in- 
curred  in  the  election  of  Parish  Ck>an- 
ciilois  for  such  parish,  shall  be  a  charge 
upon  the  poor  rate  levied  therein. 

80HEDULB  V. 


Purithes. 
Glasgow. 
Barony. 

Govnn  Ck)mbination. 
Eastwood. 
Cathcart. 
Edinbargh  City. 
St.  Cuthberfs  Combination. 
Liberton. 
Dnddington. 
South  Leith. 
North  Leith."— (Xiirrf  Balfour  of  Burleifjk.^ 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
proposal  of  the  uoble  Lord  was  practi- 
cally thai  special  treatment  in  regard  to 
registration  and  election  should  be  ex- 
teude<l  to  certain  places  iu  Scotland. 
Their  Lordships  would  agree  that  prima 
facie  this  was  not  a  desirable  thing  to  do, 
but  that  there  should  rather  be  one  system 
of  treatment  for  tlie  whole  country.  It 
was  true  that  Glasgow  was  anxious  for 
the  clause  ;  but,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  ascertain,  EUnburgh  and  Leith, 
two  of  the  other  places  mentioned  iu 
the  Schedule,  were  quite  indifferent. 
The  matter,  however,  was  not  a  pressing 
one  ;  no  real  difficulty  would  arise  in  the 
election  of  1898,  and  he  thought  it  would 
l>e  well  to  wait  until  they  hud  practical 
experience  of  the  Act,  and  if  difficulty 
arose  such  as  was  apprehended  it  would 
be  open  to  theiu  to  take  action  to  meet  it 
in  a  way  that  would  apply  generally  to 
the  country.  At  present  iu  Edinburgh 
there  were  constantly  occurring  Road, 
Trust,  and  Municipal  elections  on  the 
same  day  without  trouble  arising.  He 
did  not  think  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
out  a  pressing  case,  and  in  those  circum- 
stances he  could  not  assent  to  the  pro- 
posed new  clause. 

•The  MAR<irESs  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
it  would  be  absolutely  impossible  in  Glas- 
gow to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  as  it  stood  without  great  difficulty 
and  expense.  He  failed  to  appreciate 
the  objections  of  the  noble  Lord  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  to  special  legislation  for  cer- 
tain places  in  order  to  meet  the  difficulty, 
and  he  hoped  that  this  exception  would 


{LORDS} 

be  made  at  the  request  of  the  Cerpoif 
tion  of  Glasgow,  and  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  or  BURLEIGH 
thought  the  ooble  Lord  had  not  mi* 
ciently  shown  cause  against  the  iniertiai 
of  the  proposed  clause,  and  was  afmii 
he  must  trouble  the  Committee  to  go  to 
a  Division  upon  it. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  thit 
Glasgow  was  one  of  the  greatest  cities 
iu  the  Empire,  and  had  a  very  liifo 
population.  It  was  in  peculiar  eiren- 
stances,  because  it  had  been  eatiognp 
the  neighbouring  Municipalities  f or tefetal 
years.  Sir  James  Marwick  was  an  autho- 
rity of  the  highest  staoding,  and  DothlDf 
could  be  stronger  than  his  laognage  oi 
the  subject  in  the  letter  read  bj  tho 
noble  Lord,  showing  that  the  Bill  u  it 
stood  would  be  almost  nnworkable  is 
Glasgow.  He,  therefore,  could  not  lee 
why  the  noble  Lord  should  give  wsj  os 
the  point. 

The  Earl  op  ROSEBERY  did  ssi 
think  the  matter  was  one  of  vital  grsfity. 
Still,  it  did  seem  a  mistake  to  give  ex- 
ceptional treatment  to  Glasgow  in  tbe 
matter,  especially  as  such  treatmeot,  n 
far  from  giving  satisfaction  to  tbe  reit 
of  Scotland,  would  create  a  great  deal  d 
jealousy,  even  in  adjoining  districts  is 
Lanarkshire.  Moreover,  after  the  veiy 
strong  expression  of  opinion  on  this  veiy 
matter  by  Scotch  Members  in  the  olber 
House,  and  in  Grand  Committee,  he  did 
not  think  their  Lordships  should  agne 
to  the  Amendment.  It  was  a  mstter 
which  might  vvell  be  left  to  be  dealt  with 
as  his  noble  Friend  had  suggested ;  but 
if  the  Amendment  was  pressed  the  Go- 
vernment must,  of  course,  yield  to  superior 
numbers. 

The  Marquess  of  HlT>'TLi 
appealed  to  the  noble  Lord,  in  the  circum- 
stances, not  to  press  the  Amendmeot. 
There  was  a  good  deal  in  what  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said,  but  attention 
had  not  been  generally  called  to  the 
matter  in  Scotland.  In  Glasgow,  how- 
ever, the  mischief  pointed  out  would  work 
more  seriously,  and  in  other  large  towns 
than  in  other  places.  Elections  i<^ 
parishes  would  overlap  ward  electionSi 
and  the  result  would  be  very  incoo" 
venieut.  The  matter  had  not  been  much 
considered  in  Aberdeen,  where  puhhj 
opinion  would  probably  be  in  favour  of 
the  noble  Lord's  suggestion.     The  po?^ 
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time  to  deal  with  the  whole  matter  would 
be  in  1898  when  the  elections  would  take 
place. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
observed  that,  in  addition  to  the  cades 
mentioned,  the  represenfatives  of  the 
Parochial  Board  of  Dundee — which  was 
DOt  by  any  means  an  insignificant  body — 
came  up  specially  when  they  heard  that 
this  clause  was  to  be  proposed  in  order  to 
Lave  their  parish  put  into  the  Schedule. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Why 
did  you  refuse  f 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  that  the  representatives  only  arrived 
to-day,  and  the  notice  was  only  given 
yesterday  ;  but  if  the  House  should  pass 
thfis  clause,  he  was  going  to  put  Dundee 
down  for  inclusion  in  it  to-morrow. 
When  it  was  said  that  representations 
had  not  been  made  in  favour  of  this  clause, 
he  would  remind  their  Lordships  that  the 
clause  was  only  put  on  the  Paper  last 
ni/?ht,  so  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
exact  text  of  the  clause  to  have  been  seen 
by  those  to  whom  it  had  not  been  specially 
sent.  He  sincerely  hoped  the  clause 
would  be  adopted,  and  he  believed  before 
the  Bill  could  leave  this  House  there 
would  be  additional  representations  in 
favour  of  other  places  being  put  in. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
if  there  was  to  be  exceptional  treatment 
owing  to  exceptional  difficulty,  then  the 
same  treatment  should  be  extended  to  all 
large  towns.  As  the  matter  referred  only 
to  what  would  take  place  in  1898,  he  did 
not  think  this  was  really  one  of  the  most 
vital  matters  in  the  Bill. 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH observed  that 
this  proposal  was  moved  on  the  Report 
stage  in  the  House  of  Commons  when 
the  Representatives  of  these  great  towns 
were  in  the  House  of  Commons,  on  whom 
the  greatest  pressure  could  have  been 
brought  to  bear  if  their  had  been  a  strong 
feeling  among  their  constituencies  in  the 
direction  of  this  clause.  What  did  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  do  ? 
They  did  not  even  divide  in  favour  of 
their  own  clause.  That  showed  that  the 
feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Representatives 
of  the  large  towns  in  the  House  of 
Commons  could  not  have  been  very 
strong. 

Clause  negatived. 


Clause  18. 

The  Marquess  op  HUNTLY 
moved  an  Amendment  providing  that  a 
copy  of  every  Order  made  under  thig 
section  should  be  transmitted  to  the  Board 
within  seven  days  after  it  was  made, 
instead  of  H  days  as  provided  in  the 
Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  agreed  to. 

Clause  15. 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  moved,  in 
line  40,  after  ("  Council,")  to  insert  ("  or 
Town  Councillors"). 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  moved, 
in  line  41,  to  leave  out  (''the  principal 
Act  or").  He  said  his  object  in  putting 
down  the  Amendment  was  to  call  atten- 
tion to  a  rather  important  point  in  con- 
nection with  the  Bill.  As  the  Bill  was 
originally  introduced,  the  sixth  part 
dealt  with  the  Local  Government  Act 
(Scotland),  and  brought  in  certain 
Amendments  to  that  Act  which  were 
considered  a  most  valuable  addition  to 
the  Bill.  Owing  to  the  pressure  of  time 
that  part  was  dropped,  and  Clause  16 
was  now  the  only  part  of  the  Bill  which 
affected  the  former  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  it  affected  it  in  a  very  important 
manner.  This  clause  entirely  changed 
the  method  of  nomination  and  election 
of  County  Councillors,  and  it  was  for  the 
Government  to  consider  whether,  in  a 
Bill  dealing  entirely  with  Parish  Coun- 
cils and  from  which  all  matters  relating 
to  County  Councils  hai  been  dropped,  it 
was  advisable  to  bring  in  a  clause  the 
effect  of  which  was  entirely  to  alter  the 
mode  of  election  of  County  Councillors. 
He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  the  machinery 
provided  for  the  elections  by  this  clause 
was  not  better  than  the  present  machinery, 
but  it  was  certainly  an  anomaly  in  a 
Bill  dealing  with  Parish  Councils  to 
bring  in  a  clause  dealing  with  the  nomi- 
nation of  County  Councillors. 
♦Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  pointed  out 
that  the  County  Council  and  the  Parish 
Council  elections  were  going  to  take 
place  on  the  same  day  and  in  the  same 
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room,  and  it  would  be  a  verj  incon- 
venient thipg  if  one  set  of  Rules  was  to 
be  enfpn^  with  regard  to  Couhtj 
Councils  and  another  set  with  regard  to 
Parish  Councils.  Surely  it  was  better 
to  make  the  change  here,  and  allow  the 
flame  Rules  u>  be  applicable  to  both 
elections,  which  were  held  at  the  same 
time  and  in  the  same  place. 

The  Marquess  of  BTUNTLY  :  I 
will  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  agreed  to. 

Clause  18. 

The  following  two  Amendments  were 
on  the  Paper  : — 

Lord  Balfour  : 

*'Line  15,  leave  oat  from  (' thereof  *)  to  the 
end  of  the  clause,  and  insert  (*  If  an  equality  of 
Totes  occur  between  two  or  more  candidittea 
whose  position  on  the  poll  is  such  that  all  of 
them  cannot  be  elected,  the  Betuming  Officer 
shall  decide  which  of  such  candidates  shall  be 
returned  as  duly  elected.* ") 

The  £arl  of  Campsrdowx  : 

^'Line  15,  to  leave  out  from  ('two')  to 
O  can  *)  in  line  16,  and  insert  (<  or  more  candi- 
dates receive  an  equal  number  of  votes,  being 
more  than.' ") 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  : 
Has  the  Government  any  objection  to  this 
Amendment  ? 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  he  was 
quite  indifTerent  as  to  which  set  of  words 
were  taken,  but  he  preferred  those  of  the 
noble  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown  moved  his 
Amendment,  which  was  accepted,  as  was 
also  a  purely  consequential  Amendment 
thereto. 

The  Marquess  op  LOTHIAN:  Is 
It  intended  that  the  Returning  Officer 
should  have  a  casting  vote  even  if  he 
does  not  happen  to  be  a  voter  in  the 
parish  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  Oh,  cer- 
tainly,  that  must  be  so. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  19. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  that  before  he  came  to  the  .part  of 
the  clause  to  which  his  Amendment  re- 
ferred he  should  like  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  Goverumeot.     He  thought  an  under- 

Lord  Tweedmouth 


taking  was  given  in  another  place  that 
the  Government  would  put  down  an 
Amendment  to  get  rid  of  the  determina* 
tion  by  lot  as  to  which  of  certain  peraoiw 
should  be  chairman  in  the  erent  of  an 
equality  of  votes.  He  did  not  know 
whether  they  persisted  in  adhering  to 
this  gambling  method  of  settling  who 
should  be  chairman.  As  he  uoderstood 
an  undertaking  was  given  to  oonsider  the 
matter,  he  should  like  to  ask  what  had 
been  the  result  of  that  consideration  ? 
•Lord  TWiBEDMOUTH :  lamafmid 
I  must  plead  my  want  of  cognisanoe  of 
such  an  undertaking.  I  will  make  in- 
qnh*ies  about  it,  and,  if  necessary,  make 
some  change  on  the  Third  Beading. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BUBLBIOH 
moved,  in  line  20,  after  the  aeeond 
C^Councir*)  insert  (<*  sitting  as  a 
district  committee**).  He  said,  lie 
thought  these  words  were  obyiooaly 
necessary  as  a  matter  of  draft- 
ing. It  could  be  the  intention  of  the 
Government  only  to  put  a  representatlTe 
from  the  Parish  Council  on  the  County 
Council  when  it  sat  as  a  district  committee 
in  those  places  in  which  no  district  had 
been  formed.  He  thought  serious  mis- 
apprehension might  arise  if  the  words 
were  not  inserted,  and,  at  any  rate,  they 
could  do  no  harm. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  20,  after 
the  second  ("  Council  "),  insert  (**  sitting 
as  a  district  committee**). — (^The  Lord 
Balfour.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved,  in  line  23,  at  end  of  the  clause, 
add— 

("  Provided  always  that,  in  the  case  of 
parishes  partly  landward  and  partly  burghal, 
he  shall  be  appointed  by  the  landward  com- 
mittee from  among  their  own  number  *'). 

The  Amendment,  he  said,  was  to  provide 
that  where  a  landward  committee  was 
appointed,  and  which  acted  a.^  part  of  the 
Parochial  Board  for  certain  purposes,  the 
representation  of  the  landward  part  of 
the  parish  on  the  district  committee 
should  l>e  made  by  the  landward  com- 
mittee, and  not  by  the  whole  Parochial 
Board.  This  was  obviously  just,  because 
it  was  only  the  part  of  the  landward 
parish  which  was  interested  in  the  work 
of  the  district  committee.  The  matters 
relating  to  the  roads  and  public  health 
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ting  forth  the  ground  of  snch  complaint,  and 
the  said  Sheriff  shall  forthwith,  if  he  be  of 
opinion  that  such  person  is,  upon  the  &u:ta 
stated,  not  legally  entitled  to  relief,  order  inti- 
mation of  such  application  to  be  made  to  such 
person,  and  also  to  the  clerk  of  the  Parish 
Council,  requiring  them,  within  a  time  to  be 
specified  in  the  order,  to  give  in  a  statement  in 
writing  showing  the  reasons  why  the  relief  waa 
granted,  and  the  Sheriff,  after  such  procedure  as 
he  shall  deem  necessary,  shall  make  an  Order 
finding  such  person  to  be  legally  either  entitled 
or  not  entitled  to  relief,  and  such  order  shall  be 
final  and  binding  on  the  Parish  Council :  Pro* 
vided  that  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be 
construed  to  enable  the  said  Sheriff  to  deter- 
mine on  the  adequacy  of  the  relief,  or  to  inter- 
fere in  respect  of  the  amount  of  relief  to  be 
given  in  any  individual  case." 

"  B.  Where  relief  has  been  or  shall  be  granted 
to  any  person,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  any  two 
Parish  Councillors,  or  any  five  ratepayers  of  the 
parish,  to  lodge  a  written  complaint  with  the 
Board,  complaining  that  the  relief  granted  ia 
excessive  in  amount,  or  is  of  a  kind  that  should 
not  have  been  granted,  and  setting  forth  the 
grounds  of  such  complaint ;  and  the  Board 
shall,  after  such  intimation  as  shall  be  deemed 
proper,  investigate  the  grounds  of  the  com- 
plaint :  and  if  ui>on  inquiry  it  shall  appear  to 
the  Board  that  such  complaint  is  well  founded 
in  whole  or  in  part,  the  Boaixl  may  order  the 
Parish  Council  to  reduce  the  amount  or  to  vary 
the  kind  of  relief  granted  as  may  be  specified  in 
the  Order,  and  the  Parish  Council  shall  make 
such  reduction  or  variation  accordingly :  Pro- 
vided that  where  any  such  complaint  has  been 
made  and  disposed  of  no  subsequent  complaint 
touching  the  same  poor  {lerson  shall  be  com- 
petent unless  either  (1)  such  p<x)r  person  has  in 
the  meantime  ceaseil  to  be  in  receipt  of  relief,  or 
(2)  such  a  material  change  of  circumstances  is 
averred  as  in  the  opinion  of  the  Boaixi  warrants^ 
a  further  investigation." 

He  said,  that  the  two  clauses  raised  a. 
matter  the  linportaDce  of  which  would 
not  be  questioned  for  a  moment  bj  the 
Government,  whatever  their  views  might 
be  about  the  merits  of  the  proposal.  The 
real  object  of  the  clauses  was  to  prevent 
maladministration  of  the  Poor  Law.  So 
far  as  the  general  part  of  Scotland  was 
concerned,  they  on  that  side  of  the 
House  had  accepted  with  perfect  cheer- 
fulness the  proposed  change  in  the  body 
which  was  to  administer  the  Poor  Law. 
The  Government  themselves  would  not 
doubt  it  was  a  very  great  change  that> 
for  the  first  time  iu  the  history  of  Scot- 
land, the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law- 
was  to  be  put  into  the  hands  of  a  purely 
and  entirely  popularly-elected  body.  They 
had  accepted  that  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment because  they  had  perfect  con- 
fidence iu  their  fellow-countrymen  that 
they  would  not  make  a  bad  use  of  the 
power  so  entrusted  to  them,   and  they 


were  under  the  management  of  the 
Municipal  Authority  ;  therefore,  the 
interests  of  the  municipal  and  the  land- 
ward part  of  the  parish  often  conflicted, 
and  it  was  not  fair  that  an  overwhelming 
number  of  the  Parochial  Board  should 
appoint  representatives  who  might  often 
properly  have  to  decide  things  against 
their  interest.  Many  instances  had  been 
sent  to  him,  but  he  would  only  cite  one. 
Paisley  was  in  this  position.  So  far  as 
the  Abbey  parish  of  Paisley  was 
concerned,  there  were  at  the  last 
Census  more  than  25,000  people  within 
the  burgh,  9,000  within  the  burgh 
of  Johnstone,  and  7,000  in  the  land- 
ward part  of  the  parish.  The  valua- 
tion of  the  landward  parish  was 
very  large  in  proportion  to  the  popula- 
tion. The  valuation  of  the  landward 
part  was  £55.000,  whilst  that  of  the  two 
burghs  concerned  was  about  £150,000  or 
£160,000.  It  seemed  to  him  notargiiable 
that  the  whole  Parochial  Board  under 
these  circumstances  should  appoiiit  a  re- 
presentative to  the  district  committee. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  accept 
both  this  and  the  consequential  Amend- 
ment upon  the  Definition  Clause. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  23,  at 
end  of  the  Clause,  add — 

("  Provided  always  that,  in  the  case  of  parishes 
partly  landward  and  partly  burgfaal,  he  shall  be 
appointed  by  the  landward  committee  from 
among  their  own  number.")— (jf/tt*  Lord 
Balfour  of  Burleigh,') 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
Government  saw  no  objection  to  the 
insertion  of  the  words. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  20  and  21  agreed  to. 

Clause  22. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved,  in  line  33,  at  the  end  of  the 
clause,  insert — 

"  Provided  always  as  follows  :— A.  Where  re- 
lief has  been  or  shall  be  grantetl  to  any  person 
otherwise  than  upon  an  order  or  judgment  of 
the  SherifE  pronounced  under  section  seventy- 
three  of  the  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Act,  1845,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  any  two  Parish  Councillors, 
or  for  any  five  ratepayers  of  the  parish,  to  lodge 
a  written  oomplaiut  with  the  Sheriff  of  the 
county  in  which  the  parish  from  which  such 
person  has  claimed  relief,  or  any  portion  of 
snch  parish,  is  situated,  complaining  that  such 
person  is  not  legally  entitled  to  relief,  and  set- 
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hIbo  felt  that  the  system  of  rating  in 
8cotlaiul  guve  tbera  very  oou^iderable 
freedom  \u  the  matter.  But  there  were  in 
Scotland  punshes  here  ami  there  where 
tbii*  proposal  woidd  be  very  dangerous*, 
and  it  could  not  be  denied  that  very  con- 
j^rderable  apprehensions  did  exii*t  in  the 
minds  nf  persons  well  qnnlified  to  judge 
its  to  the  chmgers  which  mi«jht  arise. 
There  was  au  exact  preredent  in  the 
€xi?*tin«f  law  for  the  proposaLs  which  he 
luude.  The  Poor  Law  of  lH4o,  which 
wai<  the  tirst  Poor  Law  us  such  known  to 
i>cotland^  put  the  adniiniKtrHtion  of  relief 
into  tlm  hatid«  of  bodiea  which  largdy 
representetl  the  owners*  of  different 
parii^he^,  and  i^o  anxious  wore  the  pro- 
tnoteri*  of  tiiat  measure  to  secure  fHirness 
and  justice  to  nil  concerned  that  they  put 
two  provi:^ion,'4  into  it,  one  of  which  gave 
to  anybody  who  had  applied  for  relief 
and  had  been  refuj^eil  it  the  right  of 
appejil  to  the  Sheriff.  IF  the  applicalioD 
wa^k  altogether  rejected  the  appenl  lay 
to  the  Sheriff  trnder  the  existing  law. 
Then,  again,  if  the  Parocdiial  Board  gave 
relief,  but  in  the  opinion  of  the  applicant 
did  tiot  give  surticient  relief,  the  appeal 
Jay  to  the  Hoard  of  Supervision.  The 
reason  which  underlay  the  difference  was 
not  far  to  seek.  In  the  tirst  ctise,  it  was 
<*onsidered  to  be  a  matter  of  law  whether 
the  person  was  really  entitled,  under  the 
Act,  to  relief  ut  all  ;  but  if  the  Parochial 
Board  iMJnn'ttetl  the  right  to  relief,  the 
question  of  the  adef|uacy  of  the 
relief  was  a  nnitrer  of  administra- 
tion rather  than  of  law,  and,  there- 
fore, the  appeal  lay  to  the  Central 
Authority  and  not  to  the  Law  Courts. 
He  bad  already  admitted  that  there  could 
Dot  he  danger  all  over  Scothiud,  but 
wdien  there  was  danger  of  insufficient 
relief  under  the  old  constitution  of 
Parochial  Hoards  it  would  he  pedantic  to 
*\euy  there  was  not  the  same  danger  here 
mid  there  in  the  opposite  diroctiou.  The 
proposals  he  made  were  these:  The  first 
proviso  (a)  provided  that  if  two  members 
of  a  Parish  Council  or  tive  ratepayers  in 
a  pariah  thong bt  that  relief  was  wrongly 
given  to  any  person  they  might  appeal  to 
the  Sheriff.  The  proviso  (b)  provided 
that  if  the  right  to  relief  was  admitted, 
but  wai*  considered  to  be  wrong  in  kind, 
an  appeal  might  lie  to  the  Board.  He 
knew  that  the  existing  circumstances  had 
worked  absolutely  without  friction  and 
difficulty,  and  it  seemed  to   him   it   was 

/^oid  Balfour  of  Lurlei^h 


uot  difficult  to  establish  that  uader  the 
constitutioo  of  the  Boards  as  they  wete 
now  proposed  there  would,  iu  soiue 
caaes^  be  representatiomvithout  taxation, 
and  the  duty  of  adroinisteriDg  the  Poor 
Law  would  l>e  admitted  to  Ije  about  as 
delicate  and  difficult  a  duty  as  could  be 
entrusted  to  anyl>ody.  The  people  iu 
many  parishes  who  would  never  have  to 
pay  a  farthing  of  the  rates  directly 
would  uot  only  intlnence,  but  have  tlw 
absolute  and  complete  control  of  the 
elections.  He  put  forward  his  proposals 
in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  the  Bill,  bat 
simply  and  solely  from  a  desire  that 
there  should  l>o  a  means  of  redress,  io- 
offensive  iu  its  nature,  hut  perfectly- 
effectual  should  difficulty  and  danger 
arise.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
accept  his  clause.  He  was  quite  aware 
he  might  be  told  that  when  it  wa<s  pro- 
posetl  to  discuss  them  in  another  place 
they  were  ruled  out  of  Onier,  But 
doctors  ap|>arently  differed,  because  they 
were  admitted  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Grand  Committee  and  diseusijed  at  con- 
siderable length,  and  it  cfime  as  a  great 
surprise  upon  those  who  were  a<lvocatmg 
a  proposal  of  this  kind  when  it  was 
found  impossible  to  take  the  jtnJgment  of 
the  other  House  upon  it.  When  they 
transferred  the  whole  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  from  the  bodies  who  at 
present  administered  it  to  popularly- 
elected  bodies  it  was  only  right  and 
reasonable  that  some  such  safeguards  as 
these  should  be  put  in.  He  had  fi*amed 
the  Amendment  iu  a  slightly  different 
way  from  the  form  in  which  the  matter 
was  discussed  in  the  other  House, 
although  the  merits  were  not  substan- 
tially different,  and  he  now  proposed 
that  the  clauses  should  be  inserted  as  a 
proviso  to  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
dealt  entirely  with  the  transference  of 
l^iowers  and  duties  to  the  Parish 
Councils. 

•Lord    TWEEDMOUTH    said,    the 

clause  moved  by  the  noble  Lord  referred 
to  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law, 
but  the  Bill  did  uot  touch  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  iu  any  way  what- 
ever, hut  simply  transferred  the  Poor 
Law  from  the  existing  Parochial  Boards 
to  the  new  bodies — the  Parisli  CounciU* 
51r,  Speaker  iu  the  other  House  ruled 
this  proposed  clause  out  of  Order,  and  he 
should    like   to   ask    the    Chairman    of 
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Committees  whether  tbe\'  were  iti 
Order  ? 

The  chairman  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Eftrl  of  MoRLEY)  : 
The  Doble  Lord  cauiiot  do  thar. 

"Lord  TVVEEDMOU TH  said,  that  at 
arijT  fate  be  would  not  distcuss  the  details 
of  the  clause.  He  would  merely  my 
that  in  the  view  of  the  Government  il 
wa^i  not  desirable  to  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  od  tliis  BHl,  which 
proposed  only  to  transfer  the  powers  a?j 
they  were  from  the  Faroes hia  I  Boards  to 
the  Pariah  Councils,  and  therefore  they 
could  uot  accept  this  Amendment. 

The    Duke   of   ARGYLL   did   not 

wish  to  speak  upon  the  teclinical  question 
of  Order,  but  it  was  really  a  little  strong 
to  say  that  this  Bill  did  not  touch  the 
qiiestioD  of  the  Poor  Law.  It  chaogetl 
and  completely  revolutionised  tlie  body 
and  the  principle  oti  whioh  the  boJy  wan 
coniitttuted  to  administer  the  Poor  Law. 
There  were  part-^i  of  the  eon n try  where  a 
very  small  part  of  the  rental  was  paid  by 
a  very  large  part  of  the  constituency,  and 
aloDg  the  West  Coast  of  Scotland  there 
were  parishea  whore  the  whole  power  of 
rating  would  be  put  into  the  haod-i  of  a 
very  poor  class  of  voters  who  would  pay 
a  mere  fraction  of  the  totul  rat*^?  they 
irapoised  on  their  neighbours.  Setting 
aside  any  accusation  of  a  disposition  to 
job,  the  noble  Lord  must  have  observed 
the  extreme  kindness  of  small  crofters  iu 
the  West  of  Scotland  with  regard  to  their 
neighlx)urs.  They  were  most  amiable 
towards  them  ;  they  were  generally  in 
close  connection  with  them,  aud  nothing 
could  be  more  amiable  than  their  dis- 
position towards  them.  He  had  lately 
bad  repeated  application  from  the  holders 
of  crofting  townships  to  allow  persons 
to  squat  upon  their  lands^  and  although 
they  knew  that  had  led  to  grievous  evil 
in  former  times  yet  their  infinite 
benevolence  aud  good  feeling  towards 
their  neighbours  made  them  uni- 
formly willing  to  write  letters  of 
recommendation  that  people  should  be 
allowed  to  squat  on  their  fanns.  The 
same  disposition  would  undoubtedly  pre- 
vail in  the  constitution  of  the  new  Paro- 
chial Board,  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  not  only  wa?  there  a  danger, 
but  a  very  high  probability  that  in  many 
cases  persons  would  be  admitted  to  relief 
who  by  law  were  not  entitled  to  it,  and 


even  persons  who  were  entitled  to  it 
would  be  given  a  larger  l>otiovoleQce  than 
was  their  due.  All  his  noble'  Friend 
wished  to  obtain  was  the  security  of  the 
existing  law  in  which  they  had  an  appeal  i 
iu  regard  to  the  legality  of  persons  on*i 
*  titled  to  relief,  and  also  to  the  Board  aa 
regarded  the  more  than  surticiencyof  the 
relief.  In  his  opinion,  loosely  or  lavishly 
administered  poor  rates  by  persons  not 
really  responsible  for  any  great  share  cf 
the  rate^  was  one  of  the  greatest  cala- 
mities thar  they  could  intliet  upon  any 
county,  and  it  undoubtedly  discouraged 
enterprfse  aud  the  taking  of  hind  in  those 
parishes.  In  such  circumstances,  reason- 
able precautions  ought  to  be  taken  by 
Parliament  in  giving  extensive  powers  to 
a  body  which  was  entirely  new,  and 
he  hoped  the  Amendment  would  be 
aci?epted» 

•Li.Hii  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  he 
had  a  little  more  confidence  iu  the  small 
holders  in  the  West  of  Scotland  than  the 
noble  Duke  seemed  to  Irave,  aud  he  ha<l 
no  fear  tbat  they  were  going  to  be  un* 
<luly  lavish  with  their  poor  relief.  But 
was  it  really  worth  while  proceediiig] 
with  these  clauses  ?  If  they  put  them 
iu  the  Bill  they  would,  on  reaching  the 
Commons,  be  ruled  out  of  Order  without 
discussion. 

Lqui»  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  : 
How  do  you  know  that  ? 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  The 
Speaker  has  already  ruled  them  out  of 
Order  as  going  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
Bill.  Any  safeguards  there  are  with 
regard  to  the  administration  of  Poor  Law 
relief  by  the  Parochial  Boards  are  still 
retained.  Nothing  is  lost  in  the  way  of 
appeal  or  otherwise,  and,  further,  the 
Parocliial  Boards  iu  Scotland  are  already 
to  some  eat  tent  elective ;  and,  therefore, 
the  ditlerence  between  the  tw^j,  ^w:;uies  is 
not  so  great  ai?  the  noble^Ii'i^tte  would  have 
US  believe. 

Lord  BALFOCR  of  BURLEIGH 
did  not  see  ho w^  the  clauses,  if  put  in  by 
this  House,  c<^lti  be  summarily  ruled  out 
of  Order  in  another  place.  Those  who 
had  discret^ion  there  might  refuse  to  ac- 
cept thenrv,  but  it  seemed  to  him  the 
claim  p^ut  forward  that  because  the 
authorities  of  one  House  had  ruled  a 
eertai%i  proposal  out  of  Order,  such  ruling 
wat^*  therefore,  to  govern  the  decision  "^ 
aUotber  House  was  a  very  daugeroug_ 
<tlaim  in  a  matter  of  privilege^  and,  so  far" 
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from  thinking  not  to  divide  on  tlint 
ground,  it  made  him  rather  more  inclined 
to  divide,  for  fear  that  thoj  should  be 
giving  way  to  a  most  unusual  claim  put 
forward  in  a  matter  of  privilege,  which 
was  always  somewhat  difficult  and  delicate 
to  determine.  On  the  merits  of  the  case 
he  regarded  his  proposal  as  of  the  highest 
importance.  The  welfare  of  the  com- 
munities was  so  closely  bound  up  with  a 
fair  and  intelligent  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  that  they  must  do  all  that 
lay  in  their  power  to  keep  up  the  good 
sense  of  responsibility  in  regard  to  it. 
He  hoped  the  Committee  would  accept 
the  Amendment. 

ThbEarl  ofCAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  if  they  were  discussing  a  Bill  about 
the  Poor  Law  itself  he  should  almost 
certainly  vote  with  the  noble  Lord,  for 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  the  change  he  proposed.  But 
the  Amendment,  at  the  present  tirne^ 
hardly  seemed  to  him  germane  to  the 
Bill,  which  was  simply  a  Bill  creating 
Parish  Councils. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  Is  it  perfectly  certain  that 
this  is  a  matter  we  should  be  entitled 
to  deal  with  ?  It  has  been  recognised  in 
this  House  more  than  once  that  where 
there  is  a  provision  for  rates  that  it  i& 
contrary  to  privilege  to  deal  with  or 
alter  the  constitution  of  the  body  that 
disposes  of  the  rates.  That  is  the  view 
maintained  and  submitted  to  by  this 
House  more  than  once.  It  is  true  tbat 
in  this  ca^e,  although  you  enable  the 
new  body  to  interfere  with  the  disposition 
of  the  money  it  can  never  be  by  way  of 
increase.  Possibly  that  may  make  a 
difference,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  per- 
*^  'w^ilear^ 

The  Mar^^v- ,«  of  SALISBURY : 
I  must  demur  to  \^  statement  that  it 
had  ever  been  admittel  that  it  was  con- 
trary to  privilege  for  tb«  House  to  deal 
with  such  matters  as  thes^.  Whether  it 
was  desirable  to  do  this  O;  not  was  a 
matter  on  which  he  felt  he  ought  to 
submit  to  the  judgment  of  tie  Scotch 
Members;  but  he  did  not  t^iuk  the 
House  of  Commons  had  any  ri^ht,  or 
the  Lords  would  have  any  right,  to  bar 
the  consideration  of  any  clause''  by 
saying  it  was  out  of  Order,  or  w 
not  germane  to  the  Bill.  He  could 
Zord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


imagine  that  if  the  Amendment  were 
t^ent  down  it  had  any  chance  of  life, 
although  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
?^aid  for  it.  He  was  in  the  positioa  of 
the  fox  in  the  fable  who  had  lost  his  tail. 
They  had  already  accepted  the  principle 
that  those  who  did  not  pay  theratea  were 
to  Ax  the  amount  of  the  rates  to  be  paid 
by  those  who  did,  and  that  was  the  law 
of  England  at  the  present  moment.  It 
was  proposed  that  Scotland  should  be 
exempted  from  that  state  of  things,  and 
he  should  be  very  glad  if  they  should 
succeed.  He  confessed,  however,  he  was 
not  very  sanguine  of  their  being  able  to 
do  10,  and  his  own  impression  was  that 
it  was  not  worth  while  ^o  challenge  the 
decision  of  the  House  ;  but  if  a  decision 
waB  challenged,  he  should  certainly  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN, 
though  rather  against  putting  forward 
the  clause,  did  not  think  it  open  to  the 
objection  that  it  interfered  witli  the  rates, 
for  it  merely  treated  of  the  conditions 
under  which  the  relief  was  to  be  given. 

^Fhe  Earl  op  ROSEBERY  said,  that 
a&  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  had  pro- 
nounced the  epitaph  of  the  clause  by 
saying  it  had  no  possible  chance  of 
acceptance  in  the  other  House,  and 
although  it  was  quite  obvious  that  the 
question  it  raised  of  administration  whilst 
important  was  not  really  relevant  to  the 
main  object  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  think 
the  noble  Lord  would  wish  to  press  the 
Amendment.  It  did  seem  to  him 
that  unless  the  noble  Lord  was  anxious, 
like  a  knight  of  old,  to  challenge  the 
House  of  Commons  in  his  own  person, 
for  the  mere  pleasure  of  doing  so,  it  was 
hardly  worth  while  pressing  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH 
satd,  the  appeal  of  the  Prime  Minister 
was  a  very  forcible  one.  He  would  point 
out  that  the  Government  had  said  abso- 
lutely nothing  against  the  merits  of  the 
proposal,  and  he  withdrew  it  now  on  the 
understanding  that  such  withdrawal  did 
not  prejudice  his  action  on  any  future 
occasion. 


Amendment   (by 
mittee)  withdrawn. 


leave  of   the  Com- 


Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  23  agree!  to. 
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Council  under  this  sub-section  might 
acquire  land,  and  then  let  it  to  a 
speculative  builder,  who  would  put 
*^  jerry  **  buildings  upon  it ;  and  the 
Parish  Council  might  continue  such 
speculations  as  long  as  they  kept  within 
the  rates.  It  was  not  advisable  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  workmen's  dwell- 
ings by  means  of  a  sub-section  in  a  Bill 
relating  to  an  entirely  different  matter, 
and  he  begged  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  sub-section. 


€lause  24. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
moved,  in  line  42,  at  beginning  of  Sub- 
seotioQ  (a)  insert  (^  subject  to  the  con- 
sent of  the  County  Council ").  He  said, 
as  the  sub-section  stood  it  stated  that  the 
Parish  Council  might  provide  or  acquire 
land  for  building  public  offices  and  for 
meetings  or  other  public  purposes  whatso- 
ever. There  was  no  limitation  upon  their 
powers,  and  there  was  nothing  like  this 
in  the  English  Act.  He  proposed  by 
his  Amendment  that  the  discretion  of 
the  Parish  Council  should  be  subject  to 
the  consent  of  the  County  Council. 
There  was  another  Amendment  down  by 
the  Marquess  of  Huntly,  and  he  should 
be  quite  content  if  that  were  given  effect 
to  instead  of  his  own  ;  for  while  he  had 
no  distrust  of  the  Parish  Council,  he 
thought  that  in  one  form  or  other  it  was 
necessary  to  have  some  means  of  con- 
trolling the  Parish  Council. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  42,  at 
beginning  of  sub-section  (a)  insert 
O^  subject  to  the  consent  of  the  County 
Council.")— (T^e  Earl  of  Camper- 
down.) 

Lord  T WEEDMOUTH  admitted  the 
force  of  the  argument  as  to  the  section 
going  beyond  the  English  Act.  He 
thought,  however,  it  would  be  better  not 
to  take  the  noble  Lord^s  Amendment,  as 
it  might  have  the  effect  of  bringing  the 
County  Council  and  the  Parish  Council 
into  conflict,  and  he  thought  of  the  two 
proposals  it  would  be  better  to  adopt  the 
words  of  the  noble  Marquess. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

The  Marquess  OK  HUNTLY  moved, 
in  line  43,  leave  out  (''other  public 
purposes  ")  and  insert — 

("  And  for  any  parpoees  connected  with 
parish  business,  or  with  the  powers  or  duties  of 
the  Parish  Council.") 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  moved 
to  omit  Sub-section  (c),  which  empowered 
the  Parish  Council  to  provide  or  acquire 
land  for  the  erection  of  workmeu^s 
dwellings.  This,  he  said,  was  a  most 
dangerous  power  to  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Parish  Council,  and  was  not  germane 
in  any  way  to  the  Bill.      The  Parish 
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Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
Sub-section  (c). — {The  Marquess  of 
Huntly.) 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  asked  the 
House  to  maintain  the  sub-section.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  a  Rerious  or  revolu- 
tionary power  to  give  to  the  Parish 
Council.  After  all,  the  Parish  Councirs 
powers  were  strictly  limited  by  its  bor- 
rowing powers,  and  the  Scotch  Local 
Government  Board  would  also  ofTer  a 
useful  check  upon  reckless  or  extravagant 
schemes.  On  the  other  hand,  in  many 
a  parish  where  there  was  great  difficulty 
for  workmen  or  fishermen  to  get  sites  for 
cottages,  the  provision  would  be  a  great 
lK>on. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
sincerely  hoped  the  Committee  would  not 
pass  the  sub-section.  It  seemed  to 
him  a  most  dangerous  thing  to  do,  and 
this  seemed  to  l>e  admitted  by  Sir 
George  Trevelyan  in  Committee,  who 
said  that  if  the  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted the  alterations  required  in  the  law 
would  be  much  increased,  and  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment.  That 
Amendment,  however,  in  the  Committee 
was  carried  against  the  Government.  He 
objected  to  an  abstract  power  of  the  kind 
being  given  when  no  machinery  was  pro- 
vided. He  did  not  agree  that  the 
borrowing  powers  furnished  an  adequate 
control.  A  Parish  Council  might  buy  a 
bit  of  land  and  re-sell  it,  and  again  with 
another  bit  of  land,  until  they  bought  up 
a  very  large  place. 

On  question  ?  whether  sub-section  (c) 
shall  stand  part  of  the  clause, 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents 
16 ;  Not-Contents  38. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  moved, 
in  line  29,  leave  out  from  Q^  Act  *')  to  the 
end  of  the  sub-section.     He  said,  thia 
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flub-gection  entibleil  the  Parish  Council  to 
secure  the  enforcement  of  the  Public 
HcAhb  Act,  That  was  a  wise  power  to 
g'ive,  and  one  he  desired  to  (iee  exercised » 
but  ibe  last  part  of  the  sub-section  which 
contained  tijo  words  he  propoi«ed  to  leuve 
out  would  confer  upon  the  Parish  Council 
the  powers  which  at  the  present  motncnf 
were  conferred  on  the  Public  Health 
Comtnirtee  of  the  County  Council.  Thus 
there  was  given  to  a  Parii?h  Council, 
with  a  view  to  t!>e  due  enforcement  of 
the  Public  Hoaltli  Acts,  the  game  powers 
as  were  conferred  upon  a  County  Council 
by  Sub-se4^tiou  2  of  Section  ,^3  of  the 
principal  Act.  Tl»e  Hnb-?<ection  over* 
rode  the  Puldic  Henlth  Committee  of  the 
County  Council^  and  put  the  matter  into 
the  hftmb  of  the  Pari*ih  CounciL  His 
objection  to  this  was  that  the  two  bodies 
would  lie  exercising  thd  jsame  powers, 
am!  that  this  might  leiiil  to  frictiou. 

Amemlmcnt  moved,  in  line  29ttoJeaTe 
out  from  C*  Act*')  to  the  end  of  lUe  f?ub- 
section. — {The  MartpfesJt  of  linntl}/,) 

•Lord  TWEEDMOCTH  said,  iherti 
was  no  intention  of  allowing  the  Parish 
Councils  10  override  the  County  Councils 
ia  this  matter,  flut  the  Pari.-^h  Council 
was  the  body  to  whom  the  existence  of 
nuisances  and  any  viohitions  of  the  Public 
Health  Acts  within  the  parish  would  lje 
clearly  brought  home,  and  the  clause 
merely  gave  that  body  power  to  approach 
the  Local  Government  Buard  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  MAitgi  k>^  <.k  HTNTLY  mnl, 
the  ground  of  his  objection  was  that  the 
Parish  Council  and  the  County  Council 
would  be  doing  the  same  thing*  He 
would  not,  however,  press  the  matt'Cn 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Claufie  2o* 

LfiKi>   BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH 

moved,  in  line  :}7,  after  (*'may,'')  insert 
(*'if  tbey  think  proper.")  He  said,  this 
was  a  mere  drafting  AmcDdmeut.  He 
supposed  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
wanted  to  give  the  County  Council  per- 
fect option.  But  in  one  case  they  said 
•' may  make  an  order,"  putting  in"  force 
&c.,  and  then  four  lines  lower  down  they 
aaid  **  if  they  think  proper/'  Wliich- 
ever  form  of  words  was  adopted  ought 
to  be  the  satne  in  lK>th  instances^  for  fear 
of  /rjisapprehension  and  difficulty  arising^ 

T4e  3(arquess  of  HuniUj 


Amendment  moved^  in  line  37,  after 
(*•  niAV,")iusert  (**  if  tliey  think  proper.*^) 
— (  The  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

Loiti*  TWEEDMOUTH  would  pre- 
fer the  second  form  ("  if  tbey  think 
proper"),  as  that  would  be  in  strict  con- 
formity with  the  English  Act, 

The  Di  ke  of  ARGYLL  anked  whe- 
ther it  waji  the  fact  that   **  may  *'  had  a 

compulsory  meaning  ? 

The  loud  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 

Hkrschejll)  :  1  should  say  that,  as  a 
general  rule>  "may"  gives  discretion. 
It  is  uidy  in  certain  uircnni stances  that 
it  is  considenxl  compuUory. 

Amendment  agreed  to* 

The  MARgrEt*d  uk  HUNTLY  »»id^ 
that  for  the  tir*t  time  in  any  Act  of 
Parliament  atfecting  Scotland  it  whs  pro- 
posed to  give  thi8  new  Board  supreme 
power,  there  being  no  provis^tou  for 
the  revision  iti  the  Courts  of  Law  of  any 
of  its  decisions.  He  was  quite  aware 
that  the  words  U\  the  Bill  were  the  same 
as  in  the  English  Act  ;  but  he  questioned 
the  wisdom  of  following  the  precedent 
in  that  direction.  He  should  prefer  an 
iirrangement  by  which  an  interesteil 
party  who  felt  that  the  Board  had  actetl 
ultrn  virra  in  any  of  its  decisions  should 
have  the  right  to  ap[)eftl  to  the  Court  of 
Session  s»  He,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Amendment  he  hiul  on  the  Paper  to  that 
effect  would  be  accepted. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  17,  Hue 
28,  leave  out  from  (**  made,")  to  (**and,") 
in  line  29. — {The  Mttrqttrss  of  Hunt ft^.) 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  be  was 
surprised  at  the  qtrarter  from  which  this 
Amendment  came,  because  the  sul>*sec- 
tion  %vhich  the  noble  Marquess  proposed 
to  leave  out  was  part  of  some  carefully 
adjusted  words  which  were,  in  the  case 
of  a  controversy  l>etweeu  the  two  House* 
on  the  Knglisli  A<"t,  the  result  of  negotia- 
tions conducted  between  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's leader — the  Duke  of  Devonshire 
— ^and  the  Government  ;  ami  were  by 
common  consent  inserted  in  the  English 
Act*  He  hopetl,  therefore,  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  make  a  new  pre<*e- 
deut  in  the  Scotch  Act,  hut  would  keep 
the  Scotch  Act  on  all-fours  with  the 
English  Act.  If  the  Board  were  not  left 
the  final  decision   in  the  matter  the  in* 
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which    EoglishmeQ  had   not  expreea- 
towards  the  English  Board,     [Crte* 
"  We  did  :  **] 

The  MARQrEss  of  SALISBURY: 
I  expressed  it  iu  th^  strongest  maoQer. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  Your 
Lordsbipa  may  have  expressed  it,  but 
jou  did  not  act  tipou  it. 

The  Mar^^iess  of  SALISBURY: 
We  did  not  wreck  the  Bill  on  accoutit 
of  it. 

Lord    TWEEDMOUTH    said,     he 

thought  that  oa  iniitters  of  procedure 
the  Scotch  Act  should  run  ou  all^fours 
with  the  Etiglisb  Act. 

Loud  BALFOUR  of   BURLEIGH 

said,  the  Eaglish  Local  Goverameiit 
Board  was  a  well-known  Board,  with 
well-kuowu  traditions  and  a  well-known 
policy.  But  here  they  were  startino^  an 
entirely  now  Board  for  Scotland,  iu  which 
he  might  tell  ii»e  Lord  Privy  Seal  he  b 
no  coufidonce  at  alb  So  far  as  the  con 
stitutiou  of  the  Board  was  eoueerned,  it 
wai*  the  worst  thfit  could  be  devised,  and 
he  did  not  think  a  good  word  could  Ije 
said  for  it. 

The  Mauqite»«  of  HUNTLY  said, 
he  wouhl  withdraw  his  Amendment  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  of  Lord 
Balfour. 

The  Dike  of  ARGYLL:  I  think  it 
exceptloual  that  powers  given  by  Statute 
to  anybody  .nbould  he  suhstilnted  for  the 
jtirisdiction  of  the  Courts  of  Law.  It  is 
contrary  to  the  Britif?h  Constitution,  The 
words  in  the  Bi!l  make  this  new  Board, 
which  is  absohitcly  under  the  control  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  the  supreme 
judge,  whether  it  has  or  has  not  violated 
the  law  in  the  exercise  of  its  power. 
The  Queen\s  stibjecta  have  the  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Courts  of  Law  ou  questions 
whether  the  new  powers  given  by  Parlia- 
ment to  Bodies  have  been  exercised 
according  to  the  Act. 


teution    of    Parliament    would    be  friia- 
trated. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH 
said,  that  perhaps  the  Goverutneut 
would  accept  his  Amemlmeut,  raisiug 
the  same  point,  which  stood  next  on  the 
Paper.  The  procedure  proposed  in  that 
Amendment  was  well-known  in  Scot- 
land, was  extrotnely  cheap  and  thoroughly 
effective.  The  proposal  had  been  copied 
from  the  Educational  Eudownieuts  Act 
which  was  passed  by  Parliament  under 
the  guidance  of  a  Liberal  Administra- 
tion ;  and  as  he  had  been  Chairman  of 
the  Comraiftsiou  that  worked  under  that 
Act,  he  could  tell  the  House  that  when 
the  procedure  was  resorted  to  a  decision 
was  obt4iined  at  the  expense  of  only 
a  few  pounds,  and  within  a  week. 
It  seemed  to  him  thai  the  power  which 
the  Bill  proposed  to  give  to  the  Board 
was  an  extraordinary  and  dangerous 
power  to  give  to  a  body  which  would 
really  he  controlled  l*y  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  who  was  a  political  official ;  and 
which  would  he  an  interested  party  in  some 
of  the  matten*  which  would  come  before 
It  for  final  ilecision.  Why  should  the 
Board  he  given  the  power  to  interpret 
the  Act  iu  disputed  cases  when  a  simple 
and  cheap  procedure  for  obtjiiniug  the 
opinion  of  the  Court  of  Session,  and 
satisfactory  to  everybody,  cuuUl  be  pro- 
vided ?  The  noble  Lord  alludcil  to  the 
procee^lings  on  the  English  Act  when 
this  clause  was  passed,  after  a  great  deal 
of  heated  routrover^^y.  But  he  dul  not 
want  to  mise  again  tliose  <li.spnted  ques- 
tions. If  the  Government  did  not  see 
their  way  to  accept  the  Amend  men  I 
before  the  Committee  he  hoped  they 
would  accept  his  Amendment. 

The  Eakl  of  CAMPKRDOWN 
said,  he  preferred  the  moderate  and  wise 
propoHid  of  Loixl  Balfour  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee,  and  lie  hoped 
the  Government  would  accept  it.  He 
thought  recourse  won  hi  only  be  matle  to 
the  proposed  procedure  in  cases  wliere  it 
was  believed  that  injustice  had  been 
clotie  by  the  Board. 

♦Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
proviso  standing  iu  the  name  of  Lord 
Balfour  was  less  objectionable  than  the 
Amendment  before  the  Cotnmittee* 
But  it  seemed  strange  to  find  Scotch- 
weo  expressing  want  of  confidence  in 
lb©    Scotch   Local    Government    Board 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  17,  line 
30,  at  the  end  of  Sub-section  7,  insert — 

»*  Proride^l  tdways  that  the  Board  may,  and^ 
when  refjuired  by  jiny  imrry  interested  who 
has  prescatetl  a  Memorial  againet  the  Ortler, 
sbiilL  state  a  sjiecial  ca»c  on  the  question 
whether  the  prorK»«fl  Order  is  within  tiie 
powers  (xinfcn'^tJ  by  tins  Act  for  the  opinion  of 
either  divisions  of  the  Court  of  8i*^sion  who  arc 
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hereby  aathoriied  finally  to  deten&ine  the  tsame 
aloDe  with  any  qaei^on  of  expenses." — (,Tke 
Lard  Balfour  of  Burleigh,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved  to  leave  out  ^  Board/*  iu  line  13, 
and  insert  *'  Sheriff  of  the  Coanty."  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  secure 
that  the  arbitrators  should  be  appointed 
by  the  Sheriff,  who  was  a  neutral  person, 
and  not  by  the  Board,  which  was  an 
interested  party.  He  did  not  wish  to  pass 
Amendments  offensive  to  the  Govern- 
ment more  than  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary ;  and  if  this  Amendment  was  ob- 
jected to  he  would  not  press  it. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  18,  line  13, 
leave  out  *'  Board  **  and  insert  **  Sheriff  of 
the  County."— (TAe  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh.) 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  he  did 
not  need  the  assurance  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  he  would  not  press  any  Amendments 
offensive  to  the  Government.  He  thought 
it  would  be  necessary  to  keep  in  the  word 
'''Board,^  because  it  was  in  harmony  with 
other  precedents.  In  the  Scotch  Allot- 
ments Act  it  was  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land who  appointed  the  arbitrators,  and 
he  thought  it  was  better  that  the  arbi- 
trators should  be  appointed  by  an  Ad- 
ministrative Body  rather  than  by  a  judi- 
cial personage. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
there  was  a  difference  between  the  two 
cases.  In  the  case  of  the  Allotments 
Act  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  was  not 
an  interested  party  ;  but  under  this  Bill 
he  was  the  representative  of  one  of  the 
interested  parties. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

•The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  moved 
to  insert  in  the  clause,  as  a  new  sub- 
section— 

'*  The  Parish  Council  shall  make  and  main- 
tain sufficient  fences  for  separating  the  land 
taken,  whether  by  purchase  or  on  lease,  from 
the  lands  not  taken,  and  also  all  necessary  drains 
of  such  dimensions  as  will  be  sufficient  at  all 
times  to  convey  the  water  as  clearly  as  before 
from  the  adjoining  lands  not  taken ;  and  also^ 
in  the  event  of  existing  watering  places  for 
cattle  being  interfered  with,  to  make  and  main- 
tain  watering  places  equally  suitable  and  con- 
venient." 

If  the  Bill  had  not  been  compulsory  he 
would  not  have  moved  such  an  Amend- 


ment. But  when  land  was  taken  com- 
pulsorily  it  was  only  fair  that  no  unneces- 
sary expense  or  trouble  should  be  placed  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  owner  from  whom  the 
land  was  taken  away.  It  would  be  seen 
that  his  Amendment  dealt  with  fences, 
drainage,  and  water  supply.  With  regard 
to  fences,  the  general — though  not  the 
universal — Scotch  law  was  that  boundary 
fences  should  be  put  np  and  maintained 
by  the  owners  at  each  side.  Under  the 
Bill, however,  itwas  not  clear  that  fences 
were  to  be  made  and  maintained  by 
mutual  expenditure ;  and  in  order  to 
protect  a  landlord,  who  had  some  of  his 
land  taken  away,  from  the  injustice  of 
being  at  the  sole  expense  of  putting  up 
the  neeessarv  fences,  he  proposed  that 
that  the  Parish  Council  should  make  and 
maintain  sufficient  fences  for  separating 
the  land  taken  from  the  land  not  taken. 
Then  with  regard  to  drainage,  it  might 
be  that  the  drains  of  the  entire  field 
might  run  through  the  portion  of  the 
land  taken  away ;  and  if  those  drains 
were  interfered  with,  or  were  not  kept 
up,  the  remaining  portion  of  the  field 
might  become  a  swamp,  without  any 
power  in  the  owner  to  remedy  the  defect 
except  by  consent  of  the  Parish  Council. 
With  regard  to  the  water  supply  for 
cattle,  it  was  still  more  necessary  that 
some  protection  should  be  given  to  the 
owner  of  the  laud  ;  because  the  portion 
of  the  field  taken  from  him  might  be  the 
portion  that  was  best  supplied  with 
water.  Nowadays  it  was  extremely 
difficult  to  provide  a  water  supply  for 
lands.  Landlords  had  often  to  provide 
water  from  a  distance  at  great  expense  ; 
and  it  was  only  fair,  if  an  owner  was 
deprived  of  bis  water  supply  with  his 
laud,  that  the  Parish  Council  should 
provide  another  supply.  For  those 
reasons,  he  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  18,  line  24, 
after  (^'  compulsory  **)  insert  as  a  new 
sub-section — 

'*  The  Parish  Council  shall  make  and  maintain 
sufficent  fences  for  separating  the  land  taken, 
whether  by  purchase  or  on  lease,  from  the  lands 
not  taken,  and  also  all  necessary  drains  of  such 
dimensions  as  will  be  sufficient  at  all  times  to 
convey  the  water  as  clearly  as  before  from  the 
adjoining  lands  not  taken  ;  and  also,  in  the 
event  of  existing  watering  places  for  cattle 
being  interfered  with,  to  mike  and  maintain 
watering  places  equally  suitable  and  con- 
venient.*'--(7%p  Marquee  of  Lothian,) 
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•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the  Go- 
verument  could  not  accept  the  Ameod- 
meut.  Id  the  first  place,  English  Parish 
CouDcils  were  iiot  required  to  make  and 
maiutaiu  those  fences  ;  and  he  did  not 
thiuk  they  should  throw  on  the  Scotch 
Parish  Councils  a  burden  the  English 
Parish  Councils  were  not  asked  to  bear. 
With  regard  lo  the  drainage  question,  he 
was  advised  that  by  the  ordinary  Com- 
mon Law  of  Scotland  the  maintenance  of 
necessary  drains  would  be  a  servitude 
which  would  naturally  go  with  the  laud, 
and  that  the  Parish  Council,  therefore, 
would  be  bound  to  look  after  the  drains. 
Again,  if  existing  watering  places  for 
cattle  were  interfered  with,  it  would 
be  a  damage  by  severance  for  which 
a  remedy  was  provided  by  Scots 
law.  That  portion  of  the  Amend- 
ment dealing  with  drainage  and  water- 
ing places,  was,  therefore,  unnecessary. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
the  remedy  provided  by  Scots  law  for 
damage  to  water  supply  was  by  way 
of  compensation  only.  That  would  not 
meet  the  difficulty,  for  money  compensa- 
tion would  not  make  up  for  the  loss  of 
lihe  Tirater 

The  Earl  ok  CAMPERDOWN 
could  not  see  why  it  was  a  hardship  to 
make  the  Parish  Councils  fence  their 
allotments.  Supposing  two  acres  of  a 
six-acred  field  was  taken  by  the  Parish 
Council  for  allotment,  and  that  the 
four  acres  remaining  with  the  proprietor 
were  in  grass  with  a  cow  or  two,  or 
a  bull,  grazing  on  them,  was  the 
proprietor  to  be  made  liable  for  any 
damage  done  by  the  bull  in  the  absence 
of  fences  when,  if  the  proprietor  had 
been  left  undisturbed  in  his  land,  the  bull 
would  have  six  acres  fenced  in  on  which  to 
roam  about  quietly  ?  Surely  it  would  be 
treating  the  proprietor  harshly  to  compel 
him  to  fence  the  land  that  was  taken 
from  him  by  the  Parish  Council. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
Government  were  willing  to  place  on  the 
Parish  Council  the  duty  of  making 
sufficient  fences  for  separating  the  land 
taken 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  that  would  not  meet  the  difficulty. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  unless  there  was 
also  some  provision  for  the  mutual 
maintenance  of  the  fences  the  obligation 
would  rest  solely  on  ihe  owner  from 
whom  the  land  was  taken. 


Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  should 
think  the  natural  person  to  maintain  the 
fences  would  be  the  allotment  holder  and 
not  the  Parish  Council  or  the  proprietor. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  do 
not  know  what  the  Scots  law  may  be ; 
but  in  England  the  occupier  has  to  make 
and  maintain  the  fences. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN: 
Scots  law  is  different.  It  provides  for 
the  mutual  making  and  maintenance  of 
fences.  I  do  not  think  I  can  accept  the 
noble  Lord's  proposal  as  sufficient. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
said,  the  words  of  the  Amendment  were 
taken  from  the  Railways  Act.  It  was 
first  suggested  that  the  clause  of  tbo 
Railways  Act,  covering  those  matters,, 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  ;  but  it. 
having  been  pointed  out  that  those 
clauses  were  cumbrous,  it  was  decided, 
by  a  few  of  their  Lordships  who  had  con- 
sidered the  subject  to  draft  from  those- . 
clauses  a  short  sub-section  which  would 
meet  the  merits  of  the  case.  That  sub- 
section was  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee ;  and  he  thought  its  insertion, 
in  the  Bill  was  very  desirable  and  very, 
just. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  ami 
advised  that  the  questions  of  drainage 
and  water  supply  are  already  met  by  the: 
Common  Law  of  Scotland.  I  think  thero; 
is  a  grievance  with  reference  to  the 
making  and  maintenance  of  fences,  and 
that  the  Earl  of  Camperdown's  amusing 
apologue  of  the  bull  has  some  foundation 
for  it.  Would  the  noble  Marquess  drop  . 
the  portion  of  his  Amendment  which 
deals  with  drains  and  water  supply,  and 
take  such  words  as  these — 

**  The  Parish  Council  shall  make  and  main-  . 
tain  jointly  with  the  proprietor  sufficient  fences 
for  separating  the  land  taken/' 

&c.  ?     If  so,  we  will  agree  to  them. 

•The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  :  I 
will  accept  the  words  if  they  run  in  this. 
way — 

"The  Pariah  CSouncil  shall  make  and  shal]^ 
jointly  with  the  proprietor  maintain  sufficient . 
fences. ' 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  Yes  \- 
the  idea  is  that  the  Parish  Council  shall 
make  the  fences  and  maintain  them 
jointly  with  the  proprietor. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  18,  line  24, 
after  ("compulsory")  insert,  as  a  ne>v 
sub-section — 
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"  Tlie  Pjiu-wh  Council  shall  mnkc,  ami  fih?ill 
joLntlj  with  the  proprietor  maintain  HuftJoitmt 
fences  for  sejuirating  the  Iiind  taken,  whether 
by  purchase  or  on  len»e«  fronn  the  laml*  not 
taken/' — {^The  MarqHfjM  of  LothittH.^ 

Amend  me  tit  agreed  to» 

Amendmeut  movetl,  hi  page  Itt,  lioe  40, 
after  (**  purchaBiog  ")  lusert  **  the  whole 
or  any  part  of.") — (  The  Lord  Hal/our  of 
Burleigh.) 

Am  end  meat  agreed  to, 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  moved  to 
amend  the  clatme  by  ex  chiding  from  its 
operation  aoy  land  which  in  the  opij»ion 
of  the  County  Conncil  or  Board  is  Ijeiug 
held  and  may  be  requiretl  for  the  exten- 
tioo  of  a  factory  or  public  work. 

Amendment  moved,  iu  page  19,  line  2, 
after  (**  undertaking*^)  insert — 

(**or  any  land  which  in  tho  opinion  of  tiie 
Coanty  Oouncil  or  Boanl  is  beioj^  held  and  may 
be  Toqnired  for  the  ejctension  of  a  factory  or 
public  woik.*>-(77i<f  U^rd  Tweed  mouth.) 

Lord  BALFOUR  of   BURLEIGH 

suggested  the  ijubstitutiou  of  **or**  for 
*'and**  io  the  phrase  "  is*  l>efng  held  and 
may  be  required,"  with  a  view  to  enlarge 
the  scope  of  the  Amendment. 

Thk  Earl  <»f  CAMPERDOWX 
asked  why  land  for  the  extens^ion  of  a 
factory  ordy  should  be  excepteil  from  the 
operation  of  the  clause  ?  He  clid  not  see 
why  land  attiwhed  io  a  shop  should  not 
aUo  be  excepted.  Then  he  would  like  to 
know  the  meaning  of  "  public  work." 
Io  Scotland  a  *^*  public  work  "  was  a  work 
that  had  uotldn^  to  do  with  the  public  ; 
it  was  a  work  that  belonged  to  a  private 
manufactnre.  He  snggested  the  words 
**any  other  commercial  undertaking" 
instead  of  **  public  work." 

Loiiii  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  he 
could  not  consent  to  llie change  of  **and" 
for  **  or,"  as  it  would  make  two  condi- 
tions against  the  taking  of  such  land. 
What  the  Government  wanted  to  exclude 
from  the  operation  of  the  clause  was  laud 
that  was  immediately  reqnired,  and  not 
land  that  might  be  required  20  years 
hence.  He  also  thought  it  wonht  l>c 
dangerous  to  extend  ihe  Amendment  to 
commercial  undertakings.  It  was  diffi- 
cult to  gay  what  was  not  a  commercial 
undertaking  in  those  davs. 

The  Kakl  mf  CAMPERDOWN  : 
Do  you  propose  to  take  land  that  is  be- 
lli ad  a  shop  ? 


is  not  requireil  for  the  purposes  of  the 
shop. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  araended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  26. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  asked 
for  a  definftion  of  the  words  "near  the 
parish,"  in  line  24.  H  the  Parish  CouttcU 
had  power  to  take  land  for  allotments 
'*  near  the  parish  "  it  might  mean  that 
they  could  go  roaming  all  over  the 
countrv  side  looking  for  land. 

LorV.  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  should 
think  the  words  mean  **  contiguous  to  the 
parish." 

TheEaklof  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  provided  that  the 
Parish  Conncil  might  permit  to  be 
erected  on  an  allotment  any  stable,  byre, 
or  barn,  and  give  the  allotment  holder 
compensation  for  such  buildings  at  the 
end  of  lije  tenancy.  He  proposed  to 
amend  that  provision  by  adding  the 
wonls — 

**  but  Hucb  stable,  byre,  or  bam,  BhaU  not,  qnless 
urectcjl  with  the  assent  in  writini^  of  the  land- 
lord {,  be  the  siibjeet  of  mmiieusation,  but  may 
bt?  rtruoved  hy  the  tenant  on  the  deteradnatiou 
of  the  tenancy/' 

In  the  case  of  a  small  allotment,  a  stable, 
byre,  or  burn  which  the  allotment  holder 
udght  erect  on  the  land  would  he  useless 
to  him;  and  yet  the  clause  said  that  he 
must  pay  the  com|>ensatiou  for  it  when 
the  teuHiicy  came  to  an  end.  That  was 
distiuctly  in  the  teeth  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act,  which  provider!  that 
no  building  was  to  form  the  subject  of 
compensation  unless  the  bialding  h»d 
been  erected  with  tlie  assent  in  writing 
of  the  hiudlord.  His  Auvendment,  there- 
fort*,  declared,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
owner  should  not  be  required  to  pay 
unless  be  gave  his  assent  to  the  building 
in  writing.  In  the  next  place,  his 
Amendment  sought  to  remove  a  }K>ssjblo 
hardsliip  to  the  tenant.  A  man  might 
put  up  a  stable  on  hts  allotment,  and  it 
was  hard  to  say  that  at  the  end  of  the 
tenancy  that  stahle  Udongcd  to  the  land- 
lortl.  He  thought  it  was  only  fjiir  to 
allow  the  tenant  to  remove  the  building 
if  he  could. 

Amendment  moved,  iu  page  20,  line 
31,  after  (*M>arii")  iaaert— 


^i 


Local  Goiemmeni        {16  Augcst  1894}         (Scotland)  BilL         11J98 


("  but  such  sUble,  bjre,  or  barn,  shall  not, 
unleH^  ere«:te«l  \uitK  tlie  lUHent  in  writing  of  tht; 
landlord,  be  the  subject  of  compensation,  but 
may  be  reroort^l  by  the  tenant  on  the  detertni- 
nation  of  the  tenancy.'* J — i^The  Eatl  i*f  Cataper- 

TwE  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  mid, 
the  ooble  Loril  in  charge  of  the  Bill  hud 

i spoken  vary  frequently  of  die  virtues  of 
the  Kuglish  Act,  Well,  the  eciuivaletit 
i>f  thecluiise  in  the  Euglinlj  Act  specially 
provided  thut  when  an  idlotment  bolder 
claimed  coiu{>en?iatir>n  inr  hnildin^ii  the 
prot'isions  of  the  Aj^ri«^nknnd  Holdings 
Act  should  be  Htrlcrly  followed  U\  ^cttlhi^ 
the  claim,  He  therefi>re  hoped  tfie 
A  mend  me  ut  would  l»e  necepfed, 

LoKD    TWEEDMOUTH:    I    think 
the    words    are     harmless,    and    an    ini- 
^H  provement   to    the  ehiiiE*e.      I    therefore 
^Bneeept  them. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Dckk  of  ARGYLL  :  I  have  not 
given    notice  of  any   Amendment^   und 
perhaps  I  have    no   right   to   press   the 
pouit  I  am  about  to  raise.     But  I  desire 
to  direct  attention  to  the  effect— 1  thiuk 
the  unforeseen  etiect — of  the  words  at  the 
tJiid  of  the  8tii  sub-i*erlion  of  the  claus^e. 
They  provide  that  no  land  shall  l>e  taken 
on    lease    wbic^h    is  already  o(!ei»pied  or 
owned  by  small  holders  within  the  mean- 
ing of    the  Small    Holdings  Act,   1892. 
[That  is  quite  reasonable.     The  object  of 
arliament  is  to  increase  tbe    number  of 
small   holders  ;    and    it  would   \m  incon- 
l.'ftent  with  the  intentions  of  Parliament 
nd  with  public  feeling  to  arbitrarily  in- 
rfere  with  those  wlio  have  already  got 
BmM    holdings.       But    the    sub-section 
IS  on — 

1886, 


^ 


r      in 

^^ 

sn 
^tei 


or  under  the  Crofters*  Holdings  Act, 
any  Act  amending  the  same.** 

bat    places    it    absolutely   out   of    tb© 

wer  of   the   County    Conncil,   or   the 

arish  Council,  to  take  for  allotments  or 

Mtnall    holdings    land    held    by    crofters, 

Tliat  provision  wonld    he   reasonable    if 

erofters  w*ere  small  holders,  bnt  they  are 

lot  ;     they  are  fjuite  different.     In   the 

est  of  Scotland  there  are   large  tracts 

if  pasture  land,  oftentimes  including  the 

hole  side  of  the  conn  try  ^ — a   town  laud, 

it  is  called  in   Ireland,  or  a  township 

it  h  known  iu  Scothind^-occupied  hy 

offers  Avhich  is  very  suitable  for  allot- 

leuts,  but  which  the  Parish  ('ouncil  wtU 

t  be  authorised  to  take  if  this  provision 


remains  in  the  Bilh  I  will  give  the 
Committee  an  illustration.  I  o>m  an 
island,  which  is  largely  populated  by 
crofters,  A  large  part  of  the  island — I 
think  10,000  acres,  including  a  large  part 
of  the  sea -shore — is  used  by  the  crofters 
iu  common  ;  and  not  a  single  acre  of 
that  largo  tract  of  country  will  bo  avail- 
able for  small  allotments  for  the  laVjouring 
classes  if  those  words  are  allowed  to 
stand  in  the  Bill.  Beside  the  crofterB 
there  are  on  this  island  cottiers  who  are 
also  fishermen.  They  often  apply  to  me 
for  small  possessions,  but  I  cannot  cona- 
ply  with  their  refpiest,  because  under  the 
Crofters*  Act  I  cannot  deprive  the  crofters 
of  any  of  their  possessions.  I  would, 
therefore,  suggest  the  omission  of  the 
words — 

''or  tmder  the  Crofters'    Holdings   Act,   1886, 
or  any  Act  amending  the  same,*' 

in  order  to  allow  the   Local   Bodies 


to 
or 
of 


^ive  small  possessions  to  labourers 
fishers,  when  they  ask  for  them,  out 
the  pasture  lands  held  by  the  crofters. 

•Lofti>  TVVEEDMOUTH  said,  he 
could  not  agree  offhand  to  the  omission 
of  the  words  suggested  by  the  noble 
Duke  ;  hut,  speaking  for  himself,  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
some  method  iKJing  devised  whereby 
pasture  hind  held  by  crofteia  which  was 
siiilable  for  allutmeuts  might  be  made 
available  for  that  purpose.  But  be  did 
not  think  it  woubl  ue  wise  to  allow 
arable  land  on  a  crofter's  holding  to  be 
broken  up  for  allotments.  He  would 
consider  the  matter  lief  ore  the  Report 
stage,  and  endeavour  to  Hnd  some  method 
of  meeting  the  difficulty. 

The  Dike  uf  AKGYLL  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that  tbe 
restriction  should  apply  to  arable  land, 
but  thought  the  pasture  land  of  the 
cimractor  be  Inul  described  should  be 
available  for  allotments.  He  was  satis- 
fied with  the  promise  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  would  not  press  the  matter  further. 

Louo  BALFOUR  of  BCRLEIGH 
moved  to  amend  the  sub-section  which 
reserves  the  rights  of  the  landlord  with 
respect  to  hinds  for  working  and  winning 
mines,  minerals,  or  surface  minerals 
therenuder  by  including  **  feuing."  Cou- 
stiint  complaints  were  made  that  there 
was  great  difficulty  in  the  community 
getting  land  for  feuing  round  some  of 
the  populous  places  of  Scotland,  and  he 
rather  feared  that  the  clause  as  it  stood 
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would  create  further  difficulty.  In  addi- 
tion to  that,  he  thought  the  clause  in 
itself  was  unjust.  The  time  for  which 
land  might  be  taken  for  allotments  was 
extended  to  35  years.  Anyone  who 
could  look  back  for  35  years  could  appre- 
ciate what  the  effect  of  this  provision,  if 
it  then  existed,  would  have  been  on  certain 
communities  that  had  greatly  extended 
within  that  time;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
this  was  a  matter  in  which  they  might 
legitimately  draw  guidance  from  the  ex- 
perience of  the  past.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  English  Bill  was  a  fair  prece- 
dent in  this  case  as  the  system  of  feuing 
was  unknown  in  England  ;  and  as  really 
no  injustice  would  be  done  by  his 
Amendment  he  hoped  it  would  be 
accepted. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  21,  line 
16,  after  ("thereunder")  insert  ("for 
femug'').— (The  Lord  Balfour  of  Bur- 
high.) 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  thought  the 
noble  Lord  was  introducing  into  the  sec- 
tion a  matter  to  which  it  had  no  refer- 
ence whatever.  The  section  referred 
purely  to  mineral  rights  and  the  working 
of  mineral  rights  below  the  surface  by 
retaining  the  use  of  those  rights  to  the 
landlord.  He  did  not  think  the  Govern- 
ment could  assent  to  the  Amendment. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  pointed  out 
that  under  the  Crofters'  Act  the  landlord 
had  power  to  resume  possession  of  land 
for  feuing,  and  he  thought  a  similar 
power  should  be  given  in  this  Bill.  The 
matter  was  very  important.  Land  on 
the  Western  Coast  of  Scotland  which  a 
few  years  ago  had  little  value  had 
greatly  improved  in  value  for  feuing 
purposes  owing  to  the  desire  of  large 
and  increasing  numbers  of  residents  in 
the  large  towns  of  Scotland  to  spend  a 
portion  of  the  year  by  the  sea.  Yet  the 
clause  would  deprive  the  landlord  of  the 
value  of  his  property  in  that  respect  for 
35  years.  He  thought  that  unreasonable 
and  quite  unnecessary  for  the  purposes 
of  allotment.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  the  clnuse  dealt  with  a  different 
matter.  lie  did  not  see  why  the  sub- 
section should  not  be  made  to  iuclude 
other  rights  of  property  as  well  as 
miueral  rights.  Over  a  large  portion  of 
Scotland  there  were  no  valuable  minerals 
— no  coal  mines  and  no  metalliferous 
mines ;  and  therefore  the  clause  gave  no 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


benefit  to  landowners,  while  it  denied 
him  the  benefit  of  being  able  to  reuume 
possession  of  his  land  for  building 
purposes. 

The  Earl  of  C AMPERDOWN  said,, 
that  if  the  clause  were  not  amended  they 
would  have  in  the  immediate  vicioity  of 
a  large  town  the  Parish  Council  taking^ 
land  for  the  purposes  of  allotments  and 
preventing  the  owner  from  making  any 
better  use  of  the  land,  and  that  state  bf 
things  might  go  on  for  ever. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh,  the  following  Amendment 
was  agreed  to  : — 

Line  17,  after  ("winning"),  insert 
(*' or  feuing"). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  27  and  28  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Tweedmouth,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to : — 

Pige  23,  line  13,  leave  out  Q^  of  sucb 
roads  or  ways  "). 

Line  15,  leave  out  ("  such  road  or 
way  ")  and  insert  ("  any  such  way  "). 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
asked  what  was  the  meaning  of  **  public 
way  "  in  the  clause  ?  The  language  was 
not  known  in  the  Scots^  law,  and  there 
was  no  definition  of  it  in  the  Definition 
Clause. 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
definition  of  "  public  way  "  was  really 
given  at  the  beginning  of  the  clause.  It 
said — 

"  Not  being  highways  or  footpaths  at  the 
side  of  a  highway  within  the  meauing  of  the 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Act,  1878." 

The  particular  public  ways  referred  to 
were  such  as  the  not  very  well  kept  ways 
over  moors  used  by  children  going  and 
coming  from  school.  It  was  a  good  thing 
to  enable  the  Parish  Councils  to  look  after 
those  ways  ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  thought 
it  was  necessary  that  there  should  be  an 
absolute  definition  of  "public  ways,"  the 
Government  would  be  quite  ready  to 
insert  such  a  definition  in  the  Defiuition 
Clause. 

Loud  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGPI 
said,  he  did  not  doubt  that  the  object 
was  excellent  ;  but  he  doubted  whether 
the  way  proposed   in  the  Bill   was  the 
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legal  way  to  carry  out  that  object.  How- 
ever, if  the  noble  Lord's  advisers  said  it 
was  all  right,  and  that  there  would  be  no 
dispute  about  it,  he  had  no  more  to  say. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  We  do  not 
think  there  will  be  any  dispute. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  30. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  this  was  one  of  the  most  extraordi- 
nary clauses  he  ever  saw,  and  it  was  a 
case  in  which  the  English  Act  would  not 
help  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
at  all.  There  was  no  limitation  in  the 
clause,  aud  he  was  advised  that  it  would 
be  technically  possible  for  the  Parish 
Council  to  appoint  additional  trustees  to 
assist  the  trustees  already  appointed  under 
a  marriage  settlement.  For  instance,  a 
modest  amount  of  his  means  was  in 
marriage  settlements,  which  were  ma- 
naged by  trustees  for  the  benefit  of  him- 
self, his  wife,  and  his  children,  who  were, 
of  course,  inhabitants  of  the  parish  in 
which  they  resided.     The  clause  said — 

**  When  trustees  hold  any  property  wholly  or 
mainly  for  the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  a 
single  parish  or  any  of  them  ;*' 

and  he  was  advised  that  under  those 
words  it  would  be  quite  possible  for  the 
Parish  Council  to  appoint  additional 
trustees  to  help  his  trustees  to  manage 
his  marriage  settlements.  He,  therefore, 
moved  the  insertion  of  the  wonls  "as 
such  inhabitants,^'  so  that  the  clause 
would  read — 

"  When  trustees  hold  any  property  wholly  or 
mainly  for  the  benefit  of  inhabitants  of  a 
single  parish  or  any  of  them  as  such  iuliabi- 
tants,**  kc. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  23,  line  17, 
after  ('*  them,")  insert  ("as  such  inhabi- 
tants.")—(  The  Lord  Balfour  of  Bur- 
leigh.) 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  moved 
an  Amendment  to  Sub-section  2  of  the 
Clause,  providing  that  in  the  event  of  a 
charitable  bequest  to  the  parish  the 
number  of  additional  persons  that  the 
Parish  Council  might  appoint  under  the 
powers  of  the  clause  to  act  along  with 
the  trustees  of  the  property,  should  **  not 


exceed  the  number  of  such  trustees.**  He 
pointed  out  that  the  object  of  the  Amend-* 
ment  was  to  prevent  the  Parish  Council 
from  swamping  the  existing  trustees. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  23,  line  34^ 
after  (**  persons,")  insert  ("  not  exceed* 
ing  the  number  of  such  trustees  "). — {The 
Marquess  of  Huntly,) 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  be  accepted, 
because  in  Scotland  thej  were  not  in 
the  same  position  as  they  were  in 
England.  This  clause  was  one  of  the 
most  contentions  clauses  in  the  English 
Act ;  and  by  way  of  compromise  an 
Amendment  was  inserted  to  put  certain 
powers  into  the  hands  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners.  There  was  no  body 
analogous  to  the  Charity  Commissioners 
in  England,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  Local  Government  Boards 
controlled  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
for  the  time  being,  as  an  equivalent. 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  thought  it 
was  rather  hard  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Scottish  parishes  should  not  be  allowed 
to  exercise  a  similar  discretion  in  regard 
to  the  appointment  of  trustees  as  the  in* 
habitants  of  English  parishes,  simply 
because  the  noble  Lord  had  not  confidence 
in  the  Scotch  Local  Government  Board* 
He  did  not  think  it  was  the  least  likely 
that  any  Secretary  for  Scotland  would 
sanction  a  scheme  which  would  create 
injustice  in  the  administration  of  charities 
in  any  particular  parish. 

Lord  BALFOUR  or  BURLEIGH  : 
The  power  given  to  the  Parish  Council 
was  wider  than  in  the  English  Act.  He 
asked  if  it  was  wise  or  fair  to  pass  a 
clause  which  had  this  effect :  that  no 
human  being  could  give  £500  to  his  nearest 
friend  for  the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of 
a  parish  without  the  Parish  Council  coming 
in  and  putting  trustees  over  their  head  ? 
It  seemed  to  him  bad  in  policy  and  cer- 
tain to  dry  up  other  sources  of  benefac- 
tions. For  that  reason  he  must  ask  the 
Committee  seriously  to  consider  whether 
they  should  not  have  not  only  this 
Amendment,  but  the  other  one  giving^ 
them  the  same  limit  as  in  the  English 
Act — namely,  40  years. 

The  Marquess  of  IIUNTLY  said,, 
he  preferred  his  own  words  to  those  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  z 
I  will  take  the  noble  Marquesses  words. 
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r--Conteol8 

On  motion  of  The  Earl  of  Campsb- 
Dowy,  the  following  Amendment  was 
agreed  to : — 

':  Fage2d,  line  35,  after  ("property") 
insert-^ 

("  as  the  trustees  and  the  Parish  OotmeiT  miy 
agree  on  in  deJCault  of  such  agreemeDt**). 

Lord  BALFOUR  qp  BURLEIGH: 
*rhe  next  Amendment  I  suppose  the 
Government  will  treat  as  the  last-— dealing 
with  the  number  of  trustees. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  Yes,  it  is 
consequential. 

On    Motion  of  Lord  Twesdmouth, 
the  foUowiLg  Amendments  were  agreed 
toe- 
Page  24,   line  9,  after   (*"  persons  **) 
insert  ("  not  exceeding  three  '*)• 

Page  24,  line  21,  after  the  second 
C'  shall ")  insert  (''  hold  office  until  his 
auccessor  is  appointed  and  shall  **). 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  : 
The  next  Amendment  consists  of  words 
quoted  exactly  from  the  English  Act, 
which  has  been  often  appealed  to  this 
evening — I  mean  the  words  down  to 
*'  surviving  donor  or  donors."  The  other 
words  are  so  ob^riously  suited  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Scotland  that  until  I  hear 
that  it  is  so  I  shall  not  believe  that  this 
Amendment  will  not  be  accepted. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  25,  at  the 
end  of  the  clause,  insert  the  following : — 

"  The  provisions  of  this  section  with  respect 
to  the  appf)intment  of  trustees  shall  uot  apply 
to  any  charity  until  the  expiration  of  40  years 
from  the  date  of  the  foundation  thereof,  or,  in 
the  case  of  a  charity  foun<led  before  the  iiassing 
of  this  Act  by  a  donor,  or  by  several  donors,  any 
one  of  whom  is  living  at  the  iiassing  of  this  Act, 
until  the  expiration  of  40  years  from  the  passing 
of  this  Act.  unless  with  the  consent  of  the 
surviving  donor  or  donors.  Nothing  contained 
in  this  section  shall  apply  to  the  funds  dcrivetl 
from  the  ordinary  church  collections  in  parish 
churches,  but  such  funds  shall  belong  to  and  be 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Kirk  Session  of  each 
parish,  and  the  portion  of  the  same  to  be  applied 
in  relief  of  the  poor  shall  be  in  the  discretion  of 
♦he  Kirk  Session."— (r/<<?  Lord  Balfour  of 
Jivrleigh.') 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  As  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Amendment,  I  should  be 
inclined  to  make  him  an  appeal.  He 
lias  been  a  distinguished  member  of  the 
Commission  which  has  had  to  work  the 


Endowment  Act  of  1882.  In  that  Act 
the  limit  of  10  jear8<  was  pat  in,  and  a 
great  many  schemes  have  beeo  dealt 
with  under  that  condition.  What  I 
would  suggest  is  that  we  should  follow 
the  precedent  of  the  Endowmeiit  Aet  of 
1882,  and  pat  hi  10  jears  here.  If  he 
would  consent  to  that  I  would  accept  .the 
Amendment. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEI&H  : 
Ten  jeare  for  the-  pa8t---iiDthing  for  the 
f  ature  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  For  the 
paet. 

Lord  BALFOUR  or  BURLEIGH : 
The  Act  the  noble  Lord  mentiona  un- 
doubtedly did  refer  back  from  1882  to 
1872,  but  there  was  a  apecial  reason  for 
that — ^namely,  that  in  1872  a  Tery  large 
change  had  been  made  in  the  ednoational 
arrangOTients  of  Scotland ;  therefore  there 
was  a  special  reason  for  coming  down  to 
1872;  but  when  that  was  done  great  care 
was  taken  to  hedge  round  any  change 
in  administration  or  in  the  namber 
of  trustees.  We  were  saecessfally 
appealed  against  more  than  once  for 
having  gone  beyond  the  terms  even  of  that 
limitation.  But  that  Act  is  no  precedent 
for  what  is  asked  for  now,  for  this  clause 
not  only  deals  with  endowments  that 
have  been  given,  but  endowments  that 
may  be  given.  The  modest  request  of 
the  clause  is  that  the  section  shall  not 
apply  to  charities  until  the  expiration  of 
40  years  from  the  date  of  the  founda- 
tion. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  will  Uke 
10  years  both  ways. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  : 
I  am  sorry  I  cannot  accept  that.  I  must 
stand  to  the  terms  of  the  clause.  This 
clause  is  word  for  word  the  clause  of  the 
English  Act  passed  at  the  end  of  last 
Session.  We  have  had  appeal  after 
appeal  to  the  terms  of  the  English  Act 
as  binding  on  us.  In  some  cases,  such  as 
allotments  and  soon,  we  have  given  in  to 
it,  but  we  cannot  allow  this  Act  to  be 
pleaded  against  us  when  it  is  against  us 
and  disregarded  when  it  is  in  our  favour. 
On  the  merits  this  is  so  fair  that  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  aja^'ee  to  the  clause. 
The  second  part  of  it  will  be  taken  after- 
wards*. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  Would  it 
not  be  well  to  divide  against  both  to- 
gether ? 
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LaRi>  BALFOUR  uk  BURLEIGH  : 
I  had  hoped  that  the  Goverumeut  woulti 
not  divide  against  the  <§econd  part  of  the 
I       chm»e.     There  is  a  Statute  euactiiig  that 
:        there  shall   !>e  a  weekly  eollectioa  at  the 
church  doors    in    ScotlHnd  for  the  poor. 
The  practiL*e  is  a  verj  old  oae,  aiul  is  uo 
doubt   alkided    to    io     various    Act*?    of 
Parliament.     There  is  a   refereuce  to   it 
^^ns  an  existiDg  practice  in  an  Act  of  1672 
^kkDd    in    a    Proclamation    of   the    Privy 
.^■pouncil    of    1693.     ThiU     Proclamation 
^Hias   not    l>eeu    strictly    ad  here  J   to,    mid 
I^Kiuder  the  Poor  Law  Act  of  tH4.>  there 
^^^Hlras  a  good   deal   of   litit/atioii   ou    thi» 
^Tnatter.     Tlie  Act  of  lHt.5  put  the  wliole 
circuniiitanees   of  the   vw^q  ou  a  ditfertnt 
footitig,  and  thont^h  it  (it??f ranch ised  the 
Ktrk  Session  at*  those  who  had  f^peeial 
cdiarge   of     the    pi'M>r    along    with     the 
heritors,  it  gave  tlie   Kirk  8e8S!oti  repre- 
sentation ou  the  Paroeliial   BoanL     It  is 
1^  proposed    to   do    away     with     that.       J 
^kiceept  it,  but  surely  if  you  are  going  to 
^^do  away  with   our  repre^nentatioii  you  are 
not    going  to    keep   our    money.      Yoti 
certainly  do   seem  to  me  to  he  treat* n^r 
the    Church     with    an  extremely    «eant 
^mpmouiit  of  courtesy  and  fairness-   I  am  not 
^KontendiuK       that       the      represetitatiou 
^^bhould       be       maintained.        I        would 
^fnot    desire     that    it    should     be    under 
■      all  the  new  circnmfttances  that  are  Iwing 
^brought  in.     But  it  does  seem  tome  nu- 
nir  to  change  a  thing  when  it  is  for  our 
lisadvantage  and   not  to  give  uh  a  eorre- 
Bpotiding  advantage.     I  am   certain  that 
if  that  is  uot  done  there  will  be   a  great 
leal  of   hitter    litigation  on   the  jsubjeet, 
iud  for  the  sake  of    that  it  is  desirable 
Jiat  we  should  settle  the  matter  once  for 
lU,     There  is  no   intention — nml  I  think 
am   entitled    to   speak    ou   that  —  on 
Uie  part  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  or  itM 
lirk    Se^^ious  to  do  anything  which  is 
ftn/air^   but   the  clause   in  the  Biil  takes 
Iway  every  eudowmeot  we  hold  fur  the 
Qor,  and  apparently  yon  would  [jrevent 
is  from  devoting  part  of  our  Church  col- 
lections for  the  poor  without   the  inter- 
vention   of  a  Public   Authority.       That 
tjms  to  me  most  unfair,  and  I  hope  that 
jven  at  this  late  stage  the  Government 
will  reconsider  their  decision, 
*LuRD  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  ho  did 
bot  think  the  uobic  Lord   need  be  under 
lay  fear    that  tliey    would    have  any  of 
Jieise  church -door  collections  to  di:5pose 
ttuder  any  mreumstances.     It  wa^  only 


a  amall  amount  of  the  collections  which 
went  to  the  j>oor.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  se<:ond  sub-section  came  under  the 
head  of  change  in  the  ailministratiou  of 
the  Poor  Law,  aud  that,  therefore,  the 
objection  jjrcviouslv  raised  applied  to  it. 

LoKD  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
mH\^  that  nothing  hail  ever  astonished 
him  more  than  tlie  answer  wliich  had 
just  been  given.  He  would  remind  noble 
Lords  that  one  of  the  ways  in  which  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  were 
raised  was  by  Church-door  collections. 
Tliey  were  atU'isod  that  the  law  was  un- 
certain, and  that  if  this  chiuse  was  not 
iiisertetl  there  would  he  litigation,  and 
perhaps  bitter  litigation.  He  thought 
his  case  so  fair  auil  reasonable  that  he 
believoil  the  Government  would  have 
raised  no  objection  to  it.  He  was  sur- 
prised that  the  Government  should  oppose 
that  which  was  designe<l  in  a  simple  way 
to  set  right  what  wouhl  cau^e  a  great 
deal  of  dis peace  and  bad  feeling. 

The  Kakl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
said,  that  what  it  came  to  was,  that  if 
they  belonged  to  anybody  except  the 
Established  Church  tf»ey  might  collet* t  as 
nnich  money  at  tl»e  doors  as  they  liked 
without  being  interfered  vvitlj,  but  that  if 
they  belonged  to  the  Established  Chureh 
the  money  so  collected  would  U;  taken 
away  from  them. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
He«s*:hell)  said,  there  wab  nothing 
unintelligible  iu  that,  so  long  as  it  was 
»n  Established  Church.  The  doetriue 
was  that  all  the  parishioners  were 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Clmrch's 
administration  of  money.  He  knew 
nothing  alxnit  Churidi  collections,  hut  he 
could  not  accept  tlie  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Earl  that  the  Established  Church  was  in 
respect  of  its  funds  in  the  same  position 
as  any  other  Church. 

The  Duke  ok  ARGYLL  protested 
against  such  doctrine  being  applied  to 
Clmrch-door  collections,  which  were 
purely  a  congregational  fund.  They 
might  just  as  well  say  that  ihey  could 
appropriate  to  some  parochial  object  all 
the  offertories  in  the  Established  Churdi 
of  England,  Tins  Church-door  collec- 
tion    in      Scotland     w^as      strictly      an 


eccleslai+tical  fund. 
Church  rcpreseutcil 
parish,  it  was  for 
public  fund,  hut  it 
congregation   fund. 


Possibly  when  the 
everybody  in  the 
certain  purposes  a 
was  now  strietly  a 
He    had    had     uo 
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notion  that  this  Bill  contemplated  the 
confiscation  of  this  fund  or  the  sub- 
mitting of  the  management  of  it  to  any 
other  than  the  members  of  the  Church. 

Thk  lord  chancellor  (Lord 
Hbhschell)  explained  that  he  had 
assumed  that  the  Amendment  referred  to 
funds  which,  though  collected  at  the 
Church  door,  were  in  some  way  held  on 
trust  for  the  parish  ;  otherwise,  they  did 
not  come  within  the  clanse  at  all.  What 
was  the  use  of  putting  in  the  section  if  it 
did  not  apply  to  these  funds  ? 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
asked  if  it  was  certain  that  these  funds 
were  not  held  by  a  trust  ?  Was  not  the 
minister  in  Kirk  Session  in  each  parish 
the  trustee  ? 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  that  these  collections  were  funded 
for  the  year,  and  were  given  at  the  end 
of  the  year  in  clothes,  coal,  and  other 
necessaries  to  the  poor  who  were  not 
paupers.  The  clause  in  the  Bill  was  so 
very  wide  that  they  ran  a  serious  risk  of 
having  the  law  more  against  them  tlian 
they  had  at  present. 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  to  solve  a  doubt  in 
the  law  in  bis  own  way.  He  (Lord 
Tweedmouth)  did  not  think  that  was 
quite  fair.  What  he  was  prepared  to  do 
was  to  insert  words  to  keep  things  as 
they  were — namely,  that  nothing  in  this 
section  or  in  this  Act  should  affect  exist- 
ing rights. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  that  upon  that  understanding,  and 
subject  to  the  consideration  of  the  pro- 
posed words,  he  would  withdraw  the 
second  paragraph  of  his  Amendment. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided: 
— Contents  36  ;  Not-Con  tents  16. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  26,  line 
33,  leave  out  from  the  first  "the"  to 
"Board"  in  line  34. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved,  in  page  30,  line  41,  at  the  end  of 
Sub-section  3,  insert — 

"  Within  10  days  after  the  date  of  snch  resolu- 
tion it  shall  be  competent  for  any  person  in- 
terested to  appeal  against  the  r&solution  in  so  far 
as  it  defines  the  boundaries  of  such  special  district 
to  the  Sheriff,  and  the  Sheriff  being  the  Sheriff 
Depute  of  the  county  may  enlarge  or  limit 
the  special  district  as  defined  by  the  district 
committee,  and  the  decision  of  the  Sheriff  shall 
be  final." 

TAe  Duke  of  Argyll 


Will  tbe  noble  Lord  opposiM  aeeept  the 
Amendment  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  ?  No ;  I  think 
it  better  that  tbe  Administrative  Board 
should  decide  the  mfitter  rather  than  a 
judicial  officer. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  that  interference  with  private  pro- 
perty was  involved,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  proposal  was  very  drastic.  However, 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment  he  would  not  press  it 
further. 

Amendment  (bj  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved  the  deletion  of  Clause  46,  which, 
he  said,  gave  additional  drastic  pow«jr  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scothind  to  alter  parish 
areas.  Most  important  queetiona,  in- 
cluding valuation,  depended  npon  pariah 
boundaries,  and  it  seoned  to  him  that  the 
clause  placed  a  great  deal  too  mnch 
power  in  the  hands  of  an  Executive 
Board.  It  gave  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land power  to  unite  parishes  and  alter 
boundaries.  There  was  existing  machinery 
in  the  County  Council  Act  of  1889  which 
provided  that  in  the  case  of  serious  oppo- 
sition there  shonld  be  an  appeal.  The 
clause  was  objected  to  by  several  large 
communities. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  46.— (TAe  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh). 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  he  was 
afraid  be  conid  not  accept  tbe  proposal. 
One  of  tbe  great  difficulties  they  had  was 
to  name  some  ready  or  easy  method  for  tbe 
adjustment  of  areas,  and  that  stood  in  the 
way  of  tbe  success  of  this  Bill.  The  idea  of 
going  back  to  the  cumbrous  system  of 
Provisional  Orders  seemed  to  him  to  be 
entirely  out  of  the  question.  These  were 
powers  which  were  well  administered  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  England^ 
and  they  must  insist  on  the  power  bein^ 
given  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  as 
the  Bill  proposed. 

The  Eakl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
said,  that  under  this  clause  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  would  have  very  large 
powers  indeed,  and  to  him  it  appeared 
that  the  balance  of  advantage  w*as 
with  the  clause.  Unless  these  powers 
were   conferred    on     the  Secretary    for 
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Scotland  the  power  of  altering  areas  substitute  the  word  *'  resolution "  for 
would  be  practically  inoperative  alto- 
gether. This  power  had  existed  under 
Claase  51  of  the  Local  Government  Act, 
and  it  had  scarcely  ever  been  attempted 
to  put  it  in  force,  the  real  reason  of  that 
being  the  expense  attendant  upon  ob- 
taining a  Provisional  Order.  Just  see 
what  might  happen.  In  the  case  of  a 
parish  in  the  neighbourhood  of  a  large 
town  if  there  was  any  proposal  to  alter 
the  area  it  could  not  be  carried  out  with- 
out a  very  expensive  appeal  to  Parlia- 
ment. If  this  power  extended  to  matters 
Parliamentary  he  certainly  would  not 
give  such  power  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  Parliamentary  and  ecclesias- 
tical matters  were  withheld  from  the 
clause.  There  was  a  reference  in  the 
last  line  but  one  to  Sections  95  and  96 
of  the  principal  Act.  Therefore,  as  it 
simply  related  to  local  matters,  on  the 
whole  he  thought  it  better  to  take  the 
cheaper  and  more  efficient  course. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Tweedmouth,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed 
tot- 
Page  34,  line  23,  leave  out  (*'  eleventh 
day  of  December"),  and  insert  ("fif- 
teenth day  of  May  in  the  year  "). 

Line  24,  leave  out  ("ninety-four"), 
and  insert  ("  ninety -five  "). 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  moved 

the  following  proviso : — 

**  Provided  that  in  the  case  of  the  medical 
officers  holding  office  under  this  Act  and  the 
former  Acts,  any  arranj^ement  as  to  their  duties 
and  remuneration  shall  be  subject  tu  the 
approvid  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board.** 

He  thought  those  who  had  had 
experience  of  local  matters  in  Scotland 
knew  that  it  was  necessary  in  some  way 
to  protect  medical  officers  from  dismissal 
without  some  appeal.  He  had  known 
cases  where  injustice  had  been  done 
owing  to  local  feeling,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  there  should  be  some 
appeal  against  the  decision  of  the  Parish 
Council.  In  the  case  of  medical  officers 
under  the  Board  of  Supervision  there  was 
an  appeal  at  the  present  moment,  he 
believed.  He  desired  to  make  a  verbal 
alteration  in  the  Amendment — namely,  to 


substitute    the   word 
"  arrangement." 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  34,  line 
38,  after  ("  passed  ")  insert — 

C' Provided  that  in  the  case  of  the  medical 
officers  holding  office  under  this  Act  and  the 
former  Acts,  any  resolution  as  to  their  duties 
and  remuneration  shall  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Local  Government  Board.") 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  great  objection 
to  the  Amendment,  though  he  did  not 
quite  like  the  form  of  it.  He  should 
prefer  words  to  the  effect  that  any  re- 
arrangement of  the  duties  and  remunera- 
tion of  a  medical  officer  holding  office 
under  the  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Act, 
1845,  should  be  subjected  to  the  approval 
of  the  Board. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  :  Does 
that  give  an  appeal  in  case  of  dismissal  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  That  is 
equally  outside  the  noble  Marquess's 
Amendment  and  mine. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  :  Not 
with  the  word  '^resolution.*' 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  I  prefer 
my  own  words. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Tweedmouth  the 
following  Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — 

Page  34,  line  38,  after  "  passed,"  insert — 

**  Provided  that  any  rearrangement  of  the 
duties  and  remuneration  of  the  existing  medical 
officers  holding  office  under  the  Poor  Law 
(Scotland)  Act,  1845,  shall  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Local  Government  Board.** 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved  to  add  to  the  clause  a  proviso  to 
the  effect  that  in  all  matters  relating  to 
the  Poor  Law  administration  the 
Inspector  of  Poor  should  act  as  clerk  to 
the  Parish  Council.  The  Inspectors  of 
the  Poor  were  well  known  in  Scotland, 
and  it  was  acknowledged  that  thej 
discharged  their  onerous  and  difficult 
duties  with  a  great  deal  of  tact 
and  efficiency.  Under  some  clauses 
of  the  Bill  they  were  heing  rather  hardly 
treated.  He  would  not  go  the  length  of 
some  of  their  number  and  propose  that 
in  all  cases  they  should  act  as  clerk  to 
the  Parish  Council.  He  would  not 
advocate  that,  but  it  seemed  to  him  that 
in  matters  so  strictly  within  their  pro- 
vince as  the  administration  of  the  poor 
if  they  were  not   made  clerks  to  the 
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Parish  Couneil  a  great  deal  of  diffioultj 
and  friction  would  take  place.  Thej 
would  have  two  offioers  where  one  wo^ld 
do,  certainly  in  all  rural  parishes. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  35,  line 
2,  after  (••  Council  **),  insert— 

C'  Provided  alwi^s  that  ia  all  matters  re- 
lating  to  the  P3Qr  Law  administration,  the  In- 
spector of  Poor  shall  act  as  clerk  to  the  Parish 
GooaciL**>-<^^  I^d  Bdif9Mr  •/ Hurieigh.) 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  thought  the 
Amendment  would  fetter  too  much  the 
power  of  the  Parish  Council,  the 
Parish  Council  should  have  the  right  to 
seleqt  their  own  clerk,  and  his  Amend- 
ment would  secure  the  existing  oflScer 
from  any  hardship  or  grievance.  He 
would  propose  to  amend  the  clause  by 
providing  that — 

^If  any  esi«tinK  Inspector  of  Poor  is 
aggrieved  by  such  distribation  of  business,  or 
by  the  imposition  or  withdrawal  of  auy  duties, 
he  may  within  one  month  after  the  date  of  any 
resolution  of  the  Ck>nndl  distrtbotiag  sudfi 
business,  or  imposing  or  withdrawing  sach 
duties,  appeal  to  the  BoanL  whose  decision 
shall  be  final." 

He  believed  that  those  words  would 
amply  secure  the  existing  oflScers  from 
any  hardship  or  grievance. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
was  very  tei;hnical,  and  iu  some  respects 
a  difHeult  matter.  His  proposal,  if 
carried  out,  would  be  greatly  valued  by 
the  Inspectors  of  the  Poor  themselves. 
In  tbc  position  of  clerk  they  would  be 
able  to  advise  the  Parish  Councils  and 
give  those  bodies  the  benefit  of  their  ex- 
perience and  knowledge  of  Poor  Law 
administration.  No  doubt  the  Govern- 
ment were  supreme  in  this  matter, 
and  if  the  Amendment  were  inserted 
here,  if  the  Government  were  hostile  to 
it,  it  would  be  rejected  elsewhere.  He 
put  it  on  the  grounds  of  equity  to  the 
Inspectors  and  efficiency  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  he  was 
afraid  he  must  persist  in  his  objection. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  no  doubt  under  the  Amendment  of 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  the  Poor  Law 
would  be  administered  in  the  most  effi- 
cient manner.  It  stood  to  reason  that 
the  Inspector  of  the  Poor  would  be  the 
best  clerk  for  dealing  with  Poor  Law 
matters.  If  anyone  else  were  ap- 
pointed the  first  thing  he  would  have  to 

/^orff  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


do  would  be  to  set  to  work  to  learn  the 
Poor  Law.  At  the  same  time,  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  would  giFei  the  In- 
speotor  of  the  Poor  an  appeal  if  he  felt 
himadf  aggrieved. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Twskdvouth  the 
following  Amendment  waa  agreed  to  :-* 

Page  35,  line  2,  after  C"  Ckwncti ") 
insert — 

0*  Prpvided  that  if  any  existing  Inspector  of. 
Poor  is  aggrieved  l>y  WLca  dlstHbotiOn  of  busi- 
ness, or  by  the  imposition  or  withdrawal  ol  any 
duties,  be  may,  within  one  month  alter  the  dat^ 
of  any  resolution  of  the  Ooancil  distribnting 
such  business  or  imposing  or  wittMimwing  snch 
diit^  appeal  to  the  Boara,  whose- decision  shall 
be  flnaL^) 

Lord  BALFOUE  op  BUftLEIGH 
moved  an  Amendment  to  add  the  follow- 
ing words  at  the  end  of  the  clause : — 

**  Provided  always  that,  on  the  retirement  of 
an  Inspector  of  Poor,  the  Parish  Ooancil  may, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Boanl,  grant  to  such 
Inspector  h  superannaation  allowance  not  ex- 
ceeding two-thirds  of  his  existing  salaiy  and 
emoluments.** 

The  Poor  Law  officers  in  England  and 
Ireland  were  entitled  to  anperaonnation, 
and  it  was  not  fair  or  just  that  the 
Poor  Law  officers  in  Scotland  should,  be 
debarred  from  the  privilege.  That  they 
were  so  debarred  had  long  been  felt  by 
them  to  be  a  real  grievance,  and  espe- 
cially so  now,  when  they  entertained  a 
strong  feeling  that  their  positions  would 
be  unfavourably  affected  by  this  BilL 
He  asked  for  no  special  or  exceptional 
treatment  on  behalf  of  the  Poor  Law 
officers  of  Scotland,  but  simply  that  their 
claims  in  this  matter  might  be  impar- 
tially considered. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  85,  line 
11,  at  end  of  clause,  insert — 

(**  Provided  always  that,  on  the  retirement  of 
an  Inspector  of  Poor,  the  Parish  Couusil  may, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Boanl,  grant  to  such 
Inspector  a  superannuation  allowance  not  ex- 
ceeding two- thirds  of  his  existing  salary  and 
emoluments.")  -^  (The  Lord  Bjlfow  of 
Burleigh.) 

*LoRD  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  this  waa 
an  Amendment  dealing  with  monej. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  given 
the  House  some  advice  as  to  their 
action  in  regard  to  matters  arising  out  of 
the  rates,  and  besides,  the  Amendment 
was  ruled  out  of  Order  by  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons  as  not  coming 
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withiD  the  soope  of  the  Bill.  Moreover, 
when  that  Amendment  was  divided  upon 
in  the  Scotch  Grand  Committee  only  13 
voted  in  its  favour,  while  43  voted 
against  it.  It  could  hardly  be  said, 
therefore,  that  there  was  a  very  strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  introducing  the  pro- 
posal in  this  Bill.  He  thought  it  would 
he  undesirable,  in  the  interests  of  the 
officers  themselves  as  well  as  in  those  of 
the  Parish  Councils,  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Tweedmouth  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to : — 

Clause  64  amended,  so  as  to  provide  thai 
the  expression  "  Town  Clerk  "  includes 
the  clerk  to  the  Burgh  Commissioners  of 
a  police  burgh. 

Page  37,  at  the  end  of  clause,  in- 
sert— 

("  the  expression  *  district  committee  of  a  County 
Council '  shall  include  a  County  Council  sitting 
as  a  district  committee  under  Sub-seetion  8  of 
Section  78  of  the  principal  Act.") 

Page  40,  line  25,  insert — 


('*  the  expreasiou '  district  oommittee  of  a  County 
Council '  shall  indude  a  Coanty  Council  sitting 
as  a  district  oommittee  under  iSub-eection  3  of 
Section  78  of  the  principal  Act."* 

•The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  asked 
when  the  remaining  stages  of  the  Bill 
would  be  taken  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said  that; 
if  the  Report  stage  and  the  Third 
Reading  were  taken  to-morrow,  the  Bill 
could  be  sent  to  the  Commons  and  then 
dealt  with  in  the  Lords  again  ou 
Monday. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  To-morrow  ;  and  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in 
order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No» 
212.) 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHAK0B8 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2)  (BRIDGE- 
WATER,  &c.  CANALS)  BILL.— (No.  186.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 
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CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  9)  (CANALS^ 
OF  CALEDONIAN  AND  NORTH 
BRITISH  RAILWAY  COMPANIES) 
BILL— (No.  190.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

CANAL  RATES,  TOLLS,  AND  CHARGES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  11) 
(GRAND  CANAL. &c.)  BILL.— (No.  191.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  tol 

PREVENTION    OF    CRUELTY    TO   CHIL. 
DREN  BILL  [H.L.]— (No.  178.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  witli  Amendments. 

QUARRIES  BILL  [h.l.]-(No.  149.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  Amendments  :  The  said  Amend- 
ments to  be  considered  To-morrow. 


Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Balfour  of  Bur- 
I.EIOH,  Clause  65  was  amended,  in  order 
to  provide  that 


TRAMWAYS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  [H.L.] 
Commons     Amendments      considered 
(according  to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 
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OANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHABOES  PBOVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  (No.  11.)  (LAGAN,  kc 
CANALS)  BILL,  now  CANAL  TOLLS  AND 
CHARGES  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No- 
10.)     (LAGAN»     &0.     CANALS)     BILL. 

(Na  197.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
AmeDdmeotfly  and  passed^  aud  retarned 
to  the  Commous. 

CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PRO* 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  4)  (BIBMING- 
HAM  CANAL)  BILL.— (No.  198.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

CANAL   TOLLS    AND   CHARGES    PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER   (No.   6)  (RIVER  LEE, 
&c.)  BILL.— (No.  211.) 
Moved,  That  the  Order  made  on  the 

19th  daj  of  March  last, 

-  '*That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commoiu  conftrmitig  any  ProTirional  Order  or 
ProTisionsl  Certiticate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  ilay  of  June  next,*' 

be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  Bill  be 
read  2*  ;  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

HERITABLE  SECURITIES  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  202.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  Amendments  made ;  Standing 
Committee  negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  To-morrow. 

CONGESTED    DISTRICTS   BOARD 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 
Read  1* ;    to  be  printed  ;    and  to  be 
read  2*  To-morrow.     (No.  215.) 

JURIES  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Read   1*^ ;    to  l)e  printed  ;    aud  to  be 
read  2*  To-morrow.     (No.  216.) 

EXPIRING   LAWS   CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
Read  l'^ ;    to  be  printed  ;    aud  to  be 
read  2*  To-morrow.     (No.  217.) 

RAILWAY  AND   CANAL   TRAFFIC  BILL. 
Read   1* ;    to  be  printed  ;    and  to  be 
read  2*  To-morrow.     (No.  218.) 


PBBVEMTION   OF    OBUBLTT  TO  CHIL- 
DBBN  BILL  [HJ..] 

Commons  Amendments  considered  (on 
Motion),  and  agreed  to.' 

House  adjoomed  at  half -past  Seren  o'doek, 
till  To-morrow,  Three  o'elodc 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  16ik  AuguH  IBM. 


PBIVATE     BUSINESS. 


VON  ROEMER*S  BESUHPTIOK 

OF  BRITISH  NATIONALITY  BILL  [X^nft] 

(by  Order). 

SECOND  BSADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond 
time.*' 

Sir  a.  BOLLIT  (Islington,  8.)  said, 
be  did  not  rise  to  object  to  tlie  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  but  to  express  the 
opinion  that  some  steps  should  be  t-aken 
to  alter  the  law  so  that  parties  would  not 
be  expose<l  to  the  great  cost  of  Private 
Naturalisation  Bills,  and  the  time  of  Par- 
liament would  not  be  wasted  on  them. 
The  Naturalisation  Act  of  1870  provided 
for  naturalisation  in  the  case  of  married 
women  and  widows,  but  did  not  take 
cognisance  of  such  cases  as  that  arising 
under  this  particular  Bill — namely,  the 
case  of  a  person  who  had  been  divorced. 
Though  there  might  be  some  doubt  in 
the  case — though  it  might  be  held  in 
certain  quarters  that  the  Act  applied  to 
such  a  case — there  was  certainly  an 
omission  in  the  Act  which  should  be 
repaired  by  general  legislation.  That 
would  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
these  purely  private  matters  from  being 
brought  forward  in  the  House. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said,  he 
would  ask  the  Home  Secretary  what 
was  the  reason  for  the  Bill?  They  were 
entitled  to  some  explanation,  seeing  that 
the  Naturalisation  Act  of  1870  was  passed 
to  put  the  law  on  this  subject  on  a  sound 
and   intelligible  footing.      He  believed 
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that  the  last  time  a  question  of  naturalisa- 
tion was  before  the  House  the  then  Home 
Secretary  said  that  the  Bill  must  be 
regarded  entirely  as  an  exceptional  matter. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  had  declared  that  there 
never  should  be  a  Private  Bill  of  |;hi8 
nature  again,  but  that  there  should  not 
be  one  except  in  a  very  special  ease. 
The  lady  in  this  case  was  entitled  to  the 
sympathy  of  the  House.  It  appeared 
that  she  was  born  an  English  subject  in 
Lambeth,  in  the  County  of  Surrey ;  that 
she  married  a  Baron  Von  Roemer  ;  that 
by  reason  of  his  misconduct  she  was  com- 
pelled to  divorce  him;  that  she  then 
married  another  German  gentleman, 
and  by  reason  of  his  misconduct 
was  obliged  to  divorce  him  also. 
Under  the  circumstances,  no  one  could 
wonder  that  the  lady  desired  to  resume 
her  nationality,  and  to  cease  to  belong  to 
the  nationality  of  either  of  her  husbands. 
He  should  like  to  know  why  it  was 
necessary  to  have  special  legislation  to 
meet  the  case,  and  why  the  Act  of  1870 
had  failed  ? 

Mb  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  that  some  four  years  ago  he 
had  called  attention  to  the  Naturalisation 
Law,  and  had  expressed  considerable 
doubt  as  to  whether  these  Bills  ought  to 
be  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  By  the 
Act  of  1870  procedure  was  laid  down 
for  acquiring  English  nationality,  or 
resuming  it,  and  it  was  open  to  grave 
doubt  whether  these  Private  Bills  should 
be  allowed.  By  their  means  parties  ob- 
tained naturalisation  much  more  easily 
than  they  could  under  the  ordinary  law. 
The  Home  Secretary  of  that  day  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  Private  Bills  should 
be  allowed  where  they  were  for  the 
public  interest,  but  that  so  far  as  they 
were  desired  to  suit  private  convenience 
they  should  be  no  longer  allowed.  There- 
fore, when  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  had  seen 
this  Bill  in  the  Order  Paper  on  Monday 
he  had  taken  the  liberty  of  getting  it 
postponed  so  that  it  should  be  taken  by 
Order.  It  appeared  that  the  circum- 
stances of  this  case  were  peculiar.  The 
lady  concerned  was  born  in  London  of 
British  parents.  She  married  in  Stutt- 
gart, Wiirtemberg,  a  German  gentleman, 
whom  she  had  to  divorce,  and  subse- 
quently she  married  another  German 
gentleman  in  Bavaria,  whom  she  also 
divorced.     She  had  been  discharged  from 

VOL.  XXVIIL  [fourth  series.] 


her  nationality  in  Wiirtemburg  on  con- 
dition that  she  made  her  domicile  in  some 
country   outside    the   German    Empire. 
There  was  some  doubt  as  to  whether  she 
could  not  resume  her  British  nationality 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  but  the  highest 
authorities  thought  that  the  Act  did  not 
apply  to  divorced  women.     It  made  no 
reference  to  such  cases,   though  married 
women   and   widows    were   referred    to. 
The  present  Bill,  however,  would  imme- 
diately on  its  passing  into  law  confer  all 
the    rights    and    privileges    of    British 
nationality  ;  while  the  Act  of  1870  made 
the  resumption  conditional  on  a  residence 
of  five  years,  and  on  satisfactory  evidence 
being  produced  to  the  Home  Secretary 
as  to  character.     He  did  not  think  they 
should  allow  this  acceleration  to  occur. 
They   should  treat  this  lady  as  if   she 
had  been  a  widow  or  a  German  spinster 
who  desired   to  acquire  English  nation- 
ality.    Under  the  peculiar  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  Bill  might  be  allowed  to 
pass,  if  it  could  be  so  amended  in  Com- 
mittee   as    to    make   the  conditions   of 
resumption  similar  to  those  in  the  Act  of 
1870.     He  admitted  that  if  the  case  were 
admissible  it  ought  to  be  provide4  for  in 
the  general  law.     But  an  amendment  of 
the  general  law    would   be   a  long  time 
coming,  although  he  should  like  to  see 
it  effected  in  order  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence   of    Bills    of    this    kind    in    the 
future. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  think  the  House 
is  very  much  indebted  to  the  right  hon.  • 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bodmin  for 
the  steps  he  has  taken  in  connection  with 
this  Bill.  It  certainly  would  be  most  un- 
desirable that  a  Bill  of  this  character 
should  have  been  allowed  to  pass  through 
this  House  without  some  notice  being 
taken  of  the  grounds  upon  which  this 
lady  asks  for  special  legislation  in  rela« 
tion  to  her  case.  As  the  Minister  who 
is  responsible  for  the  administration 
of  the  general  law  of  naturalisa- 
tion, I  desire  to  reiterate  the  expres- 
sions of  opinion  of  my  predecessors  in 
Office  to  the  effect  that,  inasmuch  as 
Parliament  has  laid  down  a  general 
scheme  of  law  under  which  a  person 
alien  bom  can  become  naturalised,  good 
grounds  must  be  shown  before  the  House 
can  sanction  any  measure  dealing  excep- 
tionally with  any  particular  case.     If  it 
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can  be  shown  that  this  is  a  ease  which 
might  have  been  de^lt  with  under  the 
ordinary  hiw,  I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
F^riend  that  the  House  ought  not  to 
sanction  tlie  Second  Reailing;  of  the  Bill. 
Thequestion, however,  arises  whether  thi.s 
|mrticular  case,  which  it*,  I  believe,  with- 
out precedent,  and  one  not  likely  to 
o<icur  again  in  the  future,  does  come  under 
the  general  law,  I  confcs.^  that  I  think 
U  does,  and  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
10th  section  of  the  Act  of  1H70  which 
ought  to  be  regarded  m  cutting  down 
the  geuemi  terms  of  the  7  th  and  8th  s€*e- 
tione.  But  ditferent  opinions  are  main- 
tained in  other  quarters  wliich  are  entitled 
to  the  highest  possible  res[M!Ct.  It  mnt^U 
therefore,  lie  conceded  to  be  at  least 
doubtful  whether  the  lady,  who  is  not  a 
spi aster,  tiud  yet  is  not  a  widow,  can 
under  the  provisions  of  the  general  law 
resume  her  British  natiouahty  under  the 
general  conditions  of  the  Act  of  1 870. 
The  case  of  this  lady,  therefore^  Is  one 
of  hardship,  and  in  default  of  the  amend- 
inent  of  the  general  law^ — and  the  time 
,  of  the  House  cannot  now  be  occupied 
with  the  amendment  of  the  general  law 
— special  legi?*hitioD  seeme<l  the  only  way 
to  get  rid  of  this  lady*s  hardship*  There- 
fore, although  I  with  i*ome  reluctance 
assent  to  tlje  Second  Reading,  it  mu^t  be 
clearly  understood  that  a  clause  shall  be 
inserted  in  Committee,  providing  that  the 
Act  ^fiail  uot  take  el!ect  uulei^s  and  until 
the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  Act  of 
1870  iu  relation  to  everybody  else  as  to 
residence  and  othenvise  are  satisfied  by 
this  lady*  I  think  it  is  most  desirable 
that  we  should  insist  on  a  uniform  law  in 
relation  to  these  matters,  and  that  this 
mutif{uated  and  vicious  system  of  pro* 
ceeding  by  way  of  special  legislation 
«hould  never  be  tolerated  ualess  in  very 
except  ion  al  cases. 

•The  CHAIRMAN  of  WAYS  and 
MEANS  (Mr,  Mellou,  York,  W.R,, 
Sower  by)  thought  it  would  Iks  very  un- 
desirable that  this  lady  by  special  legis- 
lation  should  be  placed  in  a  more  favour- 
able position  than  if  she  were  a  widow, 
and  should  have  any  a<l vantages  uot  en- 
joyed by  other  persons*  He  eJitirely 
approved  of  the  course  suggested  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  if  a  clause  of  the 
nature  referred  to  were  inserted  he 
should  offer  no  objection  to  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to* 

Jfr,  Asquiih 


Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  committed* 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  21 1  and 
236  be  suspended,  and   that   the   Com* 
mittee   have   leave   to  sit   and    proce 
forthwith- — i^Dr^  Fnrquharson,) 

Bill  reported,  wnth  Amendments : 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

STAyDING  ORDERS. 
•The  CHAIRMAN  of  WAYS   axd 

MEANS  (Mr.  Mellor)  said,  be  begged 
to  move  the  alterations  in  the  Stimdiog 
Orders  down  in  his  name  on  the  Paper. 
The  object  was  to  secure  that  notice  should 
be,given  to  every  person  who  was  affected 
by  any  Bill  brought  in  containing  what 
was  known  as  a  Betterment  Clause,  or  a 
clause  affecting  his  land  or  property* 
These  alterations  would  bring  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  the  House  into  com- 
formity  with  those  of  the  House  of 
Lords, 

standi niE  Order  3  was  read  and  amended  in 

Hue  15  by  inserting, after  the  word  '' privilegtes," 
the  wonls  ''  or  t^  iiiij>ose  on  any  lands  or  houses, 
or  tn  -  -  J  "  ,ny  hinds  or  houses  liable  to  the 
ui\Y  ny  feiMK-'ial  charge  in  resjicct  of 

any  ;    ^        .    lent/* 

New  Htanding  Ortler»  to  follow  9tan<iing 
Order  12:— 

(Notice  to  owners,  kc»  in  case  of 

irafirovement  charge*) 
12a,  Ordered,  on  or  tjefore  the  IStfc  day 
of  December  immediately  precc^ling  the 
application  for  a  BUI  by  which  any  special 
charge  is  impoae<l  up<in  firty  Innds  or  houses^ 
or  any  lands  or  hoii>  1  liAble 

to  have  a  s|>ecial  ehai  u  them 

iu  cf^ri-  ■  "ithany  niijuitviunrii,  notice 

in  \v  I  be  given  to  the  ownere  or 

reput-  -  ^,  lessees  or  reputed  leeseeBi^ 

and  occupiers  of  all  such  liindK  and  housed 
of  such  projxwe*!  dj>ecial  charKO  or  liabihty. 
Ordered,  That  the  said  Order  bo  a  Standinc 
Order  of  the  Houue. 

Standing:  Onier  24  wa«  read  and  amended  tn 
line  5  hy  in«erting,  after  the  %rord  **  tnken/'  the 
wo^i»  *Sind  in  the  ciuie  of  all  trills  by  which 
any  is|»ecial  charge  is  imposed  upon  any  lauda 
or  houses,  or  any  lamU  or  hoaseit  are  rendered 
liable  to  have  a  special  charge  impcjsed  upon 
them  in  connection  with  any  improvement/" 

Standing  Onler  33  was  rea-ti  and  amended  in 
page  45,  tine  15,  by  inserting,  after  the  wonl 
"  Boartl,"  the  worila  '*  or  to  which  Standing 
Ortler  38  applies." 

Standing  Order  46  was  read  and  amended  in 
line  4  by  imserting,  after  the  word  **  plan."  the 
wonts  "  or  ujion  which  any  special  charge  ^ 
impoaeti,  or  which  are  rendered  liable  to  have 
a  Hpecial  charge  imposed  upon  them  in  oon- 
ncction  with  any  improvement/' 

Standing  Order  OOA  was  read  and  amended 
in    line    10    by    inaerting,    after    ih&    wtnd 
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Ages,"  the  wotii*  **  and  of  every  Bill  to 
vhich  8UadiDp:  Order  3S  applies," 
Standing  Order  63  was  read  and  amended  : — 
In  line  1,  by  leaving  out  the  words  **  and 
BrapoweriD?  or  requiring,"  and  in^rting  the 
rords  **  promoted  Ly/' 
In    Itne    7,    by   inserting,   after    the  word 
f**  applies,''    the    wonts     '*  or    eniiM>wering    or 
I  requiring  any   such   compiiny^  society^  associa* 
I  tiou,  or  co-mrtnership,  not  being  the  Promoters 
fof  the  Bill '' 

Standing  Order  16CA  was  reaii  and  amended 
lin  line  (J  by  inaeriing,  after  the  word  *'  train/' 
fthe  words  **  exceeding 56  lbs,  in  weight/' — (^The 
yChairtHttH  of  Ways  tmd  J/ca/w,) 

Mr.  BARTLE Y  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
[if  the  altertttiona  applied  to  the  Stauding 
[Orders  j^enerally,  or  only  for  the  Session  ? 
The  CHAIRMAN:  GeneraUy, 
Mr,   BARTLE Y    pointed    out    tbat, 
wliile  tho  Government   would   not  agree 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee 
of  both  Houses  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion of  betterment,  they  were  now   ac- 
cepting the  recommendation  of  the  Coiu- 
raittee  of  the  other  House. 

•The  CHAIRMAN  said,   the  altera- 
tions hj  the   Hou.se  of  Lords  Committee 
■  of  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  Lords  were 
'made  after  the  Report  of  the  Lord;*  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
I  ton)  said  J  he  hoped  there  would  be  uo 
[opposition  to  such  a  reasonable  proposi- 
ItiOiii  lu  tho  event  of  betterment  pro- 
^po&als  boLDg  made,  it  was  desinible  that 
due  notice  should  be  given  to  the  persons 
concerned. 
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whose  sworn  testimony  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  him,  or  done  anything  whatever 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  president  of  the 
BOARD  OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce, 
Aberdeen,  S*)  •  As  I  informed  my  hou. 
Friend  in  answer  to  a  qnestion  of  his  to- 
wards the  end  of  last  month,  the  Report 
received  from  Her  Majesty's  Represeu- 
tative  at  Berlin  regarding  goods  made  in 
German  prisons  will  be  published  as 
soon  as  the  other  Reports  relating  to  the 
same  subject,  including  that  expecte<l 
from  Frauce,have  been  recei  ved,and  1  hope 
that  these  further  Reports  will  very  goon 
arrive.  As  regards  the  second  paragraph 
of  the  fjuestion^  the  inquiries  made  upon 
this  subject  have  been  made,  an  is  always 
the  case,  through  tlie  Diplomatic  Service 
of  Her  Majesty,  that  being  the  author- 
ised Ldiannel  for  obtaining  information 
from  foreign  countries,  and  no  comrauoi- 
cattons  have  been  made  to  the  Press  or 
private  agencies  in  the  matter. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  any 
inquiry  into  this  matter  personally,  or 
have  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty^a 
Customs,  seeing  the  great  interest  tiiken 
in  it  in  all  parts  of  the  world,  where  ^ 
British  trade  is  found  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  do  not  think  it  pro- 
per that  I  should  make  any  inquiry  of 
that  nature. 


QUESTIONS. 


IMPORTATION     OF    GEKMAN 
nUSON-MADE    GOODS. 
Colonel     HOWARD     VINCENT 
[(Sheffield,  Central):   I   beg  to   ask  the 
I  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  when 
the  Report  long   since  received  by  the 
Foreign  Office  from  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
basaatlor  jit  Berlin  upon  the  importation 
of  German  prison -made  goods  to  compete 
I  with  free  British   labour  is  to   be   pub- 
llished,  and  brought   to    the   knowledge 
I  of  the  operatives  in  tlie  brush  trade,  the 
'whip  trade,  and  other  industries  suffering, 
in  their  opinion,  from  the  illicit  competi- 
tion of  foreign  convicts  ;  and  if  he  has 
personally  eommunicnted  ^vith  the  com- 
missioner of  TAe  Hard  ware  man  journal 
[despatched   to   inquire  Into  this  traffic^ 


FRAUDULENTLY-MARKED  CHISELS. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 

beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  6,000  ca,^t  steel  Firmer 
chisels  coming  from  Germany  w^ere  re- 
cently seized  by  the  Customs  Houae  at 
Leith,  by  reason  of  the  word  Sheflield 
being  engraved  thereon,  and  were  sab- 
sequeuily  sold  by  pviblic  auction  under 
the  Royal  Arms  and  Cypher,  thereby 
supplying  the  Leith  and  Edinburgh 
market  with  chisels  for  some  time  to 
come,  and,  iu  such  a  case,  if  he  ean  state 
who  were  the  exporters  and  the  impor- 
ters of  these  contraband  goods,  and  what 
steps  have  been  taken  iu  respect  of  them  ; 
and  what  was  the  sum  realised  by  this 
Government  auction,  and  if  it  can  lie 
sent  to  the  Mayor  of  Sheffield  for  di^stri* 
bution  among  the  Societies  succouring 
the  unemployed  in  the  edge  tool  and 
cutlery  trade  ? 

Mr.    BRYCE  :    The   Commissioners 
of  Customs  inform  the  Board  of  Trade 
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that  the  chisels  referred  to—valued  at 
£30 — ^were  imported  from  Hamburg  to 
Leith  in  September  last  year.  Thej 
were  contain^  in  packages  bearing  two 
labels  with  English  wording,  one  qualified 
a,s  to  the  foreign  origin  of  the  goods  and 
the  other  not,  but  the  chisels  themselves 
were  stamped  '* warranted  cast  steel" 
without  qualification,  and  were  accord- 
ingly retained  .as  a  seizure,  as  is  usual 
in  the  case  of  the  importation  of  foreign- 
made  hardware  so  marked.  The  goods 
were  sold  at  the  recent  Customs  sale  at 
Leith,  the  illegal  marks  being  first  re- 
mo  (red  therefrom,  and  realised  £25  4s. 
This  account  has  been  carried  to  the 
account  of  the  Crown,  and  cannot  be 
dealt  with  in  any  other  manner.  It  is  not 
the  practice  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Customs  to  divulge  the  names  of  either 
the  consignors  or  consignees,  or  to  take 
anj  action  beyond  seizure. 

CoLONBL  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Has  any  notice  been  taken  of  it  with 
regard  to  the  importers  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
action  being  taken.  As  I  have  informed 
the  hon.  Member,  this  is  a  matter  for  the 
Commissioners  of  Customs  and  not  for 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
But  is  not  the  administration  of  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  under  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  was  not  the  seizure  effected 
under  a  clause  of  that  Act  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  No,  Sir  ;  the  seizure 
was  made  by  the  Commissioners  of  Cus- 
toms. It  is  for  them  to  carry  out  this 
particular  Act. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  will  call  attention  to  this  matter  ou  the 
Estimates  ? 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall) :  Will  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  take  steps  to  initiate  a 
prosecution  under  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act? 

Commander  BETHELL  ( York,  E.  R., 
Hblderness)  :  Who  is  responsible  for 
answering  questions  on  this  subject  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  am  responsible.  But 
these  seizures  were  made  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Customs,  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  to  answer  questions  for  that  body. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
answered  my  question. 

Mr.  Bryce 


Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  should  think  the  hoiu 
Member  never  expected  an  answer  to  it. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Yes,  I  did.  I  ask  the  right  faon.  Grentle* 
man  whether,  as  he  is  responsible,  he 
will  see  that  a  prosecution  is  instituted  ? 

Mr.  BRYCjE:  :  I  have  said  that  ihia 
matter  does  not  rehite  entirely  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  ;  it  also  affects  the  Com- 
missioners of  Customs,  and  I  cannot 
answer  questions  in  regard  to  it  without 
consulting  them. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Was  any  communication  sent  by  the 
Commissioners  of  the  seizure  of  falsdy* 
marked  chisels,  and,  if  so,  what  action 
was  taken  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE :  If  my  hon.  and  gaUani 
Friend  likes  to  put  down  any  zurtheK 
question  with  regard  to  the  different  stefia^ 
taken  in  this  matter  I  will  endeayour  tK^ 
obtain  the  information.  But  I  muat  rQ^ 
mind  him  that  he  is  asking  as  to  soDMh 
thing  which  is  not  in  the  question  on 
the  Paper. 

BRITISH  SOLDIERS  AND  THB  PLAGUS 
AT  HONG  KONG. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  K):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  voluntary  and  gallant  ser* 
vices  of  the  Ist  Battalion  Shropshire 
Light  Infantry  Regiment  during  the 
plague  at  Hong  Kong  ;  if  no  less  than 
400  soldiers  were  employed  in  the  clean* 
ing  work  in  the  plague-stricken  parts  of 
that  town,  and  the  removal  of  the  refuse 
and  filth  from  the  dwellings  owing  to  the 
natives  refusing  to  work ;  if  one  of  the 
officers  of  that  regiment,  Captain  Vefiey, 
and  many  of  the  soldiers  were  attacked 
by  the  plague,  and  the  former  succumbed 
to  that  terrible  disease,  sacrificing  hia 
life  to  save  the  rest  of  the  inhabitants, 
from  the  plague ;  and  whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken,  or  are  practical,  to  re* 
cognise  the  gallant  services  of  the  Ist 
Battalion  Shropshire  Light  Infantry  (late 
58th  Regiment)  performed  during^  the 
continuance  of  the  plague  in  Hong 
Kong? 

•The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall^ 
Hanley)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  explained  to  the  House  on 
July  3  the  circumstances  which  rendered 
necessary  the  use  of  troops  in  the  manner 
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referretl  to  by  the  lion.  Member*  Eight 
officers  ami  over  300  men  of  the  Shrop- 
shire Light  Infantry  and  detachmeuts 
of  tlio   Royal   Artillery  and  Royal   En- 

Vgineers    volunteered    to  nmht   the  Civil 

f  Anthoritiej*  at  Hong  Kong  in  cleansing 
*nd  disiiifeeting  hont^es  iu  which  cases  of 

[^plague  had  occurred.  Of  these  volun- 
eer»  one  officer  (Captain  Veaey)  ami 
Ive  men  were  attacked  by  the  plague, 
ftiid  I  regret  to  say  that  Captain  Vasoy 
%wl  one  of  the  men  died.  The  Com- 
triaiider-in-Chiers  appreciation  of  the 
Hf  a  II  ft  lit    services^     of     these     men    wbo 

Kohmtecred    for    thin   duty   has    already 

|been  conveyed  to  the  General  Officer 
commanding*      A   copy  of   a   Despatch 

liias  been  received  tbrough  tbe  Colonial 
)ffice  from  the  Govcrntjr  of  Hong  Kong 
&xpre8sitig  bia  appreciation  of  the  vatu- 
iMo  assistance  he  bas  reeeiveti  in  this 
crisis  from  the  naval  and  military  forces. 
Jim  sure  that  tbe  House  and  tbe  country 
Ifcnerally  will  join   in  admiration  of  this* 

^resh  instance  of  tbe  gallantry  and  de- 
votion   wbicii   always    cljaracterise    Her 

Majesty's  soldiers  au<I  sailors. 
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THK  THEATMENTtiK  FIRST  OFFENDEUP* 
CoLoxKL  HOWARD  VINCENT:  1 
ig  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
ome   Department  if,  baving  regard  to 
the   fiMJt   that    al  though   10»393   persons 
luive  l>eeu  saved  from  prison  untler  the 
irovisions  of  the  probation  of  tbe  First 
iftenderrf  Act  between   1888  and   1^93, 
I  the  six  districts  of  the  Metropolis,  the 
©St   Riding,  Lancashire,  Stafforde^bire, 
arwick^hire,    and    Durham,    and    that 
ly  93><j  or  less   than    10   per  ceut.,  of 
ihcfte  have  been   called   upon  to  appear 
and   receive  judgment,  or  are  known  to 
ve    been    subsequently  convicted  of  a 
b    oifenco,    two    Metropolitau  Police 
■Jonrts   attd    several    places    have    failed 
alt^>gether  to  put  tbe  Act  tido  operation, 
to   avail    themselves    of   the    powers 
nferreil   by  tbe  Summary   Jurisdiction 
Let   in   a  similar  direction,  he  will  con- 
IdGr    the   advisabib'ty  of  re-issniug  the 
}»irculHr   of    his    pre<lecessor,    remiuding 
3riminal  Courtsof  the  Statute,  in  tbe  ho]>e 
mi  tbey  may  ntilise  it  still  fitrther,  ami 
hereby  save  tbe  country  from  the  main- 
nance  of  many  persons  iu  prison,  and  at 
f  «ame  time  reclaim  considerable  num- 
ri  lo  honest  society  ? 


The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH»  Fife,  E.)  :  1  am  anxious,  with 
a  view  to  mitigate  the  treatment  of  those 
who  commit  trifling  offences,  that  Justices 
should  fully  avail  themselves  of  both  the 
Probation  of  First  Offenders  Act  and  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1^79,  s.  16; 
and  I  am  considering  whether  any  further 
action  shoubl  l>e  taken  by  the  Home 
Office  for  that  pur^iose* 


^_Uav4 

Besl 
^on 


LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
EDENDERRY  UNION, 
Mr,  KENNEDY  (Kildare,  N,)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  what  steps,  if  any,  the  Guardians 
of  the  Edenderry  Union  have  taken  to 
carry  out  the  order  for  tbe  erection  of  22 
labourers*  cottages  in  tlietr  Union  pub- 
lished by  tbe  Local  Government  Board 
on  the  17th  of  February  last,  and  con- 
firmed by  an  Onler  iu  the  Privy  Council 
on  tbe  22nd  of  June ;  and  will  he  c^use 
tbe  Local  Government  Board  to  urge 
the  Guardians  to  make  contracts  for  the 
erection  of  those  cottages  before  the 
winter  sets  iu  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlky,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne):  I  am  informed  that  the  neces- 
sary plans  and  schedules  are  now  being 
prepareil  by  tbe  Guardians  for  deposit 
with  tbe  Board  of  Works,  Clerk  of 
Union,  and  Clerk  of  Peace.  An  Arbi- 
trator will  then  be  nominated  by  the 
Board  of  Works,  and  his  appointment 
has  to  be  advertised  for  three  weeks,  and 
a  further  period  of  not  less  than  three 
weeks  allowed  to  parties  interested  to 
make  statements  of  claim.  The  Guar- 
dians have  no  power  to  enter  on  lands 
until  after  the  deposit  of  tbe  Arbitrator's 
draft  award,  and  tbe  Local  Government 
Board  could  not,  therefore,  urge  them  to 
make  contracts  for  the  erection  of  cot- 
tager before  that  date.  The  Board  add, 
they  see  no  reason  to  anticipate  any  un- 
necessary delay  on  tiie  part  of  the  Guar- 
dians in  their  proceedings  under  the 
Order* 

DANGEROUS  RIFLE  RANGES. 
Mu.  WILSON  LLOYD  (Wednes- 
bury)  :  I  l»eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  bis  attention  has  been 
called  to  tbe  sad  fatal  accident  at  Tipton, 
lo  a  child  of  Mr*   Henu,  who  was   killed 
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for  Weet  Kerry,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 

Seeretjiry  to  the  Lord  Lieuteuaut  of 
Irelaad  if  he  will  give  the  date  of  the 
lai^t  Catholic  appoiutmeut  to  the  Benc&h 
in  the  Dingle  diiitjict ;  uud  whether  there 
is  any  likelihood  of  any  Catholic  appoint- 
mentfl  to  the  Magistjacy  being  made 
there  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  Since  the  present 
Governraent  came  into  Oftico  29  County 
MrigiBtrates  have  been  appointed  in 
Kerry,  of  whom  19  are  believed  to  he 
Homan  Catholics-  Two  gentlemen  were 
appointed  for  duty  at  the  Dingle  Petty 
Sesstoug ;  one  of  them,  appointed  lu 
March,  1893,  is  a  Roman  Ciitholic,  aud 
the  other,  appointed  lately,  is  a  Protes* 
tant.  The  Lord  Chancellor  will  be  glad 
to  consider  the  uamei^  of  any  sal  table 
Roman  Catholic  gentlemen  that  may  be 
recommended  to  him  for  the  Commission* 


by  a  stray  bullet  from  tbo  Dudley  Rifle 
Range  while  standing  at  the  door  of  hie 
father 'et  house  ;  if  he  will  i?tate  what 
measures  will  be  adopted  to  prevent  such 
accidents  in  the  future  at  this  range  and 
other  similar  ranges  in  the  country  ;  and 
if  the  War  Department  will  grant  help  to 
Mr*  Henn  to  relieve  him  from  the  expense 
that  has  been  inflicted  upon  him  by  this 
aocident,  amounting  to  £60,  which  is  far 
beyond  his  power  to  pay  ? 

Mk.  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
The  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  been  calleil  to  the  very  sad  accident 
at  Tipton  to  a  child  of  a  Mr,  Henn,  who 
was  killed  by  a  stray  bullet  from  the 
Dudley  Ritle  Range  while  standing  at 
the  door  of  hiy  fathers  house-  To  pre- 
vent fcuch  accidents  in  future,  firing  on 
this  Vohiuteer  range  has  been  prohibited, 
a  course  which  is  always  adopted  when 
a  range  is  found  to  be  unsafe.  With 
regard  to  the  loss  tltat  has  been  inflicted 
on  Mr.  Henn,  I  can  only  repeat  the 
answer  given  by  the  Secretary  of  JState 
on  the  18th  of  June  on  this  subject — 
namely,  that  there  does  not  seem  to  be 
any  claim  against  the  Government  in 
this  matter,  whatever  other  claim  there 
may  be< 

Mr.  WILSON  LLOYD  :  Arising 
out  of  that  answer,  is  it  not  a  fact  that 
this  range  was  complained  of  in  the  year 
1892  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood ;  that  an  inspection  was  made 
by  order  of  the  War  Department  and 
that  it  was  pronounced  safe  ?  Have  not 
the  War  Office  thus  made  themselves 
liable  to  give  some  gratuity  to  this  poor 
man  to  meet  the  expense  he  has  incurred 
and  which  he  cannot  afford  ? 

•Mk.  WOODALL  :  I  am  afraid  I  am 
not  able  to  answer  as  to  the  particular 
facts  alleged.  We  are  satisfied  that  the 
man  has  no  remedy  as  against  the  War 
Office.  If  the  hon.  Member  cares  to  put 
a  further  question  down  I  will  look  into  it. 

Mr.  WIL80N  LLOYD  ;  The  hou. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  second 
paragraph  of  my  question* 

♦Mu.  WOODALL  :  Whenever  thexe 
ia  reason  to  suppose  that  a  range  is  inse* 
cure,  an  investigation  will  be  made  and 
tiring  prohibited  if  necessary. 

CATHOLICS     ON    THK    IRISH 
MAGISTKACY. 
Mb.    D.    SULLIVAN    (Westmeath, 
S.)  :  Ib  the  absence  of  the  hou,  Member 

Mr»  Wihan  Lloyd 


THE  STEABANE  VOTIKG  LISTS, 
Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  Monday,  13th  August,  the 
clerk  of  Strabane  Union,  North  Tyrone, 
refused  to  allow  John  Torish,  the 
Nationalist  registration  agent,  who  is  a 
ratepayer,  access  to  the  Rate  Collector^ 
Returns,  to  ascertain  if  the  Franchise 
Laws  had  been  complied  with  by  certain 
voters ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
majority  iu  this  division  in  1HK»2  was  only 
51  ;  will  he  inquire  why  the  following 
Conservatives,  whose  rates  were  not  paid 
in  time  in  1893,  were  not  officially 
objected  to,  and  appear  on  the  1894 
Register:  Nos.  1,323,  William  Mackey  ; 
1,678,  J*  Thompson;  217,  J.  Hill  (iti 
succession,  rates  unpaid  on  house  iu 
Castle  Street)  ;  232,  John  Jack  (in  suc- 
cession, ratea  unpaid  on  Castle  Street 
house)  ;  why  two  Nationalists,  D.  Gal- 
lagher and  George  lvno:x,  Noa.  156  and 
265  on  the  supplemental  and  inhnbitaiit 
occupiers*  lists,  living  in  houses  under  £4, 
received  no  notice  that  the  landlord  haci 
not  paid  tlie  rates  ;  whether  the  landlord 
abo  got  no  notice  ;  and  whether  these 
men  were,  in  consequeuce,  offici&Uj 
objected  to,  and  struck  ofi'  the  llsta  ;  and 
whether,  as  the  Local  Governtnent  Board 
declare  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Strabane 
Poor  Law  officials  to  know  or  act  on  the 
decision  of  tlie  Court  of  Appeal  OD  the 
Regie^tration  Law,  they  will  ascertain  an 
what  ground  the  following  Nationaliatd 
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have  been  ofKeially  objected  to  by  the 
clerk  in  the  preparation  of  the  Register 
'  >r  1895  :  N03*  14ii,  Samuel  Brown  ;  155, 
bomas  Brown  ;  280,  Hngh  Covle  ;  9Cfl, 
J.  M^Bride  ?  '    ' 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  permission  to  inspect  the  doenmetits 
mentioned  was  refused  to  Mr,  Torish  on 
the  15th  instant,  and  to  Mr.  Miller,  the 
Unionist  registration  ugcot,  on  the  1 4th 
instant.  The  cderk  of  the  Union  reports 
that  he  so  refused  because  the  period  of 
14  days  prescribed  for  inspection  by 
Section  18  of  the  Registration  Aet  of 
1885  had  expirtjd  hefore  the  first  of  those 
dates  J  thai  he  did  not  think  he  had  any 
right  to  allow  the  inspei^tion  asked  for  ; 
and  that  the  Guard lan??  approved  of  his 
^^conduet  in  refuh^ing.  The  majority  in 
^^kiis  division  in  1892  was  49*  I  am  iii- 
^Horaied  that  all  rates^  for  which  the  first 
^^^hree  persons  mentioned  In  the  second 
^^jaragraph  were  liable,  were  duly  paid, 
md  that  there  was  !io  person  TiamedJof in 
Tack,  of  Castle  Street,  on  the  lists.  I  am 
aformed  that  Daniel  Gallagher  was  not 
iffieially  objected  to  for  unpaid  rates,  but 
liat  he  was  so  objected  to  and  struck  ofl* 
»he  list  for  having  received  outdoor 
Blief,  and  that  there  was  no  official  objec- 
iion  to  George  Knox.  The  Local  Govern- 
nent  Board  state  that  they  are  not  aware 
"bat  they  made  such  a  stateiiieut  as  that 
eferred  to  in  the  last  pantgraph.  The 
statement  to  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  personally  refers  is  that  made  in 
reply  to  a  question  addresaeft  to  me  on 
the  3rd  instant,  that  I  had  been  informed 
it  does  not  devolve  upon  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  make  clerks  of 
Unions  accpiaiuted  with  the  Registration 
Law,  or  to  see  that  it  is  carried  out,  and 
that  the  Board  had  no  jurisdiction  over 
Boards  of  Guanlians  and  clerks  of  Unions 
in  their  capacity  of  "Overseers"  tmder 
the  Franchise  Acts.  I  am  informed  that 
Samuel  Bro%vn  was  objected  to  for  sub* 
Btting,and  the  other  persons  for  not  being 
[>le  occupiers  under  the  decision  of  the 
3ourt  of  Appeal  in  Simpson's  case. 

Mii,  T,  M.   HEALY  :    Do  I   under- 
[fand  the  clerk  is  justified  in  refusing 
ccess  when  Nationalists  are  concerned, 
ind  with  allowing  it  to  Tories  ? 

Commander  BETHELL  :    Is  it   not 
kn  objectionable  course  for  the   Govern - 
Dent  to  inquire  into  the  political  opinions 
of  voters  ? 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  did  not  enter  into  the 
question  as  to  whether  these  voters  were 
Conservatives  or  Nationalists.  The 
question  was  as  to  certain  uumljerB  00 
the  Registers, 

Mk.  ROSS  (Londonderry):  Is  there 
any  foundation  for  the  charge  againet  the 
clerk  of  this  Union  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say  I 
see  any  foundation  for  a  charge  of  im- 
proper conduct. 

Lord  F.  HAMLLTON  (Tyrone,  N.)t 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
the  clerk's  action  was  approved  by  the 
Guardians,  the  majority  of  whom  are 
Nationalists  ? 

Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY:  The  majoritj- 
of  them  are  Tories, 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  that. 

POAGHEKS  SHOT  BY  aAMEKEEPERt?' 
AT  DERRY 
Mk.  T.  M.  IIEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  tlio  Lord  Lieu- 
Tenaut  of  Ireland  if  im  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  last  Tlnite-' 
day,  near  Braperstowu,  County  Derry, 
two  men  were  shot  by  gamekeepers  ;  one 
\vn.iy  Bernartl  M'Eldowney,  whose  leg  ia 
ahatterod  by  a  bullet  from  a  Martini- 
Hor»ry  ;  the  other,  Patrick  M*G«iggan, 
whose  foot  was  smahfhed  «o  that  it  wilH 
probai»ly  have  to  be  amputated  ;  aud 
that  the  two  gamekeepers,  Deane*.  and 
Lees,  were  arrested,  but  reloase<I  on  :^10O 
bail  by  Mr.  C.  W.  Drsart,  J.P. :  whe- 
ther he  h  aware  that  the  Magisitrate 
shook  hands  with  the  priaouer,  Deane, 
before  the  intjniry  ;  whether  it  h  usual 
to  release  prisoners,  especially  on  Bueb 
small  bail,  when  serious  injury  has  been 
inflicted;  if  not,  will  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor'iS  attention  be  called  to  the  eircmn- 
stance  ;  did  the  police  resist  bail  ;  was- 
the  Crown  professionally  represente<l  t 
and  what  in  ihe  present  condition  of  tk<e- 
wounded  men  ? 

Mr.  th  MORLEY  :  My  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  report  of  the  occnrrenca 
referred  to  in  the  hr^t  paragraph*  Each  of 
the  wounded  men,  who  were  poachers, 
was  armed  with  a  double-barrelled  gun, 
and  both  of  them  lired  the  first  shot  at 
one  of  the  gamekeepers,  who,  however^ 
was  not  struck.  They  were  ehortlj" 
afterwards  fireil  upon  by  Deane.    One 
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was  serionslj  injared  in  the  left  leg,  and 
the  other  in  the  left'  foot.  Tbe  game- 
keepers were  arrested  and  charged  with 
shooting  at  the  poaches,  and  at  thci  htfar- 
ing  of  the  case  the.  Magistrate  u&med 
took  bail  for  their  appearance  at  the  next 
Petty  Sessions.  The  Crown  was  liot 
professionally  represented  at  tUe  b  ear  ing, 
but  the  District  Inspector  of  Police  cou* 
ducted  the  proceedings  and  opposefl  bail 
being  taken.  I  understand  it  is  not  usual 
to  release  prisoners  on  bail  when  serious 
injury  has  been  inflicted,  but  it  Joes  not 
appear  that  the  action  of  the  Magis^tr&te 
was  illegal  in  the  present  ca^e.  I  am 
making  further  inquiry  into  the  matter, 
however.  The  police  are  unatiie  to  say 
whether  the  Magistrate  shook  bands  with 
one  of  the  prisoners  before  the  inquiry, 
as  alleged.  The  wounded  men  are  im- 
proving, and  no  amputation,  so  T  am 
told,  will  be  necessary. 

PARLIAMENTARY  INDICES. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  :  In  the  absence  of  tbe  bou. 
Member  for  the  Rushcliffe  Divigiou  of 
Nottingham,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  who  is  responsible  for 
making  up  the  indices  to  the  Evidence 
given  before  the  Select  Committees  of 
iihis  House  ;  and  whether  witnesses  be- 
fore such  Committees  are  permitted  to 
ihave  any  share  in  making  up  or  eorreetbu 
of  proofs  of  such  indices  after  they  are 
setup  by  the  printers  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldbam)  : 
I  am  informed  that  the  index  to  tbe 
Evidence  given  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee is  prepared  by  the  printens,  MeJisrs. 
Eyre  and  Spottiswoode,  who  nre  rej^pou- 
sible  for  the  same.  WitnesBes  have  no 
share  in  making  up  or  correcting  proofs 
of  such  index. 

TELEGRAPH  FACILITIES  IN  TI PPERARV. 

Mr.  MANDEVILLE  (Tipperary, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral is  he  aware  that  the  people  of  Ard- 
finnan  and  of  Bansha,  County  Tipperary, 
-want  to  have  postal  telegru  j>Ij  afficea 
established  at  both  those  places,  and 
that  they  have  applied  to  the  Post  Office 
^authorities  to  facilitate  them  ;  If  he  in 
aware  that  the  telegraph  wires  are 
already  fixed  up  in  Bansha,  but  that  there 
i&  no  telegraphic  communication  between 
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those  wires  and  tbe  local  post  office  ad- 
Joining  ;  is  he  aware  that  tbe  telegraph 
wires  of  the  Waterford  and  Limerick 
Railway  are  about  five  miles  off  Ard- 
finnan  Posit  Office  ;  and  will  he  give 
postal  teJegraphlc  offices  at  A  rd  fin  nan 
and  at  Bansha  ? 

The    postmaster    GENERAL 

(Mr.  A.  Mi>RLEv,  Nottingham,  E*) :  It 
is  the  fact  that  appUcation^  ba^e  been 
received  for  the  establisUment  of  tele- 
graph offices  at  Ardfinnan  and  Bansha 
Post  Offices.  I  regret  to  find  that  in 
neither  case  v^  the  axtenBion  likely  to 
prove  remunerative;  and  1  am  therefore 
precluded  by  Treasury  Regnlatioii»  from 
(ifiorditig  tbe  desired  facilities  except 
under  gaiirantee,  the  amount  of  which  in 
eaeb  cat^e  I  will  commuuicate  to  the  boii. 
Member.  Tbe  wirc^  to  wbieb  tbe  hon. 
Meml^er  refers  in  the  case  of  Bansha  are 
through  wires,  which  are  not  available 
for  serving  that  office.  It  would  be 
uecefisary  to  erect  a  new  wire  from 
Bansha  Pout  Office  to  Tipperary.  The 
bon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that  the 
guarantee  might  be  giren  by  the  Local 
Authority. 

POLICE  BARRACKS  IN  TIPPERARY. 
Mr.  MANDEVILLE  :  I  beg  to  ask 

tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that,  in 
reference  to  the  contemplated  abolition 
of  certain  police  barracks  in  the  County 
Tipperary,  the  ratepayer^*,  who  pay  for 
tbem^  are  of  opinion  tbe  least  useful 
police  barracks  arc  those  that  shonld  be 
abolighed  ;  and  that  great  di content 
exists  there  because  Bally david  Polieo 
Barrack  has  not  been  abolished  instead 
of  Kilmoyler  Police  Barrack  ;  ha«?  he 
seen  on  the  Ordnance  Map  of  that  coanty 
tbe  relative  positions  of  both  places  ; 
will  be  inquire  further  into  the  reasons 
why  Kilmoyler  Barrack  was  selected  for 
alxiHtion,  instead  of  the  lees  useful  one 
at  BallydaTid  ;  and  will  he  see  that  the 
ratepayers*  views  of  this  important 
matter  are  represented  to  the  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  in  Dublin  Castle  ? 

Mr,  J,  MORLEY  :  The  breaking  up 
of  one  or  more  police  statione  in  the 
eonuty  became  necessary  in  consequence 
of  a  recent  rednction  in  tbe  police  estab* 
litfbment  of  the  county*  It  became  a 
question  whether  the  gtation  at  Ballj- 
david  or  Kilmoyler  should  be  broken  up, 
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SDd  the  Diyisional  Commissioner  and 
local  officers  agreed  that  Kilmojler 
station  was  the  least  useful  of  the  two 
and  could  hetter  he  dispensed  with. 
Certain  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  locality, 
who  ohjected  to  the  aholition  of  Kil- 
mojler, did  lay  their  views  before  the 
Constabulary  Authorities,  and  their  re- 
presentations were  carefully  considered 
before  the  surrender  of  the  barrack  was 
recommended.  All  the  correspondence 
in  the  matter  was  before  Govenment, 
who  expressed  concurrence  in  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Local  Authorities. 

THE  POLICE  AND   IRISH    LAND 
DISPUTES. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  District  Inspector  Cosgrave,  Kan- 
turk,  had  two  colts  grazing  on  an  evicted 
farm  at  Toureen,  Knock nagree,  from 
which  a  tenant  named  Mahony  was 
evicted  ;  and  that  the  same  police  officer 
removed  the  colts  to  another  evicted  farm 
at  Ardnaguta,  from  which  a  tenant  named 
O^Connell  was  evicted  ;  is  he  aware  that 
the  colts  were  attended  to  by  the  care- 
takers, who  are  under  police  protection  ; 
and  whether  the  Constabulary  Authorities 
sanctioned  the  action  of  this  officer  in 
thus  intervening  in  a  matter  of  dispute 
between  landlord  and  tenant  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts,  I  am 
informed,  are  substantially  as  stated  in 
the  question.  The  sending  of  the  horses 
to  graze  on  the  evicted  farms  is  stated  to 
have  been  an  ordinary  business  transac- 
tion, and  Mr.  Cosgrave  had  no  intention 
of  intervening  in  the  matter  in  the  sense 
imputed  in  the  question.  At  the  same 
time,  I  consider  riiat  this  action  was  im- 
prudent, and  open  to  this  latter  construc- 
tion, having  regard  to  his  position  as  a 
police  officer,  and  I  shall  so  inform  the 
Inspector  General. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman mean  to  lay  it  down  that  the 
Constabulary  should  take  part  in  the 
boycotting  of  farms  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  know  that  I 
mean  to  lay  down  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  consider  that  in  tbid  case  the  officer 
did  what  was  not  his  duty,  and  his 
superior  officer  has  been  so  informed. 


Mr.  ROSS  :  In  what  has  this  officer 
done  wrong  ?  How  has  he  transgressed 
the  law  ? 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  : 
Has  he  violated  any  regulation  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  are  many 
things  an  officer  may  do  which  are  in- 
discreet, but  are  not  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Regulations,  and  when  such  cases 
are  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Irish 
Government,  it  is  their  duty  to  investi- 
gate them  and,  if  necessary,  reprimand 
the  officer. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Does  not  the  Con- 
stabulary Code  prohibit  a  policeman 
taking  a  farm  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
his  own  station  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

OUTDOOR  OFFICERS  OF  CUSTOMS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  the  ex- 
isting Regulations  which  eaable  persons 
serving  in  the  Civil  Service  and  other 
specified  situations  to  compete  at  the 
examinations  for  outdoor  officers  of  Cus- 
toms will  continue  in  force  as  at  present 
until  the  contemplated  change  of  age 
takes  place  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Clause  4  of 
the  General  Regulations  for  open  com- 
petitive examinations  for  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice, by  which  persons  who  have  served 
for  two  full  consecutive  years  in  any 
civil  situation  to  which  they  were 
admitted  with  the  certificate  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  may,  in  reckon- 
ing age  for  competition,  deduct  from  their 
actual  age  any  time  not  exceeding  five 
years  which  they  may  have  spent  in  such 
service,  continues  in  force,  and  will  so 
continue  under  the  new  Regulations. 

THE  SOUTH   MEATH    VOTERS'  LISTS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  addition  to  * 
the  allegations  already  made  afiecting  the 
South  Meath  Register  of  Voters,  he  will 
inquire  whether  the  following  persons 
were  struck  off*  the  1893  Register  by 
having  their  names  scored  through  by 
the  Revising  Barrister,  yet  that  they 
appear  in  the  1 894  list — namely.  Polling 
District  of  Dunboyne :  Nos.  53,  Carlin, 
John,  Boolies,  labourer's  house  (not 
living  there    for   several   years)  ;    217, 
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Larkin,  Michael,  Duulx*yBe,  laUourer's 
lioufte  (dead  several  years)  ;  245,  Martin, 
Micliael,  Cli»Dee  (dead  many  year^)  ;  15, 
Blackburn,  JoUd,  Diiuboyne  (dead  several 
years)  ;  Polling  District  of  Athboy  ; 
Nos.  44,  Byrne,  Henry,  Athboy  :  90, 
Clarke,  Michael,  Jamestown  ;  446,  Ma8- 
tersou*  Michael,  Baskinagh  Upper 
(struck  off  last  year  sa^  Thomas):  459, 
Miggin,  Johu,  Kildalkey  ;  488,  Mulvey, 
Bartle,  Kildalkey  ;  oil,  Murtagh,  John, 
Castletown :  514,  Miirtagh,  Patrick,  Cas'- 
tlet-owii ;  393,  Lawless,  Peter,  Martins- 
town  (not  on  laatyear^fi  list  nor  premises 
lor  many  yeaisj  i  if  he  will  ank  the  Ke- 
vising  Barriettjr  whether  he  authorimed 
the  insertion  of  these  name»  in  the  1894 
list  ;  and,  if  not,  what  authority  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  liad  to  re-iii8ertthem; 
and  if,  Iiaving  regard  to  the  very  many 
serious  allegations  afiecring  thij*  list,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  will  injure  into  the 
conduct  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  ? 

M«,  J,  MOHLEY:  I  have  received  a 
long  and  elaborate  answer,  and  I  would 
rather  in  the  tirst  place  make  it  a  matter 
of  private  communication  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  who,  when  he  ha^  seen 
it,  can,  if  he  is  not  satisfied,  put  a  further 
question  down. 

Mr,  1\  M,  HEALY  :  1  have  put  to 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  a  wiiole  gerie^ 
of  cjuestions  regarding  these  lists,  tSerious 
allegations  liave  been  made  affecting  this 
gentleman.  The  majority  in  the  Divi- 
sion was  only  50,  and  many  tnore  than  50 
names  are  concerned*  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  if  ho  should 
allow  tliese  allegations  to  pass  without 
an  investigation  by  &ome  competent 
authority  ? 

Mr»  J,  MORLEY  :  Before  answering 
that  question  I  should  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
Member,  for  mine  as  well  as  his  own  in- 
formation, will  go  through  the  list  of 
names  submitted  to  me  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace,  and  will  make  upon  them  any 
observatioQB  he  may  deem  necessary. 

THE  CASE  OF  HANNAH  W.ALSH. 
Mii,  MACARTNEY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  l»een 
drawn  to  the  case  of  the  late  Katie 
Walsh,  of  Clashj  near  Ballydutf,  whose 
mental  faculties  have  been  shattered 
owing  to  an  attack  made  upon  her,  and 
who  has  Ixjeu  conveyed  to  the  Killarney 
Lunatic    Asylum  :    and,   if   8o,    whether 
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any  of  her  assailautd  are  known,  and 
wixether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
make  tliem  amenable  ? 

Mk,  J.  MORLEY  :  The  alleged  attnek 
on  Hannah  (not  Kate)  Walsh  is  being 
investigated  by  the  police^  who  infonn 
rae  that  so  far  as  their  inquiries  have 
proceeded  there  are  no  grounds  whatever 
for  believing  that  the  girl  received  any 
ill-treatment  prior  to  her  becoming 
insane. 

INCOME   TAX   COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  liALLA:NTl^'E  (Coventry)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Land  Tax  Commissioners, 
appointed  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  of 
hist  Session,  are  entitled  to  be  summoned, 
together  with  tlic  Land  Tax  Commis- 
sioners  previously  appointed  in  each 
borough*  for  the  purpose  of  chooising 
from  their  number  Income  Tax  Commw- 
si oners  ? 

Siu  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  legally  obligatory  on  the  Land 
Tax  Commissioners  to  meet  once  a  year 
before  April  SO,  and  notice  of  such  meet* 
ing  has  to  be  po«;te4  on  ehut^di  door», 
&c.  Any  person  named  in  the  Laud  Tax 
Commissioners"  Names  Act  is  entitled  to 
attend,  and,  when  qualified,  tr>  act  as 
Laud  Tax  Commissioner,  Additional 
Ineorue  Tax  Commissioners  are  only 
appointed  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  the  existing 
number  is  insuHrctent,  and  when  the 
statutory  notice  has  been  given  by  the 
Board  in  The  London  GazetU  that  a 
meeting  will  be  held  for  that  purpotse, 

VISITS   OF   TRAINING   SHIPS    TO 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  8ecre- 
taiy  to  the  Admiralty  if  the  training 
ship  Northamplon  may  bo  expected  to 
visit  Longh  Foyle  ;  atul,  if  80,  when  ? 

Cai'Tajx  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  : 
May  I  respeeifully  point  ont  to  you*  Mr* 
Speaker,  tliat  the  hon.  Member  for  Derrj 
has  merely  copied  a  question  which 
appeared.!  in  my  name  on  the  Order 
Paper  last  Monday — and  which  at  the 
request  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty^ 
I  postponed  until  to-day,  and  which,  m 
fact,  appears  later  iu  the  Paper^ — i<impljr 
substituting  "  Longh  Foyle  **  for  *'  Cork 
Harbour  *'  ?  May  I  ask  you,  8ir,  whe- 
ther the  offspring  should  be  permitted  to 
take  precedence  ?     I  am  aware,  Sir,  tlmr 


1237 


The  Strabane  {16  Au'SCST  189i}  Rate  Colleclion, 


\2m 


imitation  is  the  eiucerest  form  of  fliittery, 
but  I  think  in  this  case  it  has  been 
carried  a  little  too  far, 

•Mr,  speaker  :  The  auawer  of  the 
Minister  may  possibly  satisfy  l*oth  bon. 
Gentlemen. 

•The  SECRKTARY  tu  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (wSir  U,  Kay-Shuttle- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clithero)  ;  Perhaps 
I  may  ausiwer  the  two  questions  together. 
My  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Cork  is,  the  Nort/mmplon  arrived  at 
'iaeenslown  on  the  evening  of  the  i2th 
ttstant.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member 
^r  Derry,  I  have  to  say  that  Longh 
Toyle  is  not  ineluiled  among  the  places 
be  visited  by  the  Northumpton  during 
aer  present  crnise. 

Mr.  ROSS  asked  whether  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  it  was 
lO  years  sinoe  the  Channel  Fleet  visited 
3 ugh  Foyle  ?  Why  did  the  Admiralty 
reat  Longb  Foyle  in  that  manner  ? 
They  even  refused  this  year  to  send 
\q  ordinary  gunboat  to  Londonderry 
tegatta. 

l^Sm  U-  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
tvery  port  has  its  turn*  The  Channel 
Heat  has  lately  been  to  Lough  S willy, 
irhicb  is  in  the  immediate  vicinity.  It  is 
apossible  to  visit  all  tlic  places  which 
ay  the  Fleet  the  compliment  of  wishing 
or  a  visit.  As  to  the  sending  of  a  gnn- 
%l  to  a  regatta  J  there  is  a  general  rule 
^ulatiug  that, 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  Is 
be  right  hon«  Gentlemati  aware  that  a 
romise  was  made  a  fortnight  ago  that 
be  Northampton  should  be  sent  to 
^tornoway  ? 
♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Oraer,orderl  That 
does  not  arise  out  of  the  question  on  the 
Paper. 

CIVIL  SERVANTS  AND  FAKISH 
COCNCILht. 
Mr-  storey  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Tieasury 
fh ether  it  is  understood  that  all  Civil 
rvants  may  stand  as  candidates  for  and 
members  of  Parish  and  District 
[juncils  without  any  consent  being  asked 
superiors,  provided  that  such  candi- 
dature and  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  Councillor  do  not  interfere  with  the 
proper  discharge  of  the  Civil  servants* 
"^ities  to  the  State  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  ;  Yes,  Sir  ;  Bub- 
ject  to  the  cooditiou  that  if  in  any  par- 


'  ticular  case  the  duties  of  the  two  services 
are  found  to  conflict,  jK>wer  must  be  re- 
tained to  the  head  of  the  Department  to 
require  the  Civil  servant  to  retire  from 
the  Council. 

THE  STRABANE  RATK  COLLECTION. 

Mr.  T.  M,  HEAL Y  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  it  has  been  brought  to  his 
notice  that  James  Craig,  rate  collector, 
Strabane  Union,  is  in  arrear  with  his 
collection  £342,  in  consequence  of  which 
some  voterK  mu^tt  he  disqualitiod  for  non- 
payment of  rates  at  furthcoming  revision 
for  North  Tyrone  ;  whetlier  Craig  fur- 
nished the  Clerk  of  Union  with  any  list 
of  defaulters  so  that  otiicial  objections 
might  be  entered  on  the  Voters^  List  for 
nou-paymeut  of  rates  ;  whether  the  pri- 
vate objector  for  the  North  Tyrone 
Nationalists,  John  Tortsh,  applied  for 
and  was  refused  permission  to  inspect  the 
Jist  of  defaulters  if  such  exists  ;  whether, 
last  year,  a  number  of  persons  in  Craig'a 
collection,  who  had  not  paid  rates,  were 
allowed  without  objection  to  remain  on 
the  Register ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  secure  that  private  objectors 
for  political  Parties  in  North  Tyrone  and 
elsewhere  shall  be  allowed  free  access  to 
all  Poor  LaAv  records  nnd  documents  on 
which  the  right  to  the  franchise  depends^ 
so  that  if  whether  by  mistake,  neglect^ 
or  any  other  cause  the  Union  otficials  fail 
in  their  duty,  an  opy>orfunity  may  be 
given  to  correct  errors  in  time  to  aliect 
the  Register  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  iirst  paragraph  is  correct,  but 
that  a  large  portion  of  this  sum  is  dueou 
waste  premises  and  ratings  divided  since 
last  year.  I  am  informed  that  the  neces- 
sary information  with  regard  to  non-pay- 
ment of  rates  was  furnished  by  Craig  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Union.  The  reply  to 
the  third  paragraph  was  given  in  my 
answer  to  the  question  No,  8  for  to-day 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  facts  are  as  stateil  in  the 
fourth  paragraph  as  regards  one  or  two 
weekly  tenants  who  had  been  in  occupa- 
tion, for  a  very  short  period,  of  certain 
premises  for  which  the  rates  had  not 
been  paid  and  had  then  changed  to  other 
premises,  I  am  informed  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Registration  Acts  with 
reference  to  inspection  arc  strictly  com- 
plied with  in  thid  division. 
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THE  NBW  TREATY  WITH  JAPAN. 
Sir  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Uuder  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
new  Treaty,  which  has  been  negotiated 
with  Japan,  abandons  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain  the  system  of  extra- 
territorial jurisdiction  which  has  been 
considered  hitherto  necessary  to  protect 
the  interests  of  British  subjects  in  their 
relations  with  Oriental  countries ;  and 
whether  the  tariff  attached  to  the  new 
Treaty  authorities  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  duties  ;  and,  if  so,  if  adequate 
notice  will  be  given  of  the  same  to  enable 
merchants  to  govern  their  operations 
accordingly  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Under  the  new  Treaty  the 
extra-territorial  jurisdiction  will  even- 
tually cease,  but  not  for  at  least  five 
years,  and  then  only  in  return  for  certain 
advantages  to  be  obtained  for  British  in- 
terests. The  tariff  attached  to  the  new 
Treaty  authorises  an  increase  in  duties. 
Under  the  Treaty  the  tariff  may  come 
into  force  within  one  month  after  the 
exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  the 
Treaty,  but  it  practically  cannot  be 
applied  to  British  subjects  unless  the 
nationals  of  other  countries  are  subjected 
to  it,  and  this  they  will  not  be  until 
Japan  has  concluded  similar  Treaties 
with  those  countries.  The  Treaty  will 
be  published  as  soon  as  the  ratifications 
have  been  exchanged. 

ASSISTANT  INSPECTOR  OF  QUARRIES. 
Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Mr. 
Williams,  the  recently  appointed  Assistant 
Inspector,  who  is  said  to  have  worked  at 
an  open  quarry,  never  worked  at  the  rock, 
but  simply,  when  a  young  man,  used  to 
pick  up  slabs  cast  aside  by  the  regular 
quarrymen  and  split  them  into  slates  ; 
and  that,  ever  since,  he  has  been  engaged 
as  a  pupil  teacher  and  a  schoolmaster  ; 
whether,  inasmuch  as  he  has  appointed, 
in  addition  to  Mr.  Williams,  another  As- 
sistant Inspector,  also  from  Merioneth- 
shire, who  has  thorougli  practical  experi- 
ence of  work  in  quarry  slate  mines,  he 
will  re-consider  his  decision,  and  appoint 


another  asaistant  equally  experienced  in 
open  slate  quarrying  ;  and  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  only  about  4,200  workmen 
are  employed  in  the  slate  mines  of 
Merionethshire,  from  which  district  both 
the  Assistant  Inspectors  recently  ap-> 
pointed  are  drawn,  whereas  over  8,000 
quarrymen  are  employed  in  the  open 
slate  quarries  of  Carnarvonshire  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  It  is  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Williams  when  a  young  man  begmn 
work  at  the  quarries  as  described  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  my  hon.  Friend^s 
question,  but  he  subsequently  became  for 
a  time  a  workman  in  the  slate  milL  He 
did  not  work  as  a  rockman,  bnt  be  re- 
ceived the  slate  that  he  had  to  drees 
from  a  part  of  the  quarry  which  was 
then  worked  as  an  open  qnarrj,  mad 
which  he  had  to  visit  almost  daily.  After 
leaving  the  quarry  he  was  employed  in 
school  work.  The  fact,  however,  ihftt 
Mr.  Williams  did  not  work  as  a  rockman 
appears  to  me  to  be  Immaterial,  hmTiog 
regard  to  the  wide  knowledge  of  qnairy^ 
ing  in  all  its  branches  which  he  has  sinee 
ol^ined,  and  which,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  fully  qualified  him  in  my  opimon 
for  the  appointment.  The  nnmbers  of 
quarrymen  employed  in  the  open  qnarries 
of  Carnarvonshiro  is  8,436 ;  the  number 
employed  in  the  Merionethshire  slate 
mines  is  4,321,  of  whom  more  than  one- 
half  work  above  ground.  There  are  also 
in  Merionethshire  open  slate  quarries 
employing  from  300  to  400  men,  and  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  nearly  all  the 
slate  mines  in  Merionethshire  were 
originally  worked  as  open  quarries.  The 
Inspectors  are  appointed  not  for  pardcn- 
lar  counties,  but  for  the  whole  of  North 
Wales,  and  I  believe  no  one  is  more  fitted 
for  the  work  in  all  its  branches  than  Mr. 
Williams.  I  cannot  make  any  additional 
appointments  at  present. 

THE  WICKLOW  MAGISTRACY. 
Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  last  Return  of  the 
Irish  Magistracy  showed  that  there  were, 
on  the  County  Wicklow  Bench,  103  Pro- 
testant and  13  Catholic  Magistrates,  and 
that  the  Catholics  are  nearly  four-fifths 
of  the  population,  what  steps  has  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  taken  to  re- 
duce the  disproportion  between  Protes- 
tants and   Catholics    on    the   Wieklow 
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Bench ;  and  bow  many  Nationalists  has 
the  Lord  Chaucellor  appointed  since 
August  1892,  and  bow  many  Tories  and 
Unionists  ? 

Mit.  J*  MORLEY:  8ince  the  present 
Government  came  into  Office  23  Magis- 
trates have  been  appointed  for  the  County 
Wieklow,  of  whom  15  are  believed  to  be 
Roman  Catholics,  seven  to  be  Protestants, 
and  one  a  member  of  the  Society  of 
Friends.  The  Lord  Cbaueelior  has  no 
knowledge  of  the  political  lendeucies  of 
any  of  these  gentlemeu,  but  he  observes 
that  the  appointments  of  17  of  them 
were  recom mended  to  liim  by  supporters 
of  the  present  Government. 

THE    DUBLIN    DRAINAGE   ISCHEMB, 

Mr.  ROSS  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stfite  of  War  if  be  has  received  a 
resohition  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Dublin  Ratepayers'  Association,  protest- 
ing agaiufit  the  Corporation  scheme  of 
main  drainage  as  most  expensive  and  in- 
efficient ;  and  whether  the  War  Depart- 
ment has  any  power  to  sell  the  Pigeon 
House  Fort,  being  an  armed  fortress,  to 
the  Corporation  for  the  purposes  of  this 
scheme  ? 

Mr,  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
No  such  resolution  as  that  referred  to  can 
be  traceil  as  having  been  received  at 
the  War  Office,  The  Government  has 
power  to  sell  Pigeon  Hourtc  Fort. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  Has  the  ho u.  Gentleman 
any  objection  to  state  whether  the  Report 
received  from  the  Royal  Engineers  on  the 
subject  is  favourable  or  uufavourable  to 
the  scheme  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  ;  I  have  not  seen 
the  Report,  but  I  imagine  it  would  only 
deal  witli  the  scheme  so  far  as  it  affected 
the  interests  of  the  War  Office.  The 
responsibility  for  the  general  character  of 
the  scheme  rests  not  with  the  War  Office, 
but  with  the  citizens  of  Dublin, 

Mr.  ROSS  :  I  will  call  attention  to 
the  matter  on  the  Estimates, 

CATTLE  TRUCKS  ON  THE  HIGHLAND 
RAILWAY. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  w^b ether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that 
tbe  medium  trucks  of  the  Highland 
Railway  Company  are  uudereized  and 
only  capable  of  carrying  seven  full-sized 
cattle  {as   compared    with  eight   by  the 


trucks  of  other  Companies  ;  and  that  in 
consequence  the  rate  per  truck  from  some 
parts  of  Ross-shire  to  Loodou  is  £10,  or 
2oa.  more  than  if  the  ciipacity  of  the 
truck  were  equal  to  that  of  other  Com- 
panies ;  autl  whether  tbe  High  bud  Rail* 
way  Company  w^ill  be  requiretl  by  tbe 
Board  of  Trade  to  use  a  medium  truck  of 
larger  size,  or  make  a  proportiouate 
reduction  in  their  charges  ? 

•Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  communicated 
with  tbe  Highland  Railway  Company, 
and  tbo  General  Manager  informs  me 
that  all  Highland  trucks  are  capable  of 
carrying  eight  cattle,  are  of  medium  size, 
and  do  not  materially  differ  from  those 
of  other  Companies  in  Scotland.  The 
Highland  Company  have  some  trucks 
six  inches  less  in  length,  but  these  are 
being  gradually  converted  to  the  medium 
or  full  size — namely,  lo  feet  6  inches, 
and  IH  fet^t  in  length  respectively.  The 
Board  of  Trmle  have  no  power  to  inter- 
fere as  to  the  sixe  of  the  trucks  ;  any 
specific  complaints  of  unreasonable  treat- 
ment will,  however,  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Board  under  Section  31  of  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888, 

THE  TOKAR  TRIBESMEN. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.)  :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affnirs  whether 
the  tribesmen  in  Tokar  arc  still  prevented 
by  the  Egyptian  Government  from  culti- 
vating and  occupying  their  lands,  and 
ivhether  there  is  any  prospect  of  their 
reinstatement ;  whether  legitimate  trade 
between  Suakin  and  the  interior  of  the 
Soudan,  Wff  Kassala  and  Berber,  is  still 
interdicted  by  HerMajesty\s  Representa- 
tives in  Cairo  ;  and  whether  that  inter- 
dict may  be  romoved  ? 

•Sir  E,  grey  :  The  triljesmen  of 
Tokar  are  not,  and  have  not  been,  pre- 
vented from  cultivating  and  oecnpying 
their  lands  ;  but  owing  to  the  failure  of 
the  Baraka  flood,  there  has  been  more 
distress  in  the  district,  and  there  is  less 
land  under  cultivation  than  there  was  last 
year,  as  the  hon.  Member  will  see  by  re- 
ferring to  the  second  paragraph  on  page 
13  of  Lord  Cromer's  Report  presented  to 
the  House  in  Egypt  ]>fo,  1,  1894.  The 
third  paragraph  on  the  same  page  states 
that  a  limited  trade  is  carried  on  between 
Suakin  and  Berber.  This  has  continue<i 
for  the  last  six  months,  meta-ls  or  warlike 
materials  being  alone  interdicted. 
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THE  IRISH  LAND  AND   MIGRATION 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  aek 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has 
Ixjen  drawn  to  a  letter  published  by  His 
Eminence  Cardinal  Logue  respecting  the 
Iriah  Land  and  Migration  Company  and 
the  dcaHngj*  of  the  Government  there- 
with, esjwcially  as  to  the  free  gift  of 
£50,000  by  the  State  ;  and  will  any  ex- 
planation be  called  for  from  any  person 
concerned,  or  is  it  intended  to  take  any 
notice  of  or  call  for  any  reply  to  tlie 
statements  of  His  Eminence  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attentiou  was 
called  some  time  ago  to  this  letter,  and  1 
at  once  applied  for  information  on  ihe 
enbject.  Communications  are  proceed - 
ingi  and  I  should  be  glad  if  the  boo.  and 
learned  Member  will  postpone  the  ques- 
tion for  a  dav  or  two. 


MILITARY   BAND8    AT  POLITICAL 
MEETINGS. 

Mk.    1\  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg   to  ask 

,,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  his 
litention  has  been  called  to  the  report  in 
'  The  Surrey  Advertiser  of  4th  Angust^ 
relative  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Cran- 
leigh  Habitation  of  the  Primrose  League, 
at  which  the  band  of  the  West  Surrey 
R«3giment  \^  stated  to  have  attended  and 
played  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
report  shown  that  the  gathering  was  a 
purely  Party  one ;  that  Sir  Richard 
Webster,  M.P.,  spoke  on  political  sub- 
jects, and  apologised  for  the  absence  of 
another  Conservative  Member ;  whether 
the  War  Office  has  several  times  de- 
clared that  military  bands  must  not  attend 
Party  meetings  ;  and  who  is  reaponsible 
for  inviting  the  band  to  be  present  on 
this  occasion,  and  who  sanctioned  its 
attendance  on  behalf  of  the  regiment  ? 

Mr,  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
The  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
iias  been  called  to  the  report  referred  to. 
In  reply  to  inquiries  since  made,  it 
appears  that  pennission  for  the  baud  to 
play  at  Craoleigh  was  given  by  the 
officer  commanding  the  2nd  Regimental 
District  at  the  request  of  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight, 
who  is  a  resident  in  ihe  locality*  The 
officer  commanding  was,  however,  unaware 
that  it  was  intended  to  be  employed  at  a 
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Primrose  -League  meeting.  Had  he 
anticipated  that  it  would  have  been  bo 
employed  he  would  have  refused  pennis- 
sion on  the  ground  that  it  was  contrary  to 
the  Queen's  Regulations. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Am  I  to  nn- 
derstJind  that  the  band  of  any  regiment 
will  be  granted  to  anyone  who  applies 
for  it  without  any  statement  as  to  the 
object  for  which  it  is  required  ? 

•Mu.  WOODALL:  It  was  undoubtedlj- 
the  duty  of  the  Commanding  Office 
l^fore  granting  permission  to  satisfy 
himself  that  the  band  was  intended  to 
be  used  in  a  way  consistent  with  the 
Queen*s  Regulations.  -He  appears  to 
have  failed  in  that  particular, 

Miu  T.  M.  H2ALY  :  Did  the  letter 
addressed  to  the  officer  commanding  by 
the  hon-  and  learned  Member  for  the 
li»le  of  Wight  withhold  from  him  the  in- 
formation as  to  the  kind  of  gathering  the 
band  was  to  play  at  ? 

•Mr,  WOODALL  :  It  did  not  feay 
what  the  nature  and  purpose  of  the  par* 
ticular  gathering  was, 

Mr*  FLYNN  (Cork,  N,E.)  :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  an  ex*Attoraey 
General  of  this  Hou^e  has  broken  the 
law  ? 

[No  answer  was  given,] 


haktshjll  schoolroom. 

Mr.  TA1.B0T  (Oxford  University): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Conimittee  of  Council  on  Kducatiou 
whether  a  class-room  built  at  Hartsbill^ 
in  the  County  of  Worcester,  in  the  year 
1891,  and  recognised  by  the  Deparimeut 
in  the  years  1892  and  1H93,  l»is  now 
been  condemned  j  and  whether  he  will 
re-consider  the  matter  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDEKT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclani»,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  There  doea  not  appear  to 
be  any  school  of  this  name  in  Worcester- 
shire, I  do  not  know  whether  the  ques- 
tion refers  to  Hartghill  National  Schoob 
in  the  County  of  Warwick ;  but  no 
class-room  has  been  condemned  there* 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  let  roe  have 
details,  I  shall  he  glad  to  consider  the 
case. 

BUTLEY  SCHOOL,  SUFFOLK. 
Mr.  TALBOT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  he  will  inquire  ioto 
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the  requiroment  msule  upon  tho  managers 
of  Butley  School,  Suffolk,  withre*^ard  to 
alterations  ;  whether  it  [^  necessary  to 
make  it  a  coudition  of  approval  of  such 
reqairements  that  they  must  be  iu  exact 
accordance  with  the  technical  require- 
ments of  Schedule  VII.  of  the  Code  ; 
and  whether  he  will  save  expense  and 
trouble  to  the  managers  by  giviug  or 
withholding  approval  of  the  proposed 
alterations  before  they  are  made  ? 

Mk.  ACLAND:  It  haa  been  laid 
tiown  io  the  Code  since  1H90  that  all 
new  school  premises  and  ordargemeuts 
must  conform  general  1 J  to  the  Rules  con- 
tained in  Schedule  VII.  The  plans  sent 
up  br  the  mauagers  appear  not  to  have 
been  drawn  in  accordance  with  the  re- 
quiremeuts  of  Schedule  VIL,  and,  more- 
over, seem,  so  far  its  can  be  judged  from  the 
correspondence,  to  have  been  not  very 
intelligible.  But  if  the  plans  are  again 
forwarde^l  to  the  Department,  I  will  see 
what  further  i information  can  be  given  to 
the  managers, 

THE  TREATMENT  OF  ANARCHISTS, 
Mr.  TALBOT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  ha*  been 
drawn  to  a  quotation  from  T/te  Journal 
dcs  Dehats  in  The  Times  of  the  1 1  th 
instant,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  of  the 
countries  in  which  Anarchist  centres  are 
known  to  exiijt  Great  Britnin  is  the  only 
ooe  which  has  refused  to  take  any  steps^ 
continuing  to  think,  aa  Lord  Rosebery 
has  said,  that  all  is  quiet ;  and  whether 
he  can  assure  the  House  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  wiU  do  all  which 
the  law  allows  to  keep  such  dangerous 
Jiberty  within  bounds  ?  In  putting  the 
question,  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
quotation  he  included  in  it  when  be 
handed  it  in  at  the  Table  had — no  doubt 
for  a  good  reason — been  struck  out  ;  but 
he  feared  that  without  it  the  question  did 
not  convey  his  meaning. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  questioo  was 
revised,  and  even  now  the  expression 
•'dangerous^*  is  left  in,  and  ought  not  to 
liAve  been.  *^  Dangerous '"  is  the  ex- 
presaion  of  an  opinion. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  I  am  sorry  any- 
thing has  been  left  in  which  ought  not  to 
hftve  appeared,  but  as  the  question  now 
etsmls,  it;does  not  convey  the  impression  I 
wish  it  to  convey.     The  last  words  are, 


were   pur- 


"  Whether  he  can  assure  the  Hnnw  that  Her 
Majesty's  Goverauicnt  will  ♦In  all  which  the  law 
a11i>ws  to  keep  such  dangenjiis  lil>crty  within 
htdinds/' 

There  is  no  previous  reference  to 
dangerous  liberty. 

•Mr.  speaker  :    Words 
posely  omitted. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  May  I  be  permitted 
to  read  the  quotation  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :    The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  may  give  its  purport. 

Mil.  ASQUITH  ;  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  the  question.  The 
attention  of  the  Government  has  not  been 
called  otherwise  than  by  the  question  to 
the  passage  referred  to.  It  appears  to  be 
an  irres|K)nsible  statement  by  u  foreign 
journalist.  No  eom plaint  or  representa- 
tion of  any  kind  in  the  souse  of  the  quo- 
tation has  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  by  any  foreign  Government ; 
and  the  statements  in  the  foreign  news- 
paper, so  far  as  they  purpose  to  be  state- 
ments of  fact,  are  without  any  foundation. 
The  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  relation  to  this  question  was  fully  ex- 
plained by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
House  of  Lords  on  July  17,  and  I  muat 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  his  speech.  We 
think  the  measures  taken  in  this  country 
for  dealing  with  Anarchists  to  be  at  feast 
as  well-considered  and  effective  for  the 
purpose  as  those  adopted  elaewhere  ;  and 
we  believe  the  existing  law,  if  adminis- 
tered with  energy  and  discretion,  to  be 
adequate  both  for  onr  own  protection  and 
for  the  performance  of  our  International 
engagements.  j 

THE  CROPS  TN  IRELAND. 
Mii.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  serious  and  damaging  effect 
on  the  harvest  in  Ireland  owing  to  the 
heavy  continuous  rains,  and  to  the  fact 
that  the  potato  blight  in  a  virulent  form 
has  appeared  in  many  distriets  :  and,  if 
so,  will  the  Local  Government  Board  set 
inquiry  on  foot  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
potato  disease  in  the  poorer  and  more 
distressed  districts  of  the  country,  and 
take  steps  to  coi:»e  with  any  distress  which 
may  arise  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Reports  re- 
ceived from  the  Inspectors  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  show  that  down  to 
the  middle  of  Jnly  the  crops  everywhere 
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promised  well,  bat  the  recent  aDd  con- 
tiDoed  heavy  rains  have  been  very  unfa- 
vourable to  the  haj  and  potato  crop,  and 
the  latest  Reports  show  that  blight  has 
made  its  appearance  in  some  parts  of  the 
West  and  South  of  Ireland,  Up  to  the 
present  the  disease  has  not  gone  far, 
though  a  further  continuance  of  the 
wet  weather  would  cause  it  to  spread.  I 
am  glad  to  learn  that  there  has  been  a 
marked  improvement  in  the  price  of  sheep 
and  cattle  at  recent  fairs  in  the  west, 
especiaUj  in  the  smaller  class  of  cattle. 
The  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Grovemment 
Board  have  been  instructed  to  keep  the 
Board  informed  as  to  the  state  of  the 
crops  and  the  condition  of  the  poorer 
classes,  but  it  will  not  be  possible  to  form 
an  accurate  estimate  of  the  potato  har- 
vest until  the  main  crop  is  dug  in 
October. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  At  one  time  experiments  were  made 
with  a  view  of  dealing  with  the  disease 
and  stopping  it  in  its  early  stages.  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  say 
whether  the  Government  has  turned 
their  attention  to  the  practicability  of 
continuing  those  experiments  on  an 
extensive  scale. 

Mk.J.  MORLEY:  The  Land  Com- 
mission conducted  a  series  of  experiments, 
and  the  Government  are  doing  what  they 
can  to  have  those  experiments  extended 
and  the  results  of  them  made  avail- 
able. 

BULWANT  RAO  BUTE. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  Slate  for  India  whether  he  is  now 
prepared  to  state  if  any  provision  will  be 
made  for  the  widow  of  Bulwant  Rao 
Bute,  who  was  murdered  under  circum- 
stances of  great  brutality  within  British 
jurisdiction  in  the  Gwalior  State  by  Asad 
Jar  Ehau,  the  Superintendent  of  Police 
of  the  Indore  State,  and  two  of  his 
subordinates,  with  the  assistance  of  other 
persons  ? 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlee,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  The  Government  of 
ludia  were  asked  in  a  letter  by 
the  last  mail  to  state  whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  obtain  com- 
pensation for  the  widow  of  Bulwant  Rao. 
As  soon  as  an  answer  is  received,  I  will 
let  the  hoD.  Member  know. 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


ASBISTAKT  INSPBCTOBS  OF  MIKS& 

Mr.  ATHERLEY- JONES  :  I  b^to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  the  limit  of  age  to 
which  persons  are  eligible  for  appoini- 
ment  to  the  office  of  Assistant  loBpecton 
of  Mines  is  35  years,  and  by  what 
authority  such  limit  exists;  whether,  if 
such  be  the  case,  the  operation  of  the 
Rule  has  been  to  exclude  from  eligibility 
for  such  office  a  very  large  number  dF 
working  miners  who  have  sent  in  ap-> 
plications  to  be  appointed  ;  and  whekh«r 
he  will  oonsider  the  expedieney  of  pro- 
curing a  modification  of  such  Rule  in  the 
interests  of  working  miners  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  limits  of  age 
for  candidates  for  the  appointment  of  In- 
spector of  Coal  Mines  were  fixed  at  28 
to  35  in  October,  1873,  by  Mr.  Lowe, 
who  was  then  Home  Secretary  ;  and  in 
1887,  after  the  passing  of  the  Coal  Mines 
Regulation  Act  of  that  year  in  which  the 
appointment  of  Assistant  Inspdotor  is  r^ 
cognised,  the  same  limits  of  age  were 
fixed  for  their  appointment  by  my  pr^ 
decessor,  with  the  concurrenee  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners under  the  power  of  the  Order 
in  Council  of  June  4,  1870.  No  dombt 
a  good  many  working  miners,  and  other 
candidates  as  well,  have  been  ineligible 
for  nomination  to  compete  for  this  ap- 
pointment in  consequence  of  being  over 
35.  The  number  of  candidates,  working 
miners  and  others,  within  that  limit  is, 
however,  very  large,  and  as  at  present 
advised  I  do  not  see  any  sufficient  ground 
for  modifying  the  conditions.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  consider  any  representations  from 
miners  and  other  persons  interested  in  the 
question. 

THB  GOVERNMENT  AND  THE 
TELEPHONE  COMPANIES. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  statement 
in  the  Treasury  Minute  of  the  23rd  of 
May,  1892,  upon  the  proposal  of  the 
development  of  the  telephone  system  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  that  the  intention 
is  to  meet,  as  far  as  possible,  the  views 
of  the  Municipal  Authorities,  and  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  proposals  are 
embodied  in  certain  Draft  Agreements 
which  have  only,  at  this  late  period  of 
the  Session,  just  been  circulated^  he  will 


N9    The  Government  and  the   {M  AtotrST  1894}     Telephone  Companies.    1250 


etpoue   utitil   next    8esi?iou   tbe   com- 
tiou  of  the  said  Agreements,  iso  as  to 
ve  the  Municipal  Authorities,  who  have 
w   udjournetl,  an   op  port  u  nit  jr,    which 
ey  will    not   otherwise    have,  of   con- 
"eriug  and  expressing  their  views  on 
e  Draft  Agreements  ? 
Mit.    BENN    (Tower    Hamlets,    St. 
eorge'ji) :  At  the  same  time  I  will  ask 
le  right  hoii.  Gentleman  whether^ having 
'd   to  the  statement  in  the  Treasnry 
lUte  of  tJie  23r(l  of  May,  1892,  upon 

the  proposals  for  the  development  of  the 
lephone  system  in  the  Caited  Kingdom 
at  the  iutentiou  is  to  meet^  an  far  a;^ 
ssible,    the   views    of    the   Municipal 

Autharilie»  ;  and  having  regard  to  the 
ct  that  the  proposal et  are  embodied  in 
rtaiu  Draft  Agreementii  wliicli  have 
ly  just  heen  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
om$e,  he  will  postpone  nndl  next 
e^sion  the  confirmation  of  the  said 
greement^,  so  as  to  give  the  London 
UDty  Council  and  other  Mutiieipal 
uihoritiei*,  who  have  now  ailjonrned  for 

the  vacation,  the  opportnnity  which  they 

ill  not  otherwi8e  have  of   considering 

id   expressing  their  views  on  the  said 

raft  Agreements  ? 

Mk.    WIIITTAKER   (York,    W.R„ 

pen  Valley) ;  And  I  will  ask  the  right 

[Qu.  Gentleman  whether    be  wlli   defer 

e    final    confirmation    of  the    propos^e^l 

greemeui?  with   the   Telephone    Com- 

8   until  next  Session  ;    in  order   to 

the  Mnnieipal  Authorities  of  the 

untry    nn    opportunity   of   considering 

em  and  cxpreeBing   their  vie  we  upon 

Sir    a.    ROLLIT    (Islington,    S.): 

efore  the  right  hon.  Gentlemun  answers 

ese  questions,  may  I   ask  whether  the 

•raft   Agreement  was    not    base<l   on  a 

reasury    Minute     submitted     to     and 

approved   by   Parliament  ;  and    is  it  not 

"so  within  tbe   Regulations  formulated 

>y  Parliament  ?     Would  not  the  public 

iiiteretics  suffer  by  further  delay  ? 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATOK  (Can- 

t<3rbury)  :    Will   the   right  hon,  Gentle- 

lau  consider  aa  to  the  ilesirahility  of  re- 

rring     this      Draft     Agreement    to    a 

mniittee  of  business   men  before  next 

ssiou  commences  ?     Is  he  aware  that 

tie  boa<ls  of  the  Draft  Agreement  were 

»V€r     submitted     to     the     House    of 

jomraons  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  A  Committee  in 
|892  recommended  that  the  details  of  the 
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arrangement  shoukl  be  carried  out  by  the 
Department,  and  I  should  not  feel  justi- 
fied in  referring  the  matter  to  a 
Committee.  I  have  pointed  out,  iti 
reply  to  previous  questions,  that  the 
Agreement  does  not  recjuire  the  confirma- 
tion of  Pari i amenta  J  may  again  point 
out  that  it  merely  carries  out  the  policy 
which  has  alrcjwly  received  Parliamentary 
sanction,  and  in  connection  with  which 
large  sums  have  already  been  expended, 
out  of  the  amount  authorised  to  be  raised 
by  the  Telegraph  Act  of  1892,  in  the 
erection  of  main  trunk  lines.  As  I  have 
before  stated,  the  Telegraph  Estimates 
will  afford  an  opportnnity  for  any  discus- 
sion that  it  may  be  desired  to  raise,  audi 
in  view  of  the  inconvenience  and  preju* 
dice  of  the  public  interests  which  the 
further  delay  desired  by  tbe  hon.  Mem* 
liers  would  involve,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  assent  to  the  postponement  of  the 
matter  until  next  Session. 

Mit.  A.  C.  MORTON  ;  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  it  reasonable 
and  fair  to  tbe  Municipal  Authorities  who 
were  promised  tbe  Agreement  before  it 
was  signed  that  it  should  only  have  been 
sent  to  them  when  everybody  must  have 
known  they  were  av^ay  on  their 
holidays  ? 

Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  regret  that  1 
was  not  able  to  lay  it  on  tbe  Table  earlier. 
If  1  thought  that  it  in  any  sense  inter- 
fered with  the  rights,  privileges,  and 
powers  of  the  Municipality  or  in  any 
way  restricted  tbeir  rights  with  regiird  to 
licences  I  should  have  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member,  but  I  am  satisfied  such  cir- 
cumstances do  not  exist,  and  that  no  one 
will  lie  prejudiced. 

Mu.  A.  C.  MORTON  :  Will  not  this 
Agreement,  now  practically  concluded, 
prevent  tbe  granting  of  any  licences  to 
Municipal  Authorities  for  a  period  of  18 
years  ? 

Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  No  ;  it  will  not 
have  any  such  etfect.  An  endeavour 
was  no  doubt  made  to  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  the  Postmaster  General  in  that 
respect,  but  I  steadily  refused  to  sanction 
it,  and  as  the  Agreement  now  stands  my 
discretion  in  the  matter  remains  abso- 
lutely unfettered* 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON:  Will  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  consent  16 
devote  two  or  three  days  to  the  discut- 
8 ion  of  this  Agreement  on  the  Esti- 
mates ? 
3  F 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURTi:  No,  Sir  ;  uot 
if  I  can  b^ip  it* 

Mr.  a,  C.  MORTON  :  My  right 
hoti,  BViend  will  be  unable  to  help  it. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT:  Then  why 
ask  me  ? 

THE  UNtFICATION  OF  LONDON. 
Mr.  BENN  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
ilent  o(  the  Local  Government  Board 
when  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Coramb* 
fiion  for  the  Unification  of  London  will 
be  circulated  ?  t 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lepevre,  Bradford,  Central)  ;  The 
Report  is  in  course  of  preparation,  and, 
as  I  am  informed,  will  be  issued  shortly. 

THE    ANGLO-CONGOLESE  AGEEEMKNT, 

Sir  C.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest  of 
Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whe- 
tlier  Her  Majesty's  Goveriinieut  will 
forthwith  lay  before  Parliament  those 
portions  of  the  Agreement  between 
France  and  the  Congo  State,  signed  on 
Tuesday,  which  affect  the  Anglo-Congo- 
lese Convention  ;  whether,  in  the  Agree- 
ment with  France,  the  Sovereign  of  the 
Congo  State  binds  himself  not  to  exercise 
any  political  control  whatsoever  west- 
ward of  the  30th  degree  of  longitude,  or 
northward  of  the  latitude  5  degrees  30 
minutes,  and  to  limit  his  action  south  and 
east  of  such  lines ;  and  what,  in  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  will 
be  the  future  situation  on  the  territory 
of  the  Nile,  near  Lado,  lying  immediately 
to  the  north  of  latitude  5  degrees  30 
minutes  ? 

Sm  A  ROLLIT:  Will  the  hon. 
Baronet  say  whether  the  Agreement 
between  France  and  the  Congo  Free 
State  is  or  is  not  made  subject  to  the 
approval  of  Great  Brita.in  ? 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(ShefHeld,  Ecclesall)  :  May  I  ask  whe- 
ther, under  the  Convention  just  concluded 
between  France  and  the  Congo  Free 
State,  the  King  of  the  Belgians  has 
renounced  most  of  the  territory  leased  to 
the  Congo  Free  State  under  the  Anglo- 
Congo  Treaty  of  12th  of  May  ;  whether 
under  the  Franco-Congo  Couventimi,  the 
French   boundary  is  nioved    eastward  as 


fur  as  the  30th  meridian,  so  as  to  come 
within  50  miles  of  the  Nile,  and  to 
include  Darfur  and  a  large  portion  of  the 
Equatorial  Provinces ;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  consulted 
before  this  Treaty  wag  concluded  ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tend to  recognise  its  ralidity  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cnmberlaod, 
Penrith)  :  And  will  the  hon.  Baronet 
state  what  is  the  efiect  of  the  new  Franco- 
Congolese  Agreement  ufK>n  the  Anglo- 
Belginu  Agreement  of  the  12th  of  May, 
1894  ;  and  whether  he  svill  lay  a  copy  of 
the  former  document  upon  the  Table  of 
House  ? 

♦Sir   E.    GREY  :  We   have   not  yet 

received  the  text  as  signed.  When  it  is 
received  it  will  be  laid  before  Parliament 
By  this  Agreement  the  Congo  State 
renounces  all  influence  and  occupatloii 
west  and  north  of  a  line  thus  detenniaed : 
Longitude  30*  E.  starting  from  its  inter^ 
section  with  the  watershed  of  the  Congo 
and  Nile  basins  up  to  the  point  where  it 
meets  the  parallel  5^  30'  N.,  and  then 
along  that  pandlel  to  the  Nile.  No 
limitation  south  and  east  of  this  line  ifl 
made  by  the  Agreement.  Her  Majestj^i 
Government  were  informed  of  the 
arrangement  between  France  and  the 
King  of  the  Belgians,  and  did  not  oppose 
His  Majesty'^  desire  to  sign  it ;  but  tliey 
are  in  no  sense  parties  to  it,  and  the  terri^ 
tory  north  of  Lado  and  in  the  western 
watershed  of  the  Nile  basin  remains  Id 
the  British  sphere  of  influence-,  subject  to 
the  rights  of  Turkey  and  Egypt,  as  it 
was  before  the  Agreement  with  the  King 
of  the  Belgians  was  signed.  Lord  Dufferin 
has  returned  to  Paris  to  continue  with 
M.  Hauotaux  the  discussion  which 
we  hope  will  leJid  to  a  settlement  of 
pending  difficulties  between  the  two 
countries. 

Sir   E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 

The  hon.  Baronet  has  not  answered  th« 
second  paragraph.  Can  he  eay  whether 
the  French  Government  have  given  an 
undertaking  not  to  occupy  Darfur  or  any 
portion  of  the  Eijuatorial  Province  ? 

Sir    a    ROLLIT  :    And    the   hem. 

Baronet  has  not  answeretl  my  question, 
in  which,  however,  I  should  like  to  sub- 
stitute the  word  **  concurrence  ^'  for 
*^  approval/' 
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•Sir  E,  grey  ;  I  said  we  were  in- 
formed of  the  arrangement  between 
^iFrance  and  the  King  of  the  Belgians. 
^Vrance  has  not  given  any  xindertakiDg 
^^Binder  this  Agreement,  which  doea  not 
^■inove  the  French  bouodiiry  into  the  Kile 

Sir  E.   ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
What  is  the  degree  of  latitude  at  which 

I  the  Franco-Congo  froutier  iutersects  the 
Both  degree  of  longitude  ?  Much  depends 
bn  that 
\_  Slit  E.  GREY  :  It  is  defined  in  the 
Erst  Article  of  tlio  Treaty, 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
My  point  is  this  :  How  far  will  the 
French  be  from  the  Nile  waterway  ? 
Will  they  come  within  40  miles  of  the 

K^ile  itself  ?  Has  France  given  any 
mdertaking  not  to  occupy  any  of  the 
egion  which  we  know  as  the  Equatorial 
S*rovince  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  cannot  make  any 
^^tatement  as  to  the  French  undertakings 
^Bj^hile  the  negotiations  are  proceeding. 
^^The  Agreement,  I  repent,  does  not  alter 

the  French   boundary  at  all   in  a  way  to 

affect  the  Nile  basin, 

THE  EGLWYSEG   BURAL  POSTilAK. 

Mr.    H.    ROBERTS    (Denbighshire, 
r,) :    I    beg    to    ask    the   Postmaster 
jreneral  whether  his  attention  has  been 
leal  led  to  the  case    of  Edward  Thomus, 
liral  postman  in  the  Eghvyseg  district, 
Denbighshire,   who,   after  20  years'  ser- 
rice,  has  recently  met  with   an   accident 
irhilst  on  duty  which  totally  disabled  him 
or  further  work  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
Ihat  owing   to  a  technical  difficulty  the 
nsnal  pension  has  been  refused  to  him  by 

I  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  ;  and  whether, 
llnder  the  special  circumstances  of  the 
piise,  he  will  use  his  iDfluenco  to  obtain 
k  relaxation  of  the  strict  terms  of  the 
puperannuntion  Act  with  the  view  to 
iecuriug  a  pension  or  an  adequate  pro- 
vision for  the  person  referred  to  ? 
^  Mr,  A.  MORLEY ;  The  case  of 
Edward  Thomas  has  l>een  brought  under 
ay  notice,  and  all  the  facts  have  been 
sported  to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury, 
rho,  while  regretting  that  Thomases  ser- 
Hee  did  not  entitle  him  to  the  licuefits 
'  the  Superannuation  Actn,  have  been 
please^^l  to  sanction  the  jmyment  to 
am   of  a  special  gratuity  of  £1.5  from 


the  Compasfiionate  Fund  at  their  dii* 
posal.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question,  that  I  can  hold  out  no 
hope  of  obtaining  more  favourable  treat- 
ment for  TJionias, 

CHELSEA  HOSPITAL. 

Captain       NAYLOR  -  LEYLAND 

(Colchester)  :  I  Ijeg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  when 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  which 
was  appointed  during  this  Session  to 
inquire  into  Chelsea  Hospital  may  be 
expected  to  be  pnbliahod  ? 

•Mh,  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  i 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  uot  yet  re- 
ceived the  Report  of  the  Committee  on 
Chelsea  Hospital ;  but  it  is  understood 
that  it  will  be  submitted  to  him  iu  a  few 
days,  and  h  will  be  published  iu  due 
course. 

CRICCIKTH  BEACH. 
Mr,  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvoa, 
&e.)  :  1  l»eg  tu  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Traile  whether  the  Board  have 
issued  H  notice  prohibiting  the  removal 
of  sand^  gravel,  or  other  materials  from  a 
portion  of  the  beach  at  Criecieth,  South 
Carnarvonshire  ;  whether  it  has  been 
brought  to  his  notice  that  stones,  sand, 
and  gravel  for  building  purposes  at 
Criecieth  have  hitherto  been  obtained 
from  the  beach,  and  that  this  prohilntion 
will  seriously  affect  the  development  of 
the  town  ;  and  will  he  explain  the  reason 
why  the  notice  is  issued  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Complaints  were  re- 
ceived  by  the  Board  of  Trade  from  the 
Local  Board  of  Criecieth  and  also  from 
the  owners  of  properties  fronting  the  sea 
near  Criecieth  that  the  removal  of 
materials  from  the  foreshore  below  high- 
water  mark  iu  ifront  of  their  properties 
was  endangering  the  "safety  lof  the  f«ea 
wall  erected  by  the  Local  Board  and  was 
causing  damage  to  their  lands  lying 
behind  the  beach.  Having  been  advised 
that  these  complaints  were  well  founded 
the  Board  decided  to  fadopt  the  conrse 
usually  followed  hy  them  in  similar 
instances,  where  it  is  apprehended  that 
the  ^tactice  complained  of  might  faci- 
litate encroachment  by  the  sea,  and  issued 
notices  in  the  usual  form  prohibiting  the 
removal  of  materials  from  the  foreshore 
referred  to. 
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THE  KVICTED  TENANTS  BILL. 

Mu,  MAG n HE  (Clare,  VT.)  :  In  tie 
absence  of  tbe  Loti*  Member  for  South 
Roscommon,  I  beg  to  usk  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether,  with  the  view  of 
encouraging  voluntary  settlements  pend- 
ing the  introduction  of  another  Evicted 
Tenants  Bitl,  he  would  be  able  to 
promise  to  favourably  consider  a  pro- 
vision in  the  measure  nnder  which  such 
pecuniary  grant  can  be  made  in  the 
case  of  such  settlements  as  the  tribunal 
to  he  appointed  would  tind  the  parties 
woidd  have  been  entitled  to  if  the  Bill 
which  recently  passed  this  House  liad 
become  law,  notwithstanding  that  the 
evicted  tenant  may  have  been  reinstated 
before  a  new  Act  shall  have  been 
passed  ? 

Mr*  J.  MOHLEY  :  I  um  not  snre, 
after  carefully  reading  the  question^  what 
my  hon.  Friend  wishes.  At  all  events, 
it  is  a  hypothetical  and  problematical 
question,  which  could  scarcely  lie 
answered  across  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  : 
The  question  is  this  :  If  in  the  coming 
winter  an  arrangement  is  made  by  any 
of  the  evicted  tenants  with  their  land- 
lords on  the  same  terms  as  those  in- 
cluded in  the  rejected  tenants  Bill,  will 
vl^^  right  bon.  Gentleman  undertake  that 
in  anj  Ajture  Bill  those  cases  of  arrange- 
ment shall  .be  allowed  to  share  the  bene- 
fits ? 

Mr.  J»  MOhJXEY  :  Before  giving  an 
undertaking  of  t^hat  kind  I  should  want 
to  know  what  w^re  the  terms  of  the 
arrangement  ?  ' 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  If  the  landlortl 
accepts  one  year's  rent  f^-om  the  tenant, 
will  the  hon.  Gentleman  Windertake  that 
the  Government  will  alloW'  him  another 
yearns  rent  ?  * 

Mr,  J,  MORLEY  :  It  is  ol.vions  that 
I  cannot  give  an  imdertivkiugr  of  that 
kind.  That  would  be  a  matter  for  the 
Arbitration  Tribunal  to  deal  witb>, 

STKOKESTOWN  MEDICAL  OFFl;rKR, 
Mr,  MAGUlREr  I  beg  to  a^^k  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  Dr.  Toillon, 
medical  officer  of  Strokestowu  Dispetiipary 
and  a  Magistrate  for  the  County  of  Ii^ns- 
common,  in  a  charge  of  assault  brougi^jt 
by    the    Queen,    at  the  prosecution    q\\ 


Patrick  M'Loughlin  against  Francis 
M'Loughlin  and  Michael  M^Longhlto^ 
wascalltad  in  and  professionally  employed 
to  attend  Patrick  M'Loughlin,  the  prose- 
cutor ;  that  the  defendants  were  obliged 
to  pay  Dr.  Dillon  £2  for  a  certificate  that 
the  life  of  the  prosecutor  was  not  in 
danger,  before  tliey  got  out  on  bail ; 
that  Dr*  Dillon  afterwards,  on  the  1st  of 
August,  attended  as  a  Magii^trale  at 
Rooskey  Petty  Sessions,  in  the  County 
Rosi^onunou,  on  the  hearing  of  the  *4iid 
comphunt,  and  adjudicated  in  the  casCi 
notwilhstandiog  the  protest  of  the  solici- 
tor for  the  defence  that  he  should  not  do 
so,  being  an  interested  party  who  had  been 
in  professional  attendance  for  reward  on 
the  prosecutor ;  and  that  Dr.  Dillon  re* 
fused  to  leave  the  Bench,  and  took  an 
active  part  in  the  proceedings,  saying 
that  he  did  not  care  for  the  proteeits  of 
the  solicitor,  aud  adjudicated  with  the 
other  Magistrates  in  the  case,  when  the 
defendants  were  fined  £4  and  costs  ;  aud 
if  he  will  bring  the  matter  under  the 
notice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  with  the 
view  of  preventing  Justices  of  the  Peace 
adjudicating  tinder  similar  circumstancea 
in  the  future  ? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  It  would  be  im- 
proper for  a  Magistnites  to  mljudicate  in 
a  case  in  whiclj  he  had  been  professionally 
employed.  If  the  fncts  are  as  stated  in 
the  t|uestion,  I  shall  bring  the  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor* 

THE  IRISH  ORDNANCE  SURVEY 
OFFICE. 
Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  has  the  employment  of  ex* 
cessive  juvenile  labour  been  discontinued 
in  the  Orduance  Survey  Office,  Phoenix 
Park,  Dublin,  and  has  the  Fair  Wage 
Resolution  been  adopted  in  the  Depart- 
ment ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGKICULTURE(Mr.  H.  Gardner^ 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  am  feorry  1 
cannot  add  anything  to  what  I  have 
already  stated  to  my  hon.  Friend  in  repljr 
to  the  previous  questions  ho  has  addresseti 
to  me  on  this  subject.  The  inforniatioa 
before  me  goes  to  show  that  the  propor- 
tion of  boy  or  "juvenile "labour  is  nut 
grejitcr  than  is  consistent  with  the  nature 
of  ihc  work  to  be  done,  and  that  a  com- 
parison of  the  position  of  the   Ordnance 
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Brgfins  doing    similar    work   lu    private 

employ  woultl  be  favourable  to  the  former, 
and  I  may  refer   mv  Imn.  Friend  to  the 

IDn<;lusious  arrived  at  bj  the  Depart- 
lenfcal  Committee  •of  1891,  a  copy  of 
^oae  Report  wag  laid  on  the  Table. 
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[THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMITTEE  AND 

•'THK  times;' 
Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  wish, 
8ir,  to  dmw  your  at  ten  I  ion  to  I  he  fart 
that  T/ie  Times  newspaper  of  to-day 
under  the  heading  *' Political  Notes"' 
contains  a  series  of  parai^'raph^  purport- 
ing to  give  detailed  partiotdarg  of  tlie 
Jelibemtions  of  the  Select  Coiriniittee  on 
Working  of  the  Irii*h  Laud  Acts 
sterday,  the  Commit  tee  being  now  en- 
%ged  in  the  consideration  of  their 
Bport.  The  same  newspaper  on  a  pre- 
:>U6  day  ooutaiued  what  purported  to 
the  parti  en  lars  of  the  proposals  am* 
^  Ined  in  the  Draft  Report  of  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  which  wa»  con- 
fidentially circulated  acnong  ttic  Members 
of  the  Committee.  I  am  informed  abo 
that  one  of  the  Newi?  Ageneief?  lias  cir- 
culated a  paragraph  containing  similar 
Luformation.  1  wish  to  know,  Sir,  whe- 
ther eommnnicatiouH  such  as  must  have 
been  made  to  the  Press  in  this  case  are 
permissible  ? 

•Mr,  speaker  :    It   is    often    very 
difficult   in   cases  of  the  kind  to  prevent 
transactions   in   Committee    from    being 
tnade  public.     I  slumld   say  tliat    it  was 
for  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  to  con- 
fiuit   with  his  colleagues  as   to   the  best 
H^DS   of  preventing  any  part   of   their 
^■eport  from  being  made  public  before  it 
^B    oOicially     presented     to    the    House. 
H|erhapd  Bomething  might  be  done  in  that 
^Bbv  to  prevent  these  occurrences. 
^Mr.  J.    MORLEY:    This    question 
was  raised  at  a  meeting  of  the  Committee 
to-day,    and,    I     think,    very    properly. 
Having  regard  to  tlie  nature  of  the  pro- 
ceed! ngii  of  tlie  Select  Committee,  and  to 
the  details  of  their  elaborate  Report,  I 
am   surprised   that  any  Member  of  that 
Committee  should  have  felt   himself  at 
^H>erty  to  communicate  to  the  Press  any 
^■eount  of  what  has  occurred.     The  feel- 
ing expressed  this  roorniug  in  the  Com- 
mittee was  very  strong  and  decisive  that 
whoever  had  made  this  communication  to 
Press  had    been  guilty    of    an    im- 
E^priety,  and   to  some  extent  of  an  act 


of  disloyalty   to    his    colleagues    in    the 
Committee. 

Mu.  T,  M.  HEALY  :  I  wig^h  to  ask, 
Sir,  whether  it  is  not  possible  to  with- 
hold from  newspapers  that  disregard  the 
ordinary  practices  of  this  House  the 
privileges  which  they  enjoy  of  admission 
to  the  Hou^e  and  to  the  Lobby, 

*Mr,  speaker  :  We  should  consider 
rather  tiie  soun'o  from  which  the  com- 
muniratiori  originally  came.  The  news- 
paper may  not  be  as  guilty  as  the  persou 
who  communicates  the  news. 

M  0  no  y , 


BUSINESS   OK   THE    HOUSE. 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT:  I  wish  to 
move — 

**That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session, 
Gn  Vera  men  t  butiineBs  he  rnot  interrupt  eft  under 
the  prcjvifiionH  of  any  Standing  Onler  rej^ilntiag 
I  tie  bitting^  of  tlie  Hoiwe  ;  and  may  Ijc  entered 
upon  at  any  hour  though  opposed,  and  that  at 
Hie  couctualoa  of  Government  business  each 
day  Mr.  S(>eaker  do  ailjoum  the  Hoai«e  without 
Question  put/* 

f  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  I  should 
make  any  statement  as  to  precedent. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  I  under- 
stand, assents  to  this  Motion,  which  it 
is  customary  to  make  at  some  date  before 
the  expected  close  of  a  Session,  when, 
practically  speaking,  the  legislative  work 
of  the  Session  is  finished.  The  Govern- 
ment do  not  contemplate  late  Sittings 
after  this  Motion  has  been  parsed.  The 
question  of  the  exclusion  from  considera- 
tion of  all  but  Government  business  has 
been  raised,  and  in  my  opinian  it  is 
desirable  that  Government  business 
should  be  alone  dealt  with.  1  adhere  to 
the  words  which  I  used  when  a  similar 
Motion  was  made  in  1891  by  the  right 
hon.  Genilcman  the  Momlier  for  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square.    I  said  then — 

*'  I  know  the  itifficulty  there  is  Bometimes  in 
distinguishing  between  optxiae^i  and  unopiMj*<ed 
Bills,  and  I  think  the  >x»t  course  to  take  at  this 
Iwte  period  of  the  tkission  is  to  lay  down  that 
w>  But*ines34  ahall  be  taken  except  Goverauient 
business.  It  would  not  be  a  kimineA«»  to  private 
Mem  bent  to  keep  thiM  Bill  in  a  state  of  f^uHpeudtMl 
aninmtion.  It  would  be  kinder  lioth  to  the 
promoters  and  the  opponents*  of  the  Hill  that 
exceptional  Rules  should  extend  only  to  iJills 
brought  forwaril  by  the  CTOVcmraent,  and  not 
to  private  Members'  Bills." 

I  entirely  demur  to  that  view,  and  object 
to  that  exceptional   proceeding   for   the 
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cloaiog  of  the  Session.  I  think  that 
Members  should  know  what  they  have 
to  expect  aad  what  they  have  not  lo 
expect^  BD(1  that  MemberB  should  not  be 
"kept  unuecessiirily  waiting  for  Bills  which 
aay  or  may  not  come  on.  If  this  pro- 
posal be  carried,  there  will  be  hardly  any 
Government  legislative  business  on  the 
Paper  at  all,  and  it  will  be  known  that 
the  business  of  the  House  is  Supply** 
Members  will  then  know  that  they  can 
cease  their  attendance  here  for  the  pur- 
po«6  either  of  f>ronioting  or  opposing  pri- 
vate Members'  Bills.  I  think  that  if  this 
course  be  followed  it  will  be  for  the  con- 
venience of  all  sections  of  the  House, 
and  that  it  will  conduce  to  the  greatest 
happiness  of  the  greatest  number.  I 
hope,  therefore,  tbat  this  Xiesolution  may 
be  passed  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  upon 
the  Paper, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"That,  for  the  reniRiTider  of  the  t^ession, 
GoverntiieLit  BuBines*  Ije  uot  interrupted  under 
the  proviBitjus  of  imy  standing  Orders  regti* 
lating  thl^  Sitting*  of  the  House  ;  nnd  may  be 
entered  upon  ftt  nny  hour  though  opposetl. 
and  ttiat  at  the  conclusion  of  Government 
Business  each  daj  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn 
the  House  without  Que^stiou  put.*'— (77^tf 
Chanrrtti>r  of  thr  ErthtqUvr!) 

Mr,  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  re- 
marked that  the  Church  Patronage  Bill 
was  rea*l  a  second  time  unanimously  by 
the  House,  that  it  had  passed  through 
the  Grand  Committee,  and  only  had  now 
to  get  through  the  Report  ^tage  and  the 
Third  Reatling.  If  the  Government  had 
not  taken  the  whole  time  of  the  House 
the  Bill  would  now  have  been  disposed 
of.  The  Government  had  8eleeted  the 
Mmera  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  and  had 
devoted  two  days  to  it  at  this  late  period 
of  the  Session,  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
matter  of  eons^iderable  hardy^hip  tbat  the 
Government  should  forward  one  private 
Member*8  Bill,  ami  refuse  to  do  any- 
thing lr>r  a  measure  which  had  reached 
the  position  now  occupied  by  the  Church 
Patronage  Bill.  No  Jonbt  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  |iay  a  debt  U\t  the  t^npport 
they  had  received  from  some  of  their 
followers,  and  be  supposed  that  under 
these  circonifrtances  they  had  been 
bound  to  give  tijne  for  the  Miners  (Eight 
Hours)  Bill.  He  did  not  wish  to  divide 
against  the  Motion,  but  he  thonght 
that  some  protest  ought  to  be  nuule 
against  the  system  of  fa%'ouritism  the 
Government  had  adopted,     The  prece- 

Sir  W,  Harcourt 


dent  which  had  been  estabHafied  was  a 
very  <langerous  one,  and  might  lead  to  a 
good  deal  of  confusion  hereafter. 

♦Mr.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said, 
he  had  been  very  badly  treated  indeed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchet^uer  in 
regard  to  the  Crofters  Acts  (Inchision  of 
Leaseholders)  Bill, and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  take  this  Bill  under  his 
wing  and  pass  it  this  Session.  Id  1886^ 
when  the  Crofters  Act  passed,  the 
Liberal  Party  had  not  sufficient  back- 
bone to  assent  to  a  clause  ineluJing  in 
its  provisions  small  tenants  who  held 
under  lease.  The  Chancellor  of  tiie  Ex* 
chequer  and  his  colleagues  knew  now 
that  this  was  a  mistake,  and  he  asked 
them  why  they  did  not  rectify  that  mis- 
take. The  right  lion.  Gentleman  was 
in  the  position  of  one  who  owed  a  3^  % 
or  12  months'  bill  to  the  Highland  MetU- 
bere.  Why  iliil  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman pay  the  bill  so  as  to  make  things 
square  ?  He  (Mr,  Weir)  drd  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  taking  a 
straight  or  an  honourable  course  in  re- 
ganl  to  the  crofters,  and  he  hoped  be 
would  avail  himself  of  this  opportunity 
of  doing  so.  Everybody  was  anxious  t(> 
get  away  for  his  holiday  ;  but  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman*s  holiday  might  be  de» 
layed  if  he  did  not  promise  lo  pass  the 
Bill,  nnless  he  was  going  to  flee  from  the 
House  and  the  post  of  duty. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)aoid» 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ex* 
presse*!  great  kindness  towards  all  private 
Members*  Bills,  biu  there  was  such  a 
thing  as  killing  a  Bill  with  kindness. 
The  Bill  to  repeal  tim  Crimes  Act  passed 
its  Second  Reading  by  a  majority  of  GO, 
but  the  Government  afterwards  took 
away  from  private  Members  10  or  12 
Wednesilays,  on  any  one  of  which  the 
Bill  might  have  l>een  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee. The  Government  had  giveu 
facilities  for  the  discussion  of  the  Eight 
Hours  Bill.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  had 
supported  the  Bill,  but  he  must  ^ay  that 
the  next  time  the  Government  favoure<i 
one  Bill  to  the  exclusion  of  another,  they 
ought  to  know  whether  Members  ha<l 
made  up  their  minds  to  support  that  BilL 
If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
goitig  to  favour  any  Bill,  he  ought  lo 
have  favoured  the  Repeal  of  the  Crimea 
Act  BiiL  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  hoped 
the     Goveriiraent      woold      grant     ati 
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lAutiimia     Segfion     in     order     to     pa»« 
I  this  Bill,  and   perhaps  to  pass  a  second 
■time  the  Bill  which  the  HouBe  of  Lords 
Jtbrew    o«t  the  other   day.      This   year 
three  or  four  private  Merabers"  Bills  had 
Bissetl  their  Second  Remlitig,  but  theotily 
&Ue  of  them  that  liad  got  throtigh  Com* 
littee  was  the  Preveotioii  of  Cruel tj  to 
children  Bill,  If  the  (xoveromeiit  would 
promise  that  the  Bill  for  the  repeal  of  tl>e 
l/Crimes  Act  should  he    inchided   in  tlie 
Queen's  Speech  next  year  he  would  be 
^tiflfied. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
Baid,  he  should  feel  bound  to  diyide  upon 
the  Motion.      There  was  a  coaHtiou  be- 
tween tlie  two  Front  Benches,  and  wheu- 
Bver  he  fiaw  that  he  thought  it  wa.s  the 
iuty  of  private  Members  to  vote  against 
it,     DuTJUg  the  last  two  Sessions  almost 
f every   hour  of  the  time  Uiiually  given  to 
private  Members  had  been  appropriated 
for  Government  Businetss,  and  now  the 
Uovemment  absolutely  proposed  to  take 
l^away  the   last    chance  private  Members 
bad   of  passing  their    Bills.     He   quite 
fadmitted  that  where  a  Bill  wai^  seriously 
opposed,  as  the  Church    Patronage  Bill 

I  and  the  Criminal  Law  Repeal  Bill  were, 
there  was  a  great  <leal  to  be  said  for  the 
Oovernment  proposal,  but  there  were 
Bills  fmd  Bills.  He  had  a  Bill  which 
had  |>as8ed  its  Second  Reading  not  by  a 
majority  of  tiO,  but  without  a  Division  at 
all.  Its  object  was  to  enable  women  to 
become  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  Ireland 

E6  they  could  in  England  and  Scotland. 
riie  Government  were  destroying  nil 
hauce  of  passing  this  Bill,  tind  he  felt 
ouod  to  protest  against theattack  which 
was  being  made  upon  the  rights  of 
private  Members, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  My   hon.   Friend  who  has  just  sat 
own   has  stated  with  perfect  truth  that 
n  this  matter  theie  is  an  agreement  be- 
tween the  two  Front  Benches.     He  says 
h^i  when  he  sees  the  two  Front  Benches 
'orm    such   an   unholy    alliance    he   and 
ther  non-official  or  ex -official  Members 
iiight   to    band    together    to   resist    our 
oppressive  proceedings.       I    would   ask 
im  %vhether   there    is    any    agreement 
iiong  the    non-official    Members    with 
to   any    single   proposal    that  is 
e?     My    hon.  Friend  desires  to  see 
1    a  Bill   which   I   think  is  a  very 
llent  measure,  but  one   upon  which 
ere  i«  not  a  universal  agreement. 


n 


Mr.  T.    W.    RUSSELL:    Only  one 
Meml»er  objecta  to  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  If  we  were 

tfi  propose  to  allow  the  hon*  Member'*B 
Bill  to  be  discussed  and  were  to  put 
aside  the  Bills  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Islington  (Mr,  Bartley),  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ross  and 
Cromarty  (Mr.  Weir),  all  those  gentle- 
men would  go  into  the  Lobby  against 
him.  The  truth  is,  that  on  these  occa- 
sions every  Member  who  has  a  Bill 
which  he  believes  in  is  anxious  to  get 
ir  passed,  but  the  House  at  large  is  not 
ut  all  prepared  to  give  any  Member  ex- 
ceptional privileges.  That  being  so,  it 
is  evident  that  we  must  either  give 
every l)ody  eqi^al  privileges  or  deprive 
every  hotly  of  all  privileges.  There  ts 
one  good  reason  for  not  giving  every- 
body equal  privileges,  and  that  is,  thatil 
we  did  so  we  should  never  get  a  holiday 
at  alb  I  think  the  two  Front  Benches 
are  quite  as  ready  to  do  their  work  as 
any  other  Member,  and  even  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  whose  holidays 
are,  I  under statid,  to  be  curtailed,  has 
given  UB  the  advantage  of  his  advice  and 
guidance  through  a  very  long  and 
laborious  Session.  The  question  is  not 
whether  the  Government  have  managed 
their  business  well  in  the  past,  but  whe- 
ther we  can  manage  it  in  the  future  so  as 
to  secure  the  most  eonveuiouce  to  the 
general  Vjody.  It  surely  must  be  obvious 
to  private  Members  that  you  cannot 
give  special  privileges  to  one  class  or 
one  county,  or  one  Member,  which  you 
are  not  prepared  to  extend  to  all 
Members. 

•Mk.     weir  :     All     the    Highland 
counties  want  the  Crofters  Bill, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  is  not 
possible  to  give  to  one  district,  or  to  one 
county,  or  to  one  Member  the  privileges 
which  you  will  not  extend  to  every 
other  district,  and  coonty,  and  Member. 
If  you  give  such  privileges  this  Session 
would  not  only  be  not  drawing  to  a 
close,  but  would  hardly  have  bogtm 
it»  infant  career.  I  do  not  wish 
to  turn  my  eyes  to  the  past,  but  to  look 
simply  to  the  future,  and  to  see  how  the 
few  remaining  days  of  the  Seas  ion  can 
be  best  spent  for  the  general  convenience 
of  the  House.  I  shall  mo«*t  eordially 
support  the  Leader  of  the  House  when 
he  follows  the  invariable  practice  of  all 
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his  predecessors  at    this    stage   of    the 
SessioD,  and  moves  a  Resolution  whioh 
has  been  on  every  similar  occasion  found 
to  embody  principles  which  are  intended 
to  further  the  general  convenience  of  all 
Members,  to  whatever  Party  they  belong 
or  whatever  interest  they  may  represent. 
Sir   W.   HARCOURT:     With    the 
indulgence  of  the  House  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  in  reply.    It  is  said  that 
owing  to  the  Government  having  taken 
a  very  large  portion  of  the  time  of  the 
House  private  Members  have  not  had  the 
opportunity  of  passing  their   Bills  into 
law.     Well,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of 
nearly  20  Bills  that  have  been  passed  this 
Session  by  private  Members,  audi  would 
draw  attention  to  the  number  of  Scotch 
measures  that  there  are  amongst  them. 
The    list   comprises    the    Burgh    Police 
(Scotland)   Bill,   the  Charitable   Trusts 
Amendment  Bill,  the  Chimney  Sweepers* 
Bill,    the   County    Councils   Association 
(Scotland)     Bill,    the     Fishery    Boards 
(Scotland)  Bill,  the  Heritable  Securities 
(Scotland)  Bill,  the  Industrial  and  Provi- 
dent Societies  Bill,  the  Industrial  Schools 
Bill,  the  Injured  Animals  Bill,  the  Loco- 
motive    Threshing    Engines    Bill,    the 
Music  and   Dancing  Licences   Bill,  the 
Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill, 
the    Prevention   of  Cruelty  to  Children 
Bill,  the  Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bill, 
the    Solicitors  (Examination)    Bill,    the 
Uniforms  Bill,  the  Wild  Birds'  Protection 
Bill,  and  the  Public   Libraries   (Ireland) 
Bill.      It  will    be    seen,  therefore,   that 
private  Members   have  not  been  entirely 
excluded  from  successful  legislation  this 
Session. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  said,  the 
Bills  mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  those  which  had  l)eeu  passed 
after  12  o'clock,  and  they  were  unopposed 
Bills  of  very  little  importance.  He  should 
vote  against  the  Motion.  He  had  noticed 
that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  was  the  only  gentleman 
present  who  had  cheered  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  during  his  state- 
ment. He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) when  again  he  had  a  seat  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  would  go  one  better 
than  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  would  move  a  similar 
Motion  to  this  a  month  or  two  earlier. 
By-and-bye  Members  would  meet  at  West- 
minster to  witness  a  game  at  chess  played 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 


by  a  few  gentlemen  on  the  Front  Benches, 
the  non-official  Members    acting  as  the 
living  pawns,  whose  duty  would  be  merely 
to    move    through    the    Lobbies.      He 
objected  strongly  to  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
he  intended  to  move  a  reduction  of  his 
salary   in   Committee  of   Supply.     The 
Crofters  (Leaseholders)  Bill,  of  which  he 
(Dr.  Clark)  had  charge,  was  merely  the 
ftrst  clause  of  the  Government  Bill  that 
was  withdrawn    a  few  days    ago.     Its 
object  was  sanctioned  last  Session,  and 
had  been  sanctioned  again  this  Session. 
The  object  was  to  admit  300  or  400  poor 
farmers  to  the   l>enefits  of  the  Crofters 
Act,  from  which  they  had  hitherto  been 
excluded  because  they  were  leaseholders. 
He  had  been  very  hard  upon  landlords ; 
but    he    must    say    that,  as   far  as  the 
Crofters  Act  were  concerned,  the  great 
bulk  of  the  Tory  landlords  in  the  High- 
lands had  acted  most  generously  in  brings- 
ing    these   poor    leaseholders  under  the 
Acts.     There    were,    however,    Liberal 
landlords  who  had  not  done  so.     In  his 
county   the  Liberal  landlord  was  a  rack- 
renter,  and  yet  the  Government   would 
not  give  even  five  minutes  to  pass  a  Bill 
for  the  relief  of  tliese  poor  people.  They 
made   promises,  but  never  carried  them 
out.     The  result    would  be  that  if  the 
Government     did      bring      in     a     Bill 
the      men      who      would      have      been 
benefited    by     it     would     be    bankrupt, 
and     would     be     away      to      America. 
He  objected  to  the  Motion  on  another 
ground — namely,  the  humbugging — if  he 
might  use  the  phrase — of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who,  having  promised 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session  that  he 
would    appoint   a    Select   Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  financial  relations  between 
Scotland    and   England,    had    failed   to 
redeem    that    promise.      Not    a    single 
Scotch    Estimate   had    been    taken    this 
year.     Never  had  the  Scotch  Votes  been 
in    this  position    before.      He  was    not 
astonished  at  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition agreeing  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer    on    the     present     occasion, 
because  he  had  always  noticed  that  when 
any  bad  work  was  to  be  done  the  Tories 
in  Opposition  got  it  done  by  a  Liberal  or 
Whig  Minister,  and   then  subsequently, 
when  the  Tories  were  in  power,  the  wedge 
was  driven  home.     Upon  this  and  every 
similar  occasion  he  would  vote  against 
such  a  Motion. 
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AT  (Islingtoij,  S.)  said^  |  y^m  rising  iti  lliat  direction^  ftod  he  hoped 
there  had  heeu   u  good  deal  of  ceusure  ( ihal  vvheu  the  matter  was  brouglit  ^n?f ore 


lire 
ftpplied   to   the   Chaticellor    of    the    Ex- 
chequer, jJiome  of   whiuli   lie   thought  the 
right  bou.  Geutlernuu    lieurtily  deserved. 
There  was    oue    point    upon    which    he 
would  press   the  right   hoii.  Geotleniun, 
and  that  vyns  as  to  the  nuHlilicatiou  coii* 
cerDing  tlie  Twelve  o'Chjck  litile.     He 
hoped  thoy  would  uot  greatly  exceed  that 
hour.     He  believed   the  IIoU:je  was  dis- 
posed to  agree  to   the   general   principle 
of  not  doing  much  (•outentiotis  bnaiue^j* 
after    12  o'clock.      Uis  own  experience 
led  him  to  believe  that  when  bu^^iueiis  of 
that  character  Ava^  dodt  with  it  wa:^  steldom 
do?ie  well,  and  that  time  would  be  saved 
by  adjonrning  to  the  fallowing  day.  The 
time  had  come  when  an  unofficial  Member 
could   not  possibly   pa»t<  a  Bill  through 
the  House  if  it  met  with  auy  opposition 
whatever.     After   12  o'clock  something 
might  be  done  ;   but  at  the  eud  of    the 
Sesfeiou   the    wholo  time  of   the    Houne 
was      takun,     and     Bilfij     w4iich      had 
been  in  progress  were  desttroyeil.    That 
was,     in     his    opiuioUf    ?3 imply    a   great 
waste  of  public  time.     He  slmnld,  there- 
fore,   oppose    the   Motion  oit    priticlple. 
It  was  urged  l»y  thf  two  Front  Benches 
that  this  course  had  always  been  adopted 
at  a  certain  period,   and  private  MeiuberH 
were  now  making  a  protest,  bucan^ethey 
wished  to   prevent    it,   if  possiblci  in  the 
future.     But  he  might  remiud  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   that   some  fjualification 
of  that    had   beeu  allowed,  because  tlie 
practice  had  been — at   any  rale  in  some 
casei?  where  non-contentious  Bills  existed 
on  the  Order  Paper  which  promised  ad- 
vantage to  the  State — to  allow  them  to 
be    "starred/*    and    he     himself    had  to 
acknowledge  considerable  ccmrtesy  in  that 
direction.      But    the    chief  purpose  for 
whici»   he  rose    was   to  say  that   ho  1>e- 
Ueved   the    reason    why   this   titne  was 
was  ted  y      and      why     these      measures 
were     prevented     from     becoming    law 
was     the     faulty      procedure     of      the 
House,     and      he     aho     believeil     that 
there  was  a  rising  current  of  opiuioti  to 
that  effect.     There   were  two  sources  of 
waste  of  thue — the  destruction  of  a  great 
deal  of   legislation   that   had  lieen  carried 
almost   to    maturity,    and    the  constant 
Motions    to   take   fnrtiier   time.     When 
they    had     nearly    done    their    work    it 
should  be  carried  over  to  the  following 
Session.     A    strong   curreut  of  opiniou 


imgh 
the  House  next  Se»fliofu  which  it  would 
be  from  both  sides,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  think  that  it  was 
time  to  reconsider  the  procedure  of  the 
House,  with  a  view  to  adapting  it  to 
modern  requirements  and  to  avoiding  the 
farther  endangering  of  our  Farliameu- 
tary  institutions. 

Mu.  T.  M.  HEALY  tLouth,  N.)  said, 
the  Motion  resolved  itself  into  two 
branches,  oric  of  which  was  of  use 
to  the  Government  and  the  other  of 
no  use,  and  being  of  no  usi  it 
made  privafe  Mendiers  "  poor  indeed." 
The  Leailer  oF  t)*e  Opposition  had  said 
that  this  was  a  course  which  had  been 
invariably  t^iken  by  the  Lemler  of  tiie 
House  and  his  juedecessors.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  they  were  now  asked  to 
agree  to  a  L*ourse  never  taken  before — 
namely,  thai  the  Speaker  should  loavo 
the  Chair  without  Question  put  imme- 
diately after  Government  bueiuess  bad 
beeu  disposed  of.  This  kind  of  Resolu- 
tioo  began  with  the  new  liules  of  1887. 
Then  the  pmctice  was  towards  the  end 
of  the  Session,  for  Mr,  Smith,  after  the 
Goverumont  business  was  disponed  of,  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
Now,  however,  an  important  departure 
had  beeu  made  under  the  advice  of  the 
authorities  of  the  House,  who  were 
always  watching  for  an  opportunity  to 
restrict  the  rights  of  private  Members, 
and  the  Goverunient  now  proposed  t>o 
take  away  from  them  eveu  the  right  of 
making  a  few  observations  on  the  Motion 
for  the  Adjoururaeut.  Their  rights  as 
private  Members  were  to  be  further  cur- 
tailed. Til  at  was  a  course  timt  had 
never  been  takeu  before,  and  he  believed 
if  any  precedent  could  be  shown  for  it  it 
was  not  throe  years  old.  With  what 
object  was  this  ooursie  being  taken  ?  All 
the  Government  wanted  w^as  to  go  on 
after  12  o'clock  with  their  business,  and 
when  they  had  got  that  right,  why 
should  they  seek  to  deprive  the  Irish 
Members  of  the  right  of  going  on  after 
12  o'clock  ;  aud  again,  if  any  emer- 
gency arose,  why  should  they  uot  1>© 
afforded  the  opportunity  of  making  a 
few  observations  on  the  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  which  some- 
times was  an  important  matter  ?  If  any 
precedent  could  be  found  for  this  Motion 
he    would    be   glad    to   see    it,   aud   he 
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respectfully  flubmined  to  the  Govern- 
meut  that  they  ought  to  be  eatisfietl 
to  have  the  Motion  passed  down 
to  the  word  **  opposed/*  and  allow 
tiie  remainder  to  he  omirted.  That 
•would  eoiicetJe  to  the  Govern meiit  every- 
thing they  desire^l.  Of  course,  it  wouUl 
be  rery  unfair  to  proceed  with  Billa  that 
were  sprung  mi  the  House  because  of 
Government  bnsiuefi«  collapsing  suddenly  ; 
but  he  thought  a  Motion  to  deprive 
private  Mend>er8  of  the  right  of  proceed- 
ing with  Unopposed  Busiuese  after  12 
cVlock  was  tt  very  strong  order,  and  that 
it  was  etill  mure  ntringent  to  say  that  the 
Speaker  should  leave  the  Chair  without 
Question  put.  He  thought  this  proposetl 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  private  Members, 
that  the  Speaker  Bliould  leave  the  Chair 
without  Question  put,  waa  one  which 
should  be  opposed  by  all  sections  of  the 
House.  He  regarded  this  Motion  as 
another  blow  struck  at  the  privileges  of 
private  Members  by  the  authoritieB  of  the 
House, 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peter- 
borough)  said,  he  heartily  agreed 
with  the  remarks*  made  by  his  bon, 
and  learue<l  Friend  opposite.  The 
Government  ought  to  be  alioweti  to 
go  on  with  their  business  after  12o*clook, 
but  they  ought  not  to  take  away  all  the 
opportunities  of  private  Members.  Both 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  seemed  to  make 
a  great  point  with  reference  to  absent 
Members.  Why  should  they  do  so  ? 
Surely  Members  who  were  away  on 
holiday  were  neglecting  their  duties  here 
and  ought  not  to  be  considered  ;  Mem- 
bers staying  here  doing  the  work  of  the 
country  were  those  who  ought  to  l>e 
considered.  If  a  Division  was  taken,  he 
should  go  into  the  Lobby  against  the 
Motion,  because  he  always  objected  to  an 
agreement  between  the  two  Front 
Benches.  He  rose  more  particularly  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  intended  to  force  through  the 
Draft  Agreement  with  the  National 
Telephone  Company,  80  long  ago  as 
last  November  the  Postmaster  General 
promised  that  a  copy  of  the  Draft  should 
be  circulated  before  tl^e  Government 
agreed  to  it,  not  only  amongst  Mem- 
bers but  amongst  the  Municipalities  of 
the  country^  so  that  there  might  be 
ample  opportunity  of  considering  it.  If 
the     Agreement    had    been    conchided, 


it  would  be  a  distinct  breach  of  faith. 
Sir  J.  Hutton,  Chairman  of  the  Londoo 
County  Council,  attended  at  the  House 
of  Commoua  yesterday,  and  told  him  that 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  htm  to 
get  the  Coimcil  together  to  consider  that 
Agreement.  The  Council  was  one  of  the 
parties  to  whom  the  promise  was  made. 
The  latter  part  of  the  Resolution  would 
still  further  restrict' their  rights  in  regard 
to  the  bringing  on  of  this  Agreement* 
and  therefore  he  had  additional  grouad 
for  complaint.  He  was  bound  to  say 
candidly  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchetpier  that,  unlese 
he  would  agree  to  put  nfl'  the  considera- 
tion of  this  Agreement  until  next  Session, 
his  wheels  would  drag  heavily  through 
the  Estimates.  This  House  ought  to 
jealously  watch  Compnny  promoters,  and 
therefore  he  had  a  right  to  ai»k  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  give 
them  the  reasonable  time  they  required, 
and  that  he  would  not  allow  it  to  be  said 
of  the  Government  that  they  distinctly 
broke  a  pledge  given  to  the  municipal 
institutions  of  the  country. 

Sm  W.  HARCOUET  :  With  re- 
ference to  the  question  raised  by  xaj 
lion,  and  lenrncil  Friend  the  Member  for 
Louth,  will  he  allow  me  to  read  to  him 
the  Resohition  Avhich  was  agreed  to  with- 
out a  Division  about  the  ^ame  period 
before  the  end  of  the  Session  uf  1«92? 
It  waa  as  follows  ; — 

'*  Tliat,  for  the  remainder  of  tlio  -^'^ nn,  At, 
Speaker  do  adjonrn  tbc  House  f^ach  tiny  lit  the 
conclusion  of  GuTernment  business  without 
Qaestiou  put*" 

With  regard  to  what  has  been  said  by  the 
Members  for  Peterborough^  Ross»  and 
Caithness,  all  I  have  to  say  is  that  If 
they  disapprove  so  entirely  of  my  con- 
duet  in  the  regulation  and  the  furthering 
of  the  business  of  ihia  House,  it  is  per- 
fectly within  their  power  to  dismiss  m© 
from  the  situation  which  I  hold  and  put 
somebody  in  my  phice  who  will  conduct 
the  business  of  the  House  in  a  manner 
more  to  their  Hat  isf  act  ion.  * 

Mu.  A.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  woul*  " 
like  to  be  allowed  to  explain  that  he  had 
sflid  nothing  alwut  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man'fl  conduct  of  tho  Business  of  the 
House.  All  he  asked  about  was  the 
Agreement  with  the  National  Telephone 
Compnnv. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  wUl  con- 
sider that  matter,  and  we  will  net  attempt^ 
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to  press  the  agreement  at  present  if  we 
find  tbat  there  h  a  well-fouiwled  opposi- 
tiOD  to  it, 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preeton)  said, be 
thought  it  was  only  right  that  a  protest 
hhould  he  made  against  the  manner  iti 
which  Supply  had  beeu  treated.  They 
found  that  almost  every  Vote  that  bad  to 
be  taken  would  have  to  be  diseussed  nnder 
the  pressure  of  the  Rule  they  were  atK)Ut 
to  have,  and  in  this  attenuated  House. 
He  hoped  the  precedent  of  the  Govern- 
nient  would  not  be  folio  wed.  The  House 
had  juu  reason  to  cotnplain  tbat  they  had 
not  haii  earlier  in  the  Session  a  fair  and 
reasonable  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
the  important  questions  that  arose  on  the 
Estimates. 

Mr.  HEKBERT  LEWIS  (Flint,  &c.) 
said,  he  wished  to  point  our,  in  answer 
to  the  protest  made  by  the  promoters  of 
the  Church  Patronage  Bill,  that  the  loss 
of  that  Bill  was  due  in  a  great  measure 
to  the  conduct  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  eonneetion  with  the  Places  of  Worship 
Enfranchisement  Bill,  which,  having 
been  read  a  second  time  without  a  Divi- 
fiion  in  this  House,  was  subsequently 
massacrtMl  hv  them. 

Colonkl'  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield^  Central)  asked  whether-  if  the 
Motion  wa.s  carried,  it  would  prevent  any 
I  discussion  on  the  last  day  of  the  Session 
on  questions  which  bou.  Members  might 
wish  to  raise  with  reference  to  the  con* 
duct  of  business  during  the  Session  ? 

^  Sir  W.   HAKCOURT  :    No,  Sir;  it 

did  not   last  Session,    for  tbat  was  the 

only  occasion   on  winch   I    ever  made  a 

^  s|>eech  in  tbit*  House  before  breakfast  at 

10  o'clock  in  the  morning,  in   answer  to 

I  ft  question   raised  by  a  colleague  of  the 

[hon*  Gentleman,  one  of  Che  Members  for 

Sheffrebb 

'Sir  0,  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of   Dean)    said,  that   the   Appropriation 
Bill  would  afford  hou.  Members  ample 
j  opportunity  to  raise  any  questions  tliey 
I  might  desire  to  raise.  He  agref^i  entirely 
rith    the    remarks   of    bis    bou.    Friend 
opposite,  the   Member  for  South   Isling- 
ton ;  but  on  this  Occasion  he  thought  the 
LJlotion  of  the  Goverrmient  was  reasonable 
[in  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St, 
iGeorge'B)  said,  he  desired  to  associate 
lliimself  mtij  the  protest  made  by  his  hon» 
I  Friend  the  Member  for  Peterborough 
Iwith  reference  to  the  National  Telephone 


Company  agreement.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  from  the  C'hanceUor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  if  he  found  a  feeling  ad- 
verse to  that  agreement  he  would  defer 
the  consideration  of  it.  That  was  a  verj 
ditiferent  statement  to  that  made  by  the 
Postmaster  General  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing. The  feeling  in  the  Loudon  County 
Council  was  very  strong  upon  this 
question.  They  strongly  objected  to  the 
absence  of  opportuuity  for  examining  its 
provisions, 

Mr,  a.  MORLEV  said,  he  would 
undertake  to  see  the  Chatrmau  of  tJie 
London  County  Council,  and  if  he 
understood  that  there  was  a  serious 
objection  to  the  agreement  taken  h© 
won  hi  reconsider  the  matter. 

Mr,  HENN  said,  the  Chairman  of  the 
London  County  Council  had  gone  for  his 
holidays,  and  ho  atnl  bis  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Shoreditcb  au.l  others  repre- 
sented the  feeling  of  the  CounciL 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said^ 
that,  so  far  us  be  knew,  there  had  been 
no  expression  of  opinion  by  the  County 
Councib  nor  was  he  aware  tbat  the 
Chairman  possessed  any  anthority  to 
delegate  the  expression  of  the  opinion  of 
the  Council  to  any  Member  or  Mumliers 
of  the  House  of  Commons  who 
bappeiied  to  be  members  of  the  Council. 
Mr.  a,  MORLEY  said,  that  if  any 
MemViers  of  the  House  who  were  also 
members  of  the  London  County  Council 
would  see  him  afterwards  they  might 
discuBS  the  matter. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Snuderiand)  said, 
that  many  large  MuniL-ipalities  wouhl  \*e 
alfecfed  by  ibii^^  agreement,  and  past  ex- 
perience had  tanght  them  thai  they 
should  not  accept  what  the  Gtjvernmeut 
and  the  Con>pany  had  agreed  to.  They 
desired  ample  time  tooxamiuethe  agree- 
ment whifh  had  been  made,  and  he  him- 
self would  regard  it  as  an  evasion  if  the 
(Tovernment  jtttempted  to  get  cousent  to 
tbii!*  agreement  without  giving  to  all  the 
Municipalities  of  the  country  ample  time 
to  examine  it. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr,  A,  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.)  said, 
he  understood  there  waji  a  general 
feeling  that  this  agreement  sboubl  be 
postponed,  and  under  the  circumstances 
he  would  assent  to  that  course. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditcb,  Hox- 
ton)  paid,  that  the  conversation  that  had 
takeu    place    showed  the  difficulty    of 


East  India 


{COMMONS}  Revenue  Accounts,  1272 


P 


briugiug  the  mattei  forward  at  a  time  wlieii 
theMuriicipiilities  wt?re  iioleftsilyre>iehed. 

Questtoii  put. 

The     House     «livide*i  i — Avc^     130  ; 
Noes  33» — (Division  LiM,  >'o/233.) 

ORDERS    OF     THE    DAi\ 

EAST  INDIA  REVENUE  ACCOCNTS. 
U0MKITT£E, 

Cousidered  iu  CtKninittee* 

(III  the  Committee,) 

•The  secretary  ov  STATE  fur 
INDIA  (Mr.  H,  H,  Fowler,  Wolver- 
haniptoti,  E.)  :  There  is  a  differeuce  be- 
tweeii  the  modes  of  presetitiug  tUe 
English aud  the ludiau  Budgets,  TbeEii- 
glish  Budget  deals  witb  the  lucorne  aud 
expetidituro  of  the  year  whicli  Itas  clo.^ed 
aud  the  ej^timnted  inoonie  and  oxpeudi* 
tiire  of  the  future  year.  But  tbat  has 
not  beeu  tlie  praetice  witb  referejjoe  to 
Ihe  ludiaii  Budget,  uor  can  we  alter  tbat 
fact,  Ah-hougb  the  last  fiuaticial  year 
ended  ou  Marcb  31 «  1894,  aecouutt»  have 
to  bo  CO  11  ee ted  and  examined  Iroui  uj)- 
warda  of  1,00U  treasuric:^  aud  f*uh-trea- 
siines,  from  500  civil  and  military 
distriots,  aud  from  nil  the  Railway  Com- 
pauios,  all  tbe  Municipalities,  and  all  tbe 
District  Boards.  These  aceountt^  have 
all  to  be  checked,  and  Involve  mauy 
trauHaetions,  all  of  whieb  have  to  be 
examined  and  audited  before  the  accouuts 
for  the  year  eun  be  finally  closed  ; 
tbe  effect  of  thi^  U  that,  although  tbe 
fioauciai  year  dosed  in  March»  tbe  real 
position  of  that  financial  year  cannot  l»e 
ascertained  nutil  tbe  end  of  the  ealendar 
year — -namely,  December  31.  Ilenee  we 
have  ill  is  practice  :  that  lu  eousidering 
the  Indian  Budget  we  consider  three 
years — tbe  year  tbe  accounts  of  whieb 
have  been  closed  and  audited,  the 
revised  Estimates  of  tbe  last  financial 
year,  aud  the  Budget  proposals  of  tbe 
coming  year.  Therefore,  I  ask  the  Cou»- 
mittee  to-uigbt  to  consider  the  income 
and  expenditure  for  tbe  year  ending 
Marcb  31,  1893,  which  is  now  finally 
closed,  I  will  then  say  a  vcTy  few  words 
on  tbe  Estimates  for  the  year  euding 
March  31,  1894  ;  aud  next  submit  to  tbe 
Committee  tbe  proposals  of  the  Indian 
Government  with  reference  to  the  income 
and  expenditure  of  tbe  current  Hnaucial 
jear,  which  will  cud  ou  March  31,  iy9o. 
I   deal,  therefore,   first    with  the    closed 

Mr,  J,  Stuart 


year  of  1893.  Tbe  gros»  income  of  that 
year  was  Rx.9D,  172,000.  I  leave  out 
the  figures  below  1,000  for  the  sake  of 
simplicity.  The  expenditure  of  the 
year  was  Rx. 9 1,005,000,  which  closed, 
therefore,  with  a  deficit  of  Rx.833,412, 
Those  are  very  large  figures,  uiuety 
millions  of  reveuue,  ninety  milliouji  of 
expenditure,  and  I  have  observed  a  ten- 
dency iu  speeches  and  also  in  literature  to 
describe  the  taxation  of  India  as  lepre- 
seuting  something  like  Rx. 90, 000,000, 
aud  the  expenditure  of  India  aa 
equalliug  tbat  very  large  figure.  Thia 
gross  ntveuue  and  expenditure  are 
very  different  things  from  the  real  revenue 
and  real  expenditure  of  India.  In  the 
gross  revt^uue  are  included  the  entire 
receipts,  and  iu  the  gross  expeuditnre 
the  entire  expenditure  of  the  whof 
railway  system  of  ludia,  the  wbol 
of  the  canal  system  and  of  the  irrigation 
works,  and  a  variety  of  other  items 
which  have  no  connect  ion,  ou  the  one 
baud,  witb  taxation,  or,  ou  the  other 
hand,  with  Government  expenditure  as 
we  understand  it  here*  Some  of  the 
large  undertakings  1  have  mentioned  are 
carrieil  on  iit  a  profit,  aud  some  at 
a  loss,  by  tbe  Goverumeut  of  India.  IVe 
will,  therefore,  pass  at  once  from  groas 
revenue  to  net  revenue,  and  from 
gross  expenditure  to  net  expenditure. 
The  Government  of  India  regards  net 
expenditure  upou  very  mueb  the  same 
lines  ou  which  this  country  for  a  great 
mauy  years  regarded  it — ^namely,  it  de- 
ducts the  cost  of  collect iou  from  the 
revenue*  I  believe  it  was  my  right  bou. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian  who 
altered  that  practice,  aud  introduced  as  an 
item  of  expenditure  in  this  conutiy  the 
cost  of  collectiong  tbe  revenue.  That  ia 
a  practice  which  I  think  is  a  sound  and 
economical  oue.  I  think  tbat  tbe  col- 
lection of  reveuue  is  as  much  a  part  of 
tbe  expeuditure  of  tbe  Government  ai» 
any  other  expenditure  in  which  it  in* 
didges,  and  pcrliaps  there  is  often  as 
much  room  for  economical  criticism  in 
reference  to  expenses  of  cotlectiou  ula  to 
any  other  cjuestioo.  lu  the  Return  of 
Not  Income  aud  Expeuditure  for  10 
years  tliat  I  have  present^  to  the 
House  I  have  not  allowed  tbai  deduc- 
tion ;  1  have  there  treated  the  pro- 
duce of  the  main  bead^  of  revenue  as  the 
net  income  of  India  ;  hut  uowl  have  fur- 
ther to  reiluce  that  net  income  by  tbe  cost 
of  collection.     Therefore^  iu  the  year  just 
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passed   tliere  is   a  discrepancy  l>etweeQ 
the      two      statettieiit8    of     something 
like     Rx.8,000,000      or     Rx.9,CK)0,(K>0, 
the  coat    of   collection,     I    thought    it 
would  very  much  confuse  the  Commit- 
tee if  I  endeavoured  to  introduce  a  new 
plfin,  and  therefore  I  have  followed  the 
plan  of  my  predece^ors,  and  it  is  followed 
in    the    statements  of    the    Govornmoot 
of  India,  and  in  my  Explanatory  Memo- 
randum in  ileal ing  with  the  net  revenue 
and  net  expenditure,     I    wish  the  Com- 
mittee to  understand  that  net  revenue  i^ 
after  deducting  the  cost  of    collection, 
and    that  uot  expenditure   does  not  in- 
clude the  cost  of  collection.     Treating  iu 
thig  manner   the  figures  of    the  net  in- 
come   and     net    expenditure,    the    net 
revenue      of      India      in       the 
1893    was    Bx.51,606»000.      The 
Inmate     which     wa$     made     when 
Budget     was    prmlucetl    for  tluit 
was    Rx.49,582,(XX),     showing     an 
create    of    revenue    of    soraeihing 
Jix. 2,024,000.      In      considering 
I  revenue  I    should   like      to    deal 
[the    revenue    of  India  In   detail,  and    I 
think  it  is  better  to  deal   with  it  ou  the 
figures  of  1893  ;  there  is  little  variation  in 
1894y  and   there  is  not  much  variation  In 
jour  estimate  for  1895.     I   think  it  will 
I  promote  our  convenience  if  Imake  what* 
lever  remarkn   I  have  to  make  upon  the 
freveinio  of  India  upon  this  closed  aeconnt 
lof  I89a.  This  revenue  of  Rx.oi,606,00i> 
Isirisee      from      four     6our<*es,      but    all 
I  these    sources   are  not  taxation.     Indii^ 
flike  Englaud,  has  a  tax   revenue  and  a 
jlion^tax  revenue,  and  the  Rx.5 1, 606,000 
Imust  not,  cannot^  and  ought   not  to  l^e 
[taken  as  any  estimate  of  the  taxation  of 
jihe  people  of  India,  as  I  shall  endeavour 
(to  show  a  little  further  on.     These  four 
§onrces  are — first,  the  land  revenue,  with 
irhigh  I  associate  the  sum   raisetl  from 
|the   working   of    the    forests    and    fhe 
Irihutes  from  the  native  States  ;  t^econdly, 
fopturn  :     thirdly,    pure     taxation  ;     and 
Ito      these      I      have     added,      io      my 
10     years*     statement,     a    fourth,     the 
commercial    services,    some    of    which » 
^certainly     in     years     past,     hnvc    been 
carried  on  at  a  very  cousidemble  profit. 
am    sorry    to    say    that,    owing   to   a 
canso  I  shall  have  to  refer  to  presently 
-namely,  the  depreciation   in  the  value 
kf  the  rupee — that  profit  has  been  turne<l 
llnto   a   debit   charge.     But,   as   iu    this 
an  try,  the  Post  Office,  the  Telegraph, 
the  Mint,  and  various  other  serTioes,  we 
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find  generally  produce  a  profit  ; 
they  sometimes  produce  a  profit  andi 
sometimes  a  loss  ;  but,  at  all  events,  they 
form  a  distinct  item  of  revenue.  The 
first  item  of  the  revenue  is  the  land 
revenue,  which  in  1893  pro<luced 
Rx.20,9U,000,  There  ai-e  also  profits 
on  forests,  RxJ24,000,  and  tributes, 
Rx.790,000,  The  first  question  I  have 
to  ask  myself  is  whether,  in  estimating 
the  burden  of  taxation  in  India,  we  are 
to  iDcludethis  sum  of  Rx.22,428,000  net, 
which,  after  deducting  assigomeutSy 
is  Rx.2o,7 19,000  gross  ;  whether 
we  are  to  regard  that  as  part  of  the 
taxation  of  the  people,  or  as  a  revenue 
which  is  not  derived  from  taxation  pro- 
perly so-called.  A  groat  deal  of  the  cal- 
culiitions  which  are  made  with  reference 
to  the  taxation  of  India  will  depend  upon 
the  category  in  which  this  very  large 
sum  is  placed.  I  gathereil  from  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire iu  the  Debate  yesterday,  that  he 
inclines  to  the  view  that  this  is  an 
item  of  taxation,  and  not  to  be  in* 
eluded  as  a  non-tax  revenue.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Banflsbire  stated  yesterday 
that  upon  this  cjucsiion  I  gave  the 
official  view,  that  I  looked  through 
official  spectacles,  and  presented  to  the 
House  the  views  which  were  given  to  me. 
I  am  going  to  quote  two  authorities  as  to 
the  proy>er  position  of  this  land  revenue. 
Thoy  eertuinly  are  authorities  of  the 
first  rank  and  standing  in  any  question  of 
politieal  economy,  and  they  are  also  two 
statesmen  well  known  to  have  a  yt^vY 
great  sym|iathy  with  the  hulk  of  the 
people  of  India,  and  who  would  not,  I 
am  sure,  have  i^trained  a  point  as  againsi 
any  view  which  should  be  taken  iu  favour 
of  the  people  as  against  the  Government. 
The  two  authorities  I  am  going  to  quote 
are  Mr.  John  Stuart  Slill  aud  Mr* 
Faweett,  and  I  think  the  Committee  will 
admit  they  are  authorities  who  can  speak 
with  derision  upon  a  question  of  this  sort. 
Mr.  Mill  said— 

**  A  lai*ge  jiortion  of  the  revonue  of  Intiiacon- 
sij^td  of  the  rent  of  laiuL  So  fur  as  thisre*M)iirce 
extends  in  any  c^>imtry.  the  ]mlilir  ueo«^sitii'a 
of  the  oiuiitry  may  Ik;  said  to  be  {jroviHetl  for 
at  no  exi>enBe  fo  the  people  at  lark'is^  Where 
the  original  ri^ht  of  the  State  to  tht*  land  of  tht 
country  has  been  rc'served,  and  i\»  itiiitmil — 
but  no  more  than  natural— rente  made  nv*iiit- 
able  to  meet  the  publir  pxpenditnre.  thr  pwtple 
may  be  said  to  be  so  f  ^  the 

Gnvernment  only  ta]  ind» 

lord,  .  ,  .  It  j*»  of  cou;  tio- 

raand  uf  revenue  fih*  the 

Itmits  of  a  fail  n^nt.     t  iTn- 
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dace  is  duly  recorded,  and  the  rent 
1*^  eatiraated  for  a  period  of  30  jei^rs. 
No  iiicreaae  of  rent  is  nl lowed  od  improve* 
raents  made  by  the  tetiiiut  himself  or  im* 
provenoents  arising  from  eicijenditure  of 
private  monej.  With  regard  to  the  settle- 
tnent  in  Bengal,  that  settlemeut  was  fixed 
1 00  years  ago  at  about  £3,250,000,  and  that 
represented  a  fair  rent  then  to  be   paid 


metits,  and  la  the  earlier  periods  of  our  own, 
this  limit  wa»  olten  exceeded.  But,  under  the 
Britiiih  rule,  in  every  inst-ance  in  which  the  lact 
of  exeeaaive  aaaessment  was  pro  veil  l)y  large 
outstanding  balaacea  and  tncrea&ed  difficulty 
of  realisation^  the  Government  has«  when  the 
fact  was  ascertained,  taken  meaiures  for  re* 
ductn^  the  aftsesdmeot.'* 

Mr,  Fawcett,  writing  a  great  many  years 
after  Mill,  sayff — 

**  The  G^jvemment  in  India  exercise^  oyer  a 
great  portion  of  the  soil  the  same  rights  of  pro« 
perty  as  those  which  an  Koglish  landlord  exer- 
cises over  his  own  estate.  The  Gurernmcnt  in 
India  takes  the  place  of  individual  laudlord*^ 
and  cultivators  of  the  eoil  rent  their  land  from 
Oovemment  instead  of  from  private  land- 
holders.  .  ,  .  ,  .  As  f^ir  as  the  cultivators  of 
the  soil  are  concerneil,  it  can  be  no  matter  of  con- 
sequence whatever  to  them  whether  they  jmy  a 
Land  Tax  to  the  Government  or  whether  they 
pay  rent  to  private  landholders.  Hence  a 
I^d  Tax  is  no  harder  upon  the  cultivator,  nor 
tloes  hifl  imi>ost  cause  any  loss  to  the  rest  of  the 
community*  It  therefore  follows  that  a  Land 
Tax,  so  long  aa  it  «loe*  not  exct?ed  a  rack*ront» 
cannot  increase  the  price  of  products  raised  from 
land,  for  those  who  grow  product©  would  not 
«ell  them  cheaper,  if  they  paid  rent  to  a  ^jrivate 
Ijindlonl  instead  of  paying  the  same  amount  to 
the  Government  in  the  form  of  a  Land  Tax.  A 
Ian<l  tax  consequently  differs  from  all  other 
tJkxcs,  for  it  possesses  the  excellent  quality  of 
providing  a  Inrgc  revenue  for  the  State  without 
dimiDi.shing  the  wealth  of  any  class  of  the  com* 
munity,  Those,  therefore,  are  completely  in  error 

— and  I  recommend  this  to  my  hou» 
Friend  behind  me — 

who  quote  the  aggregate  amount  of  taxation 
which  is  raised  in  India  in  order  to  prove 
bow  heavily  the  people  of  that  country  arc 
taxed.  At  leaf t  £20,<X»O.WO  per  annum  is  ob- 
tained in  Inrlia  by  the  Land  Tax,  but  it  would 
be  a^  unreasonable  to  consitler  this  amount  as  a 
burden  laid  upon  the  ^)eople,  as  it  would  be  to 
oonsitter  that  the  whole  rent  which  is  paid  to 
English  landlords  in  this  country  is  an  impost 
levied  on  the  cultivatons  of  the  soil." 

In  India  they  nationalised  the  land  cen- 
tiiries  ago.  The  land  belongs  to  the 
State,  and  the  cultivators  of  the  land  pay 
a  certain  rent  in  respect  of  their  tenancies. 
Whether  that  rent  is  an  excessive  rent  or 
a  moderate  rent  is,  of  conrse,  a  question 
on  ^vbich  discussion  may  arise,  and  on 
which  diflFerent  opinions  may  be  ex- 
pressed. Putting  it  generally,  there  are 
two  principal  assessments  in  India — ^the 
permanent  settlement  which  was  made  100 
vears  ago  by  Lord  Corn wal lis  in  Bengal, 
and  which  then  and  for  ever  fixed  the 
sura  tiie  tenants  were  to  pay,  and  tem- 
porary settlements  made  once  in  30  years 
which  have  prevailed  for  a  long  series  of 
years,  and  under  which  the  conditions  of 
the  land  are  considered,  the  cultivated 
.area   Is  ascertained,  the   price   of    pro- 
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for  the  land  and  its  produce.  The  gTo«s 
annual  rental  now  receive*!  by  the  laud* 
lord  is  nearly  £15,000,000.  Hardly  any 
of  this  increase  is  due  to  the  action  of  the 
zemindars.  It  has  arinen  from  the  in- 
creased population,  from  the  industry  of 
the  ryots,  from  the  rise  in  prices,  and  to 
a  great  extent  from  the  money  expended 
by  the  State  for  the  roads  and  railwaya. 
Now,  Sir,  the  House  will  see  what 
the  po«itiou  of  the  Government  woald 
be  if  that  settlement  had  never  been 
made.  That  large  unearned  increase 
of  many  miltipns  has  not  gone  into  the 
pockets  of  the  cultivator  of  the  soil,  but 
has  been  received  by  the  zemindars*  Na 
advautJige  has  bt^en  derived  by  the  ryots 
from  the  increased  value  of  the  land.  Thai 
is  a  system  which,  as  the  hon.  ^'  "  for 
Kingston  has  pointed  out,  is  h  ;.le 

and  is  a  great  loss  to  the  iieopie  oi  indin. 
The  Government  of  India  are,  1  think, 
to  be  congratulated  that  in  three-fourths 
of  the  districts  of  India  that  system  doee 
not  now  provaiL  The  position  of  a^airs 
in  Bengal  has  been  for  year^  a  seriona 
injustice  —  I  might  use  a  stronger 
wonl-^to  the  tenants.  The  tenants 
have  been  rack-rented  ;  the  zemindars 
have  paid  the  rent  to  which  I  alluded 
just  now  to  the  Government,  and  haire 
done  pretty  much  what  they  liked  as 
to  the  mode  of  dealing  with  their  tenants. 
The  protection  given  to  tenants  in  other 
parts  of  India  practically  ceased  to 
exist  in  Bengal,  Inquiry  after  inquiry 
by  Governor  General  after  Governor 
General  took  place  upon  the  question, 
and  eventually  the  Bengal  Tenancy  Act 
was  passed  in  1885,  which  recognised 
the  rights  of  the  tenants  so  far  as  the 
future  was  concerned.  The  Bill  was 
verj  much  upon  the  lines  of  BiUa 
referring  to  Irish  tenants.  The  mea<* 
sure  was  passed  into  law  eight  or  nine 
yeare  ago,  and  it  is  in  carrying  out  that 
measure,  and  in  completing  the  Cadaatral 
Survey  of  a  part  of  Bengal — namely^ 
Behar — that  diificulty  has  arisen.  The 
difficulty  has,  however,  I  think,  been 
greatly   exaggerated,    and    1    think  we 
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may  expect   that    a    decisioii    will   be  i 
arrived  at  before  lang  which  will  pive 
satisfaction     both     to    the     tetxants     of 
Behar    and    to    the    zemiodars.        The 
Government    have    taken    upon    them- 
selves a  larger  share  of  the  cost  of  the 
aurvey  than  was  originally  contemplated^ 
and  I    do  not  believe   that  any  further 
cotnplaintB    will    now     be   made.       But 
before  I  pass  from  Behar  I  will  give  a 
singular  illustration  of  the  unwisdom  of 
this  settlement.      In   Behar,  where   the 
land  revenue  was  .settled  on  the  lowest 
scale  IOC)  years  ago,  and  where  it  now 
falls    at    the    rate   of    about    10   annas 
per  acre  of   cultivated    laud,    the  renin 
paid  by  the  cultivators  are  higher,   the 
pressure  on  the  ryots  is  heavier,  and  the 
condition  of  the  smaller  ryots  is  poorer, 
than  they  are  in  other  Provinces  w^here 
the  land  revenue  is  periodically  re-sattled, 
and  where  the  average  iucj deuce  per  acre 
ia   from  30  to  35  annas.     Passing  from 
this  local   question,  I  may  say  generally 
that  the  instructions  to  the  officers  of  the 
Government     are     what     I    mentioned 
yesterday  I  that  they  are  to  apportion  rents 
with  justice  and  with  moderation,    I  will 
DOW  give  the  House  figures  showing  how  | 
the  amount   of  the  revenue  hears  upon 
the  condition  of  the  people,  taking  India 
fL3  a  whole.     The  gross  area  of  British 
India  now  under  cultivation  is  estimated 
$Lt  196,000,000  acres,  and  the  gross  rent 
paid  to  the  Government  in   1894-95  at 
fix.25,703,600.     Of  thid  cultivated  area 
nearly  13  per   cent,  bears   two  or  more 
crops  a  year.  No  pasture  or  grass  land  is 
reckoned  as  cultivated.     The  total   land 
revenue   (Kx, 25,703,000)   on   the    total 
ai*ea    of    cultivated    land  —  apart    from 
fallows   and   grass    land^f — falls    at    an 
average  rate  of  1*31  ni pees  per  cultivated 
acre  all  over  India.     The  average  iuci* 
*lence  of  land  revenue  varies  in  the  dif- 
ferent Provinces  from  0'43  of  a   nipee 
per  cultivated  acre  in   the  Central  Pro- 
yinces  to  2*99  (or  say  3)   rupees  per  acre 
to  Burma.     In  special  tracts  and  villages 
in  ai*id  parts  of  the  Deccan,  or  stony  tracts 
IQ  the  Central  Provinces,  the  land  revenue 
is  as  low  as  two  annas  (one-eighth  of  a 
rupee)  per  acre  ;  whereas  in  tovna  lots  in 
the  Calcutta  suburbs  the  rate  may  some- 
times go  as  high  as   40   rupees  per  acre. 
The  gross  value  of  all  the  crops  is  esti> 
mateil    to     be    Bx. 3 1 3,500,000    a    year. 
The  laud  revenue  represents  8  per  cent, 
of  this  valne,     ^Some  authorities  put  the 
value  of  the  crops  higher,  and  estimate 


the  total  land  revenue  at  6  per  cent,  of 
the  gross  yield.     But  the   figure  taken 
above  is  moderate  and  safe.     This  esti- 
mate    takes      no     account      of     grass 
and   [lasture  lands,  or  of  the   75,500,000 
head    of    greater  cattle  and    30,600,000 
head  of  lesser  cattle.      The  rent  is  en* 
tireiy   raised    upon    amble   or    agricul- 
tural land.     As  compared  with  the  gross 
vaUie  of  the  crops  in  India,  this  revenue 
cannot  be  considered    excessive.       The 
next    item    of   revenue   which  I  submit 
to    the    House    as   coming    within    the 
non-tax    revenue  is  the  revenue  derived 
from  opium.     I  am  not    now   going    to 
deal  with   the  merits  or  demerits  of  this 
opium  question.     The  whole  question  is 
being    considered    by    a    competent    and 
impartial  Royal  Commission,  and  I  think 
that  both  in  India  aud   in  England  the 
Report  of  that  Commission  will  l>e  awaited 
with  a  great  deal  of  interest,  as  we  shall 
then   have  before  us  tJie   facts  of  that 
complicated  controversy  upon  which  we 
shall  be  able   perhaps   to  form  a  correct 
opinion.     Speaking   now  simply  as   the 
Finance   Minister,    I    have    to   tell    the 
House  that  in  1893  the  gross  revenue  from 
opium  produced    RxJ,993,000.     In  the 
preceding  year  it  produced  Ri. 8,012,000, 
there  being  therefore  a  decrease.     I  said 
just    now    that    that    was    not    a    tax 
revenue  falling  upon  the  people  of  India. 
It   is  a  tax   falling  upon     people    who 
buy  the  opium   from   India.      The    tax 
upon    opium  consumed   in    India   forms 
part  of   the  Excise  revenue,  and   forms 
no    part   of    the   opium    revenue.     The 
particular  revenue  from  opium  arises  from 
two   sources  :    the    taxation    of    opium 
which  is   produced  in   the  native   States, 
aud    which,    passing   through    Bombay, 
is  charged    with   a    certain    pass    duty, 
and   the   profit    which    accrues    to    the 
Indian  Government  from  tho  monopoly 
which  they  have  in  the  manufacture  of 
opium.      Now  I   come  to    what  I  call 
taxation  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word, 
and  I  first  take  the  taxation  in  regard  to 
salt.     It  was  discussed  yesterday,  and  I 
am  not  going  to  quarrel  with  its  descrip- 
tion as  a   severe   tax.      That  tax    pro- 
duced in  1893  Rx,8,l67,000  net.     Now, 
this  duty   has  been   raised  in  the   past 
history    of    India    on     all    salt,    either 
imported  into  the  country  or   manufac- 
tured   in    India.      There    was   a   great 
variety  in  the  rates  which  prevailed,  but 
they  eventually  settled  down  to  2  rupees 
for  every  82Ibs.  of  salt.      But  in  1888,  i 
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owing  to  6tiaQcml  exigencieet  the  taxa- 
tion was  raised  to  2^  rupees  upon  every 
8*2 lbs.  At  that  time  great  fear  was 
expressoil  that  the  impoaitiou  of  tbi^ 
duty  would  teud  to  decrease  th©  con- 
saniptiou,  which  it  was  said — -atid  I 
fpiite  agree — would  be  a  grejtt  calamity 
to  the  people.  If  the  result  of  that  taxa- 
tion had  beeti  tc  produce  such  a  uon«4e- 
f{iience,  it  would,  in  ray  opinion,  have 
been  much  to  be  deprecatetl.  Now,  the 
figures  are  as  follow*  :— In  1888,  when 
the  duty  was  raided  from  2  rupees  to 
2^  rupees,  the  cousumption  in  lodia  was 
31,474,000  maunds ;  in  the  following 
year,  33,486,(XK)  ;  in  1890,  33,722,000; 
in  the  next  year,  34,HoI^OOO;  and  in  the 
year  which  I  aui  now  discussing, 
85,451,000.  In  the  last  10  years  there 
bas  been  an  increase  in  the  eonHumption 
fif  18  per  cent,,  whilst  the  population  of 
India  has  only  advanced  1 1  per  cent. 
Now,  thifi  cousumption  works  out  at 
lOjlhs.  per  head.  It  varies  in  diflereut 
Provinces,  in  aome  being  as  much  as 
18|lb8.  per  head,  uud  in  ^otne  so  low  as 
81b8.  per  head,  but  as  showing  the 
actual  burden  of  the  tax  upon  the 
people  of  India  I  take  the  average  con- 
sumption at  10|lbs*  per  head.  Taking 
the  average  Indian  family  at  five  mem- 
ber!^ the  taxation  wouhl  fall  at  the  rate 
of  IJ  rupees  per  annum  per  family,  or 
live  annas  per  head.  Do  not  let  me  lie  mis- 
understood as  in  any  w*ay  taking  an  opti- 
mistic view  of  the  lax.  Nothing  would 
pieawe  me  better  than  to  be  able  to  tell 
the  House  that  the  Indian  Government 
were  in  a  position  to  abolish  this  tax.  I 
think  it  would  be*  a  very  great  lK)on  to 
the  people  of  India  to  get  rid  of  this  tax 
altogether,  but,  at  the  same  time,  how* 
ever  strong  our  feeltug  may  be,  we  must 
not  forget  that  there  i,'^  no  tax  in  India 
upon  lotiacco  or  sugar,  and  that,  this  is 
practically  the  only  tax  which  the  Indian 
peasant  need  pay,  unless  he  indulges  in 
spirits  and  narcotics.  This  is  practically 
/the  only  tax  levied  upon  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  people  of  India,  and  I  think 
we  may  congratulate  ourselves  on  the  en- 
couraging fact  that  the  consumption  of 
i^alt  has  not  decreased,  but  faa^  increased. 
Well,  the  next  item  is  that  coming  under 
the  head  of  stamps.  That  U  very  much 
the  same  class  of  taxation  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exche^juer  is  familiar  with 
here.  This  item  produced  gome 
Rx, 4,254,000  net,  a  very  slight  increaBe 
upOD  the  preceding  ye&r.  I  may 
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observe  here  that  Deibth  Duties,  Estate 
Duties,  and  Legacy  Duties  in  India  arc  a 

mtue  of  future  revenue  still  unexplored. 
The  next  item  is  Excise*     The  Kxcise 
Duty  in  India  is  raised  by  duties  upon  and 
licences  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors.     My 
hon.  Friend    the  Member  for  Flintshire 
complained  very  strongly  of  the  working 
of  the  Excise  Duties.    He  made  some  very 
strong  charges  against  the  collectors   of 
this  revenue  in  India  as  to  the  mode  iit 
which  the  tax  was  collected.     Well,  Sir» 
Drink   Duties   are  looked  at  from   two 
points  of  view^-one  from   the  point  of 
view   of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  one  from  the  moralist's  poiut  of 
view,     I  think  the  desire  of  every  right- 
miuded   man   is  that   this  revenue  should 
be  as   high  as  possible  in  onler  to  check 
consumption,  and  tlie  difHcult   dividing 
line  of  excessive   or  not  sufficient  taxa- 
tion   is    where   smuggling   would    begin 
and   greater  evils   would  follow.      Thts 
revenue  has  considerably  increased  in  the 
course  of  the  last  few  years.     In  1889  it 
re^tehed    Rx, 4, 67 9,000,    and    now    it  is 
Rx.5^21 0,000.     I  am  informed  that  tJiis 
increase     has     arisen     from     improved 
Excise  administration.     The  amount   of 
taxation  has  very  much  increased  In  the 
last  few   years,  and  there    has    been    a 
great  reduction   in   the  use  of  illicit  iti- 
toxicauts.     The  licences — and   the  luilk 
of  the  Revenue    comes   from   thera^ — are 
for  spirits  made,  spirits  imported,  certam 
fermented  drinks,  opium,  and    narcotics. 
Ten  years  ago  the  total  number  of  shops 
of  all    kinds    licensed    for    alcohol    and 
opium  was  1 15,637.     Last  yejir  the  total 
Hceoces  were  102,991,  showing  a  decrease 
of   something   like    12,000.     The   drink 
bill  of  the  United  Kingdom  gives  a  total 
revenue  of  £35,000,000  from  a  popula* 
tion  of  39,000,000,     Tliis   is  practically 
a    drink    revenue     55|     times     greater 
per      hejwl     of     population      than     the 
Revenue  raised  in  India.    The  number  of 
licences    has    been,    as     I    have   shown 
already,   reduced,  and,  whereas  we  fiod 
that  in  Englaut)  there  is  a  shop  licensed 
to  sell  intoxicati ug  liquors  for  every   16S 
of  the    population,  there    is    in    India  tk 
licensed  shop  to  sell  these  liquors  and  for 
opium  for  every  2,148  of  the  populaiion. 
I    very  much  wiah   my    hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cumberland  was  here,  that  he 
might  see  that,  in  the  darkness  of  Jndia^ 
there  are  some  gieam!<  of  light  which  be 
would  like  to  see  extended  to  England* 
With    reference    to    my    boo.   Friend*it 
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sf4*temeijt  as  to  the  policy  of  the  Excuse 
collectors  in  raising  this  reveuiie,  aud 
the  polioy  of  the  Govcrunieut  of  ludia,  1 
can  only  repeat  to  the  House  LorU 
Cross's  Despatch  upon  this  question, 
wliich  expresses  the  views  of  the  Home 
Govcniment,  and  I  believe  the  views  of 
the  Indian  Government.     He  savs^ — 

*'  I  lay  down  this  principle— that  any  exten- 
sion of  the  habit  of  drinkiog  anions  the  Indian 
popolntious  is  to  be  rli*courage«i  ;  that  the  tax 
on  spirit*  and  liquors  should  be  ns  high  iik  niay 
be  possible  withe>ut  ^viiig  rise  to  illicit  methods 
of  making  and  sellings  liquors  ;  and  that,  «^bi(^ct 
to  thej*L'  wnsi deration'*,  a  niaxlmnm.  Kevenue 
should  Ix*  laifcia-i  from  a  ndriiinani  cunsumiition 
of  intoxicating  liquox'^,." 

My  hon.  Friend  stated  yesterday  that  he 
l>elleved  that  the  collectors  of  this  class 
of  revenue  were  protnoted  or  were 
degrades]  according  to  the  amount  they 
received  IVoni  the  popuhitfon.  WelJ^  J 
have  made  inquiries  iuto  thid  matter,  aud 
I  am  informed  by  the  India  Office  that 
they  liave  no  record  of  any  case  of  a  col- 
lector having  been  punislied  or  degraded 
by  reason  of  bringin*^  in  a  decreased 
Excise  Revenue,  Ou  the  contrary,  tho5§e 
collectors  where  the  cotidumptiou  ie§  re- 
istncted  ai'©  the  collectors  approved  b>' 
the  Government  and  promoted.  I  think 
my  bon.  Friend,  upon  consideration,  will 
see  that  there  is  no  foundation  for  the 
charge  whicii^  no  doubt,  he  nnide  under  a 
false  impression.  While  talkiugupou  this 
temperance  question,  I  j<ni  rather  tempted 
to  make  one  allusion  to  our  Eurupeau 
subjects  in  India  as  distinct  from  tiie 
people  of  India.  Of  course,  the  people 
ill  whom  wo  are  most  anxious  to 
encourage  temperate  habits  are  the 
soldiers,  to  whom  drink  is  the  greatest 
temptation  and  the  greatest  ruin.  Now, 
that  very  distingulslied  officer,  Sir  George 
White,  now  Commander-in-Chief  in 
India,  has  just  lieen  making  a  speech 
dealing  with  this  question.  He  called  the 
attention  of  the  public  to  the  fact  that 
22,000  men  now  belong  to  the  Army 
Temperance  Society,  and  ho  worked  out 
these  very  interesting  figures  :  that  out  of 
1,150  regimental  Courts  Martial  which 
sat  in  India  last  year  only  39  sat  to  try 
members  of  the  Army  Temperance 
Society  ;  and  that  if  the  members  of  the 
Society  had  their  fair  share  of  military 
offeuces  they  would  have  coutriliuted  79(> 
more  offenders  than  they  actually  did  to 
the  total  number  tried  by  Court  Martial 
in  1893.  Sir  George  White  went  ou  to 
fellow  bow  very  much  the  health  of  the 
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Army  in  India  was  improved  by  al>stention 
from  alcoholic  liquoi's,  and  that  the  Re- 
turns from  the  hospitals  proved  this  to  he 
the  case,  I  hope  I  have  explained  that 
theie  is  no  reason  to  fear  that  any 
struiulus  to  excessive  consumption  of 
intoxicants  is  given. 

Mil  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
I  shall  ho  glad  if  the  right  hon,  Geutle- 
man  can  tell  me  whether  the  licences  are 
uot  sohl  bv  auction  ? 
*Mk,  H.'H.  fowler  :  1  am  not  able 
to  auswer  that  question  oti^hand.  The 
next  item  is  the  Customs*  Last  year 
they  were  practically  a  little  less,  but  not 
to  an  amount  worth  noticing.  This  year 
they  produce  RxJ,418,0{K)  net.  These 
duties  are  on  arms^  liquors,  opium,  and 
petroleum,  and  there  is  an  Export  Duty  ou 
rice.  Practically,  the  Export  Duty  on  rice 
is  no  taxation  on  the  people  of  India, 
because  it  is  paid  by  the  consumers.  It 
is  the  same  as  that  levied  in  8tam  and 
Cochin  China.  The  Income  Tax  last 
year  produced  Rx  J  ,610,000  net  as  against 
Rx J, (508,000  in  the  preccdiug  year. 
TImt  tax  has  been  represented  as  a 
very  safe  index  of  the  poverty  o! 
Iridia.  My  hon.  Friend  told  tlie  IIouso 
what  Id.  would  produce  iu  India,  and 
♦vhat  it  wouhl  produce  in  Kuglaiul.  Of 
course,  the  disproportion  is  something 
appalling,  even  if  you  throw  out  of 
consideration  the  accumulated  wealth 
of  England,  aud  simply  treat  the  two 
countries  ou  parallel  lines.  But  the  in* 
cidenee  of  this  taxation  in  India  ami  Eng- 
land is  widely  different,  and  ft  om  one  you 
cannot  draw  a  concbision  as  to  the  other. 
In  India  the  tax  is  paid  by  a  limited 
class  of  the  population.  Practically  it  id 
paid  on  salaries,  pensions,  Compauies' 
income,  and,  of  coarse,  on  the  income  of 
ordinary  trades  and  professions.  But 
the  great  trade  of  India — the  trade  by 
which  India  lives,  from  which  it  draws 
the  hulk  of  its  incoiue,  and  upon  which 
depends  entirely  Its  prosperity — is  the 
trade  of  agriculture.  There  is  no  In- 
come Tax  on  the  ownership  of  laud, 
on  the  occupation  of  land,  or  on 
the  sale  of  the  produce  of  the  land. 
When  you  strike  out  that  enormous 
item  you  see  that  you  catmot  draw 
a  parallel  with  reference  to  England. 
Again,  when  an  English  man  saves 
money  he  invests  it,  and  it  hecomos 
an  Income  Tax-bearing  property.  But 
those  hoarded  mill  tons  in  India — hoards 
of  gold  and  silver  of  which  the  amount  is 

3  G 


1283 


East  India 


IP 


not  kDOwn,  aod  of  which  there  are  no 
reliable  statistics,  except  those  as  to  tlie 
amount  which  has  been  absorbed — those 
hoards    whicli     must     represent     somo 
hundreds   of    millions   sterling,  paj    uo 
Income   Tax.      Upon   these   grounds  I 
reject  the  idea  that  any  comparison  can 
be  drawn  between  England  and  India.  The 
next  item  is  ProviuciaJ  Rates.  The  House 
will  recollect  that  these  rates  are  collected 
with  and  by    tlie   Siune   agency  as    the 
Imperial  Revenue,    Tiiey  are,  after  being 
collectetl,  re-apportioued  to  the  Provinoiul 
Authorities,  and  spent  by  tUem.     Tbey 
II    teud    to   swell    the   amount   of    the 
anerai    taxation    of  tbo    couutry ;    but 
in  con  trusting  the  taxation  of  India  with 
England  you  would  have  to  add  a  great 
proportion  of  tbe  local   taxation  to  tbo 
English  total.  Last  year  these  provincial 
rated  prod uced  Rx.3,643,000,  which  sbo  ws 
a  sliglit  increase,  but  nothing  abnormal. 
The  last  item  of  taxation  is  the  registra- 
tion on  the  transfer  of  land,  which  pro- 
duced  the  small  amount  of  Rx. 2 16,000. 
These  are  the  items  which  I  have  de* 
scribed     to     the     House     as      taxation 
revenue.       The     amount    in    the    year 
just  closed  was  lix*24,35o»0CK),  as  against 
Rx*23,B68,000  in  the  preceding  year,  or 
an    increase   of    Rx, 487,000,   practically 
Rx. 5 00,000,      The    commercial  services 
form    the   last   item    I    shall   mention. 
I    shall   have   to  say   something   about 
railways  when    dealing   with    expendi- 
ture, but   1   may    say   now   that    there 
is  mo  income  from  railways,  but  a  very 
large  debit  charge.     They  were  worked 
at   a    x^ty  considerable  profit,    but   the 
debenture   payments    aud     the    interest 
upon  share  capital  have  to  be  remitted  to 
England,  and  the  cost  of  exchange  turns 
the  proHt  into  a  loss.     So  far  as  the  Post 
Office    is   concerned,    last    year  it    pro- 
duced Rx.  1,489,000  giOBs ;  the  Telegraph  8 
Rx.938,000,  and  the  Mints  Rx.3 10,000, 
The  upshot  of  tlie&e  statistics   is    that 
the   burden   of    the   taxation   upon   the 
people  of    India   for   the   year   1893   is 
something  like  Rx. 2 5, 7 87,000—1    have 
not  deducted  from  it  the  cost  of  collec- 
tion— and  this  give,8  a  taxation  ]>er  head 
of   the    population   of    one   rupee    two 
annas  and  six   pie«.     The  estimated  net 
expenditure  of  the  Budget  for  1892-3  was 
Rx. 49,435, 200  as  against  an  estimated 
net  revenue  of  Rx ,49, 58 1,800,  showing 
an    estimated    surplus    of    Rx.  146,600. 
That  estimated  surplus,  however,  turned 
out    to    be    Don-oxisteut,  and    the    re- 
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a   balance    between   the  actual 

revenue  and  the  actual  expenditure  wa^ 
a   deficiency   of   Rx,833,412,  due   to  a 
very  large  extent  to  the  fall   in  the  rate 
of   exchange.     The  net  revenue   showa 
an    increase     of     Rx.2,023,881,    whicli 
was  due    in    a    great    me^isure    to    the 
large  augmentation  of   the  net  receipts 
from  opium  ;  but  there  was  also  a  £^tla- 
factory  improvement  under  other  heads* 
But  the  increaiie  of  expenditure  has  wiped 
out  the  anticipated  surplus  and  left  a  net 
deficit.     Of  the  increase  of  expeudituro 
by     Rx.3,004,0tK)      beyoutl      the     sum 
estimatetl      in      the      Budgcti      nearly 
Rx. 2,000,000    arises     from     exchange, 
leaving      only      Rx. 1,02(5,000     to      be 
explained     under     the      various     items 
which    appear    in    the    Statement    the 
Committee    have     before    them.      The 
Budget   of   1893   was    based   on   a  riito 
of    exchange   of    Is.    4d.,   and   the  rato 
realised  was  rather  lower  than   Is.  3d., 
so  the  House  will  see  at  once  where  a 
greutdealof  the  loss  occurred ,  The  Budget 
Estimate  of  1893-4,  as  revised  down  ta 
tbe  present  time,  shows  a  net  revenue  of 
Rx, 50,253,000 ;    a   net   expenditure    of 
Rx. 52,046,000,       and      a      deficit      of 
Rx. 1,792,800.     That  i?*  only  Rx, 197,70^1 
wori*e  than  tbe  original  Budget  Estimate, 
which  estimated  a  deficit  of  Rx, 1, 595, 100. 
There  has  been  a  reduction  in  opium,  a 
reduction  in  salt  revenue,  and  a  reduction 
in  the  rates ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  thero 
has  been  an  Increase  in  the  Land  Revenue^ 
in  Stamps,  in  Excise,  and  a  small  increase 
in  assessed  taxes.    Although  the  revenue 
was    more,    the    expenditure    was    alsa 
more,  and  that  made  the  net  deficiency 
more  than  was  expected  by  Rx.  197,000. 
Tlmt  is  not  a  very  satisfactory  st^itement 
for  1 894.    But  that  is  not  the  Budget  now 
before  the  House,  aud  it  is  not  necessary 
that  I  should  now  go  through  it  in  detaiL 
Not w  i th s tand in g  that  t h e re  w ere  modera te 
increases  of  revenue  and/ considerable  re- 
ductions of  expenditure  in  the  year  1894, 
and  the  rate  of  taxation  was   in  no  way 
altered,  the  deficit  of  the  preceding  year, 
which    was    Rx. 833,000,    has     become 
Rx.  1,792,800,  and  I  think  I  am  right  in 
saying  that  that  deficit  represents  a  further 
loss  from  tbe  fall  in  the  exchange  value  of 
the  rupee.  I  come  now,  Mr.  MoUor,  to  what 
is  the  more  legitimate  part  of  the  Budget 
Statement^ — the  statement  for  tbe  forth* 
coming  year,  1895,     I  have  just  told  the 
House  that  the  net  expenditure  for  1894 
was  Rx, 52,046,000,  or,  in  round  figures. 
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lx.52,000,000.    The  rate  of  exchange  for 

Uat  jear  wa«  a  li  ttle  above  1  s.  2W.   lo  the 

ludgetfor  thiayear  it  was  takeu  in  India 

kt  Is.  2d.,  and  this  reduction   in  the  gold 

altie  of  tlie  rupee  involves  an  increase 

t>f  expenditure  of   Rx,  1,052,600,  whieh^ 

Wing  to  a  slight  increase  iu  the  stefling 

^  tpeuditure,  IS  raised   to   Rx.1,0o3,0(;K>  ; 

[id    therefore,    assuming    the   expend!- 

lire     at     the    same     rate     as    it    was 

Bi8t   year,   instead    of   the  Budget    con- 

inuiDg  at  Rx, 5 2,0*46,000,  we  have  to  deal 

nth  an  expenditure  of  Rx. 53,099,000. 

["here  are  various  increases  and  decreases 

tbe    revenue    and    expenditure,    hiU 

tliej    are    all    of     small    amount,  and  I 

rill  not  trouhle  you   with    them.     The 

'result    is,    that    I    have    to    deal    witli 

an     expenditure      of      Rx, 5 3,32 1,000  ; 

against  which  I  take  the  same  basis  of 

Bveoue  as  last  year,  and,  allowing  only 

lor  a  reduction  of  Rx, 4 19,000,  we  have  a 

ioHcit  of   Rx*3»517,0(X)  this  year.     The 

Committee    will   bear  in   miuil  that    for 

lb93   the    dehcit    was    Rx,83a,0(.)0  ;     in 

1894  Rx.  1,793,000,  and   for    1895  it  is 

"Ix, 3,5 1 7,000.    The  question  is,  how  can 

we  meet  that  deficit,^   What  can  we  do  in 

the    way    of   retlucing   expemliture  ?     I 

presume  that  the   first   duty    and  legiii- 

aate  f  imction  of  the  Finance  Department 

pf  a  Government,  when  they  have  to  face 

deficit  of  this  character,  is  to  see  what 

lej  can  do  iu  the  way  of  reducing  ex- 

enditure.     They  roust   ask    themselves 

whether  they  are  bound  to  keep  up  such 

a  large  expenditure,   and  whether  they 

.caanot  iu  any  way  reduce  that  expendi 

lire   iu   order    to   enable  them  to  meet 

tit    deficit.      Now     I    have   to    touch 

ipon    another    thorny     subject,    and    I 

aust    trouhle    the    Committee    with    a 

explanation,     A    discusslou    was 

by  hou.  Members  yestenlay  upon 

Ut   was    called  the  Famine  Insurance 

?iiiid.     If  ever  words  were  iu  tended  to 

tooceal  the  real  operations  of  a  Depart- 

aent,  the  words  *' Famine  InsuranceFund  " 

^ere  successful  for  that  purpose.     The 

Committee  must  understand  there  is   no 

such  thing  as  a  "Famine  Insurance  Fucd'* 

at  all.     It  does  not  exist,  and  never  has 

dsted.  Therefore,  when  complaints  are 

Hade  that  the  Government  of  India  have 

appropriated    money,  which    is  sacredly 

et  apart  for  such  a  purpose,  to  increase 

the  ordinary  Revenue,  all  I  can  say  is  that 

they  are  entirely  unfounded.      There  are 

najjy  authorities  on  this  subject,     I  have 

ill  detail  the  speeches   which  were 


made  when  this  fund  was  started,  I 
have  got  a  summary  of  those  speeches 
made  by  the  distinguished  author  of  the 
scheme  himself.  I  will  endeavour  to 
state  it  in  a  sentence  or  two  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Committee,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  then  form  their  own  judgments* 
as  to  whether  my  statement  is  correct  or 
not.  In  the  year  when  this  scheme  was 
proposed  to  the  Iiulian  Council  by  Sir 
Johti  Strachey,  who  was  then  Finance 
Minister,  the  Government  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  cost  of  a  famine 
coming  once  iu  10  years  represet»*^d 
something  like  Rx.l5,000,0tX).  That 
calamity  involved,  of  course,  the  raising 
by  loan  of  a  very  large  sum  of  money  iu 
order  to  meet  tlmt  exceptional  expemli- 
ture.  Sir  John  Strachey^s  scheme  was 
this  :  that  the  Budget  iu  India  should  eou- 
tem plate  an  annual  surplus,  or  what  we 
should  call  in  this  country  a  Sinking 
Fund,  of  Rx  J, 500,000,  and  that  this 
fund  should  be  devoted  in  the  first  in* 
stance  to  tlie  relief  of  any  actual  famiuo 
expenditure  incurred  in  that  year  ;  and^ 
iu  the  next  place,  that  any  further  sum 
should  be  directly  expended  in  the  con- 
Btruction  of  unproductive  railways — I 
mean  unproductive  from  a  commercial 
fmint  of  view,  but  works  calculated  to 
protect  the  country  from  famine — ^antl, 
lastly,  for  the  reductiou  of  existing 
debt,  or  avoidance  of  debt  otherwise 
about  to  be  incurred,  so  as  to  form  a  set- 
off against  the  borrowing  that  might  be 
expected  in  a  year  when  famine  arose. 
Let  me  read  you  what  Sir  Jolm  Strachej, 
the  highest  authority  on  thid  question, 
says  : — 

"  This  policy  of  insurance  against  fiimine  so. 
simple  in  its  nature  has  been  constantly  mis- 
iLu«lerst<3od,  It  has  been  stated  that  a  separate 
fuml  wan  constituted  into  which  cortain 
revenues  were  paid,  which  could  only  be 
drawn  out  for  specified  purposes.  No  such  idea 
\va«  ever  enteitaincd.  The  Famine  Iiisuiaace 
Vmxd  of  which  people  have  often  talked  never 
existed.  Tbe  intention  was  nothing  raore  thaa 
the  annual  apphcation  of  surijluw  revenue  to  the 
extent  uf  RxJ,50O,O0O  for  the  purposes  I  have 
deserihed." 

Thus,  whereas  the  Government  of  India 
had  year  by  year  been  borrowing  money 
for  their  railway  and  other  works,  it  was 
not  necessary  that  the  Rx.  1,500,000 
should  be  applied  in  reduction  of  the 
debt,  and  that  another  Rx.  1,500,000 
should  be  burrowed  :  the  one  was  simply 
a  set-off  against  to  the  other.  What  has 
been  done  under  this  Famine  Insurance 
Fund  ?  Let  me  refer  you  to  page  1 1  of 
3  G  2 
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This  fund  »  cannot  deal  witb  a  surplus  until  you  have 

ft  surplus.  Thia  year  there  ia  no  surplus 
revenue  in  India.  There  is  no  surpluj 
of  Rx.UoOO,0(K>.  Therefore,  if  the  Oo- 
vernmeut  had  intended  this  year  to  apn 
propriate  this  Ex. 1, 500,000,  which  Sir 
Charles  Elliott  says  is  not  needed,  we 
shonUl  not  have  been  able  to  do  that 
without  putting  on  additional  taxation. 

•Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN:  May  I 
ask  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  whether 
there  was  not  for  1892-9:^  an  amount  of 
Rx.  1,686,000,  which  were  collecte<l  from 
certain  ussessed  taxes  w^hich  were 
specially  raised  for  the  purposes  of  ihi* 
famine  insurnnee  ? 

♦Mit.  H.  H.  FOWLER;  My  hon.  Friend 
cau  discuss  that  when  1  have  done  my 
statement.  1  cannot  a^imlt  his  premises 
at  all.  This  criticism  which  was  raised 
yesterday  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  raise 
aj^ain  if  he  likes.  What  I  have  to  deal 
with  is  that  there  is  an  expenditure  at 
this  moment  of  Rx,3,500,0(X)  more  than 
the  revenue.  Therefore,  the  first  thing 
which  the  Finance  Minister  has  said  15, 
'^I  will  stop  this  expenditure  this  year.** 
I  am  sorry  that  that  has  had  ta  be 
done.  I  should  like  these  protective 
works  to  be  carried  still  further ;  I 
i?houId  have  liked  the  debt  to  have 
lieeu  paid  off.  The  Indian  Govemmeot. 
will  provide  for  certain  irrigation  works 
which  they  know  to  be  necessary,  aod 
they  will  also  pay  the  net  charge  on  certain 
protective  rn  if  ways,  and  the  aggregate  of 
these  provisions  will  be  Rx. 423,800,  The 
reduction  in  the  amount  to  be  ex^jended 
under  the  head  of  Famine  Relief  and  Insur- 
ance this  year  is,  therefore,  Rx.l,0S3,3OO. 
The  next  reductions  are  Rx. 188,000  in 
military  works,  Rx.263,000  in  civil  works, 
and  in  special  defence  works  Rx. 135,000, 
The  Indian  Government  have  further 
called  upon  the  Provincial  Administrations 
to  submit  to  a  reduction  of  their  balance?. 
This  is  rather  a  complicateil  question  ;  but, 
if  the  Committee  will  allow  me,  I  will 
state  the  figures  in  one  or  two  sums.  I 
think  it  will  lie  sufficient  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Debate,  In  the  scheme  of  decen- 
tralisation whi^'h  is  now  carried  on  in 
India  large  portions  of  the  Revenue  are 
handed  over  to  the  Local  Authorities,  who 
are  respousible  for  a  large  portion  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  country.  About 
25  [)er  cent,  of  the  gross  expenditure 
is  now  managed  by  the  Local  Authorities. 
The  Indian  Government  requires  all  these 
Local    Authorities  to   have   a  minimum 


my  Explanatory  Statement 
has  been  in  operation  since  the  year 
1882,  and  during  this  period  of  14  years 
there  has  l)een  spent  in  famine  relief 
Rx. 304, 409  ;  ui>on  constnietion  of  pro- 
tective irrigation  works  Rx.  1 ,776,863  ; 
upon  constnietion  of  protective  railways 
there  has  been  charged  under  famine 
relief  and  insurance  Rx  .5,482,943,  and 
charged  under  reveuue  railway  account 
Bx.3,l  86,902;  and  for  reduction  oravoid- 
ance  of  debt  Rx,5,327,299.  Therefore, 
even  allowing  for  a  deduction,  which 
1  am  going  to  mention  immediately, 
Rx.  16,000,000  has  been  appropriated  out 
of  tlie  income  of  India  during  the  last 
14  years  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
famine.  There  is  one  other  authority  I 
should  like  to  quote  on  this  question, 
and  that  is  the  present  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor of  Bengal,  who  was  himself  Se- 
cretary of  the  Famine  Commission,  and 
who*  next  to  Sir  John  iStrachey,  know 
most  about  it,  perhaps,  of  any  of  the  men 
in  India  who  had  the  management  of 
it.  This  gentleman  knows  how  the 
money  was  spent,  and  this  year  he^  in 
dealing  w^ith  this  case,  made  this  strong 
statement — 

*'  The  ealculatioos  made  by  the  Famine  Coin* 
mission  8howt*d  that  the  provision  of  2iM_MM>mdes 
of  railway  would  ^suffice  to  ensure  the  mean^i  of 
aare  and  speetly  transport  of  food  into  every 
part  of  India  that  is  liable  to  \vt  afflicted  iivith 
famine/' 

He  proceeded  to  say^ — 
"  By  the  operation  of  this  system  4,896 
miles  of  protective  railwriiy  for  the  pur- 
poses of  insurance  against  fitmiiK*  have 
l:>een  constTuctcil,  nnd  we  have  in  15  years 
carrietl  out  almost  all  the  schemes  held  f«  be 
necesaafy  for  the  protection  of  the  country 
against  famine.  Speaking  with  such  authority 
as  attaches  to  me  a8  Secretary  to  that  Commis- 
aion,  I  do  not  hesitate  Uy  say  that  the  only  con- 
siderable spot  in  India  on  which  1  could  now 
lay  my  linger  as  Ijoth  liable  \^  severe  famine 
and  insufficiently  protected  against  it,  is 
Orissa.  .  .  When  the  East  Coast  railway  is 
finished,  I  believe  tliat  the  work  of  railway  ex* 
tension,  with  the  special  object  of  famine  pro* 
tection.  will  be  complete<b" 

Whether  those  opinions  be  sound  or  un- 
sound, lion.  Members  will  admit  that, 
coming  from  Sir  Charles  Elliott,  the  Lieu- 
tenant  Governor  of  Bengal,  they  come 
from  a  very  high  autiiority.  When  the 
Govornmeut  of  India  are  charged  with 
having  misappropriated  funds  intended  for 
one  purpose  to  another,  and  of  having  been 
guilty  of  most  reprehensible  conduct,  I 
think  hon.  Members  will  say  that  I  have 
proved  that  this  is  not  the  case.  The 
Famine    Fund     i&    a    ^iirplu'ii,    and  you 

Mr,  FL  IL  Fowler 
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^bnlaDce.     This  18  a  wise  precftutioti.     It 
\  is  to  preveateitmvagancettnd  to  prevent 
work^  heiug  uoUertakeo  which  the  Local 
Authorities  have  not  the  fiiDtl:?  to  defray- 
They  have  asked  the  Local  Authorities 
this    year    to     liaud     over     from     their 
treasuries  a  sum  of  Kx, 405,000  ;    but  the 
latter  will  8tdl  haveafter  the  appropriation 
Rx,2,343,000,oranexcessofHx.l,25O,O0O 
beyood   the  fit^nre  which  is  required  an  a 
miuimuiTi  halauce.    Therefore,  I  think  the 
ludiau    Fiaauce   Minister  is   justitied  iu 
flajiug  that  the  ludiau   Provitieei*  must 
share    with    the   Imperial    Treasury   the 
heavy    burden    of    this    terrible    deficit. 
After  all  these  eeouomie«,  the  Exchetjuer 
will  be  left  with  a  deficit  of  Rx.  1,442,000. 
That  deficit  cau  only  be  met  by  addi- 
jlioiial    taxation,    and    it    was     decided 
I  that   a   Customs    Duty    of   5    per   cent. 
^hould  he  levied  ou  im[3ort8  into  India, 
with   the    exception    of    cotton    goodie* 
These  duties  were  estimated  to  produce 
^Itx.  1,1 40,000,   leaving  a  final  deficit  of 
?Rx.302,000  for  the  current  year.    1  am 
'  aware  that  a   gootl  number  of  people  are 
Lof  opinion  that  the  Government  ought  not 
have  interfered  witli  the  original  inten* 
'^liou  of  the  Indian  Authorities  to  levy  a 
duty   ou  all  Imports    into    India    with- 
tottt     auy     exception ;     and     that     the 
ftxceptiou     of     cotton     goods      is    one 
krhich    cannot    be    justified.     We    have 
iieard,  both  iu   tliis    House  and   also    in 
mother  place,  that    this    is  felt   to   be  a 
rery   great    injustice    by  the    people   of 
India*     ["  Heaj',  hear  I  '\from  (he  Oppo- 
f^lion   Benches,']     1    should  like    to  ask. 
Who    is    goiug  to    pay    the    taxes    ou 
these   imixjFts  r     Tlie    people  of   India, 
ibe  consumers  iu  India,  and  no  one ebe. 
If   I  construe  rightly  what  is  passing  in 
the  minds  of  per^ons   who  have  spoken 
frod  written  on  this  question,  it  amounts 
this  :     (hat     this    is    a    tax    which 
would  have  been  paid  by  the   people  of 
LttDcashiref  and  that    qo   corresponding 
burden  would   Ihj   paid   by  the   people  in 
_Iudia«     Whether  Import  Duties  are  right 
Bf   wrong,  whatever  duty    you  levy   on 
:>D  goods  must  inevitably  be  paid  by 
-  people  who  wear  these  cottou  goods 
India.     The  tax  would  therefore  be  a 
(ax  upon  the  people   of  India,  and   not 
upon    the  Lancashire   manufacturer.     It 
may,   of    course,   aflfect    the   amount   of 
imports   r>y   raising    the  price  of  cotton 
goods  :  but,  a8  a  matter  of  fact,  the  duty 
~  rill    l>e  paid  by  thecunsumer.     The  one 
[>tnplaiDt  of   the   people  of  Lancashire 
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prior  to  1879  was  against  protective 
duties  being  levied  on  their  goods  in 
favour  of  the  native  manufacturer,  and 
Lord  Salisbury  in  his  Despatch  ou  this 
question  said — 

"It  is  trnpowtible  to  believe  that  under  theae 
oonditioni*  the  duty  caji  be  |*ermaiiently  main* 
tjiintxl.  The  entire  acceptance  of  the  syt^tem  of 
Free  Troite  by  England  is  iacoaij^>atible  with  the 
continuance  of  an  exception  apparently  wi 
marked.  Pari iam cut ,  when  it«  attention  is 
drawn  to  the  matter,  will  not  allow  the  only 
remnant  of  l*rote<.ttion  within  the  direct  juriBdic- 
tion  of  the  Enfflish  Government  to  be  a  protec- 
tive duty  which,  bo  far  as  it  operates  at  all,  l« 
hostile  to  Enghsh  manufatrturers." 

Again,  at   a   later  date    Lord    Salisbury 

HO  id — 

**The  Import  Duty  on  cottoTX  manufactures 
is,  on  general  principles,  liable  t*:*  objection  as 
tendinis  to  operate  aM  a  protective  fluty  in  favour 
of  the  native  mauufaoturer.  The  removal  of 
this  duty  is  of  material  importance  btJth  to 
India  and  to  England/' 

Thit)  Houde  ha^  by  solemu  Hesolutioo 
declared  that  it  will  not  sanction  a  pro- 
tec^tive  duty  ou  cotton  goods.  Therefore 
the  pottitiou  I  have  taken  up  is  that  the 
imposition  of  such  a  duty  is  a  step  which 
mu8t  not  l>e  t^keu  until  the  House  ha^ 
had  some  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
cpiestion.  But,  if  this  [duty  is  paid  by 
the  people  of  India,  what  \s  the  posi* 
tion  of  the  Government  ?  We  say  that, 
if  you  are  go'i^g  ***  ^^  the  people  of 
lutlia,  the  prmluct  of  that  tax  must  go 
into  the  treasuries  of  India,  and  tlmt  you 
must  not  tax  the  people  of  India  to  put 
money  into  the  pockets  of  the  mauufac^ 
turers  of  Bombay.  The  broad  principle 
of  protective  dutiei<  \»  this  ;  that  the 
native  manufacturer  raises  his  pricei*  to 
within  an  appreciable  distance  below  the 
prot<?ctive  duty,  so  as  to  have  an  addi- 
tional profit  to  put  into  his  own  pocket 
at  the  expense  of  the  consumer,  and  at  the 
expense  of  tiie  taxpayer.  This  Govern- 
ment is  not  influenced  by  the  Lancashire 
vote.  I  repudiate  on  behalf  of  the  English 
Government  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
the  imputation  that  they  would  place  the 
Lancashire  vote  before  their  policy  on 
matters  affecting  the  ioterests  of  India. 
Questions  of  this  sort  must  be  decided 
on  higher  grounds.  Speaking  for  myself 
and  my  predecesBor,  Lord  Kimherley,  I 
say  that  our  iole  motive  has  been  to 
prevent  the  imposition  of  a  protective 
duty  which  woultl  Inflict  a  hurdeu  on  the 
consumer  iu  India,  without  a  corre- 
sponding addition  to  the  revenue  of  ludia. 
I  have  said  all  along,  and  I  say    now 
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that,  if  the  manufacturers  of  India  are  ,  not  be  prudent  of  me  to  go  into  n 
prepared  to  submit  to  a  counter  vail  ing  diflcuftsiou  which  the  House  could  onlv 
duty  which  will  destroy  the  element  of    oarrv  on   upon   imperfect   datA.      There 

has  been  a  very  large  increase  in  military 
expenditure  in  India.  During  the  last 
10  vears  we  have  increased  the  Army  in 
Ind'ia  by  10,000  Enropoan  and  20,\X)0 
Native  soldiers.  I  could  tell  the  House, 
item  hy  item,  if  there  were  time,  what 
has  been  the  actual  expenditure  ;  but, 
without  going  into  nil  the  details  of  whiht 
has  been  expended,  I  think  tlmt  the 
House  will  find  in  the  enormous  sum  paid 
for  exchauf^e»  in  the  normal  increase  in 
onlinury  expenditure,  and  in  the  addition 


protection,  I  do  not  see  why  the  Import 
Duty  should  not  be  imposed.  I  know  ! 
that  there  are  difficulties  in  this  question  :  | 
I  know  certain  descriptions  of  goods  are 
made  In  Lancashire  and  not  made  in 
India,  while  others  are  made  in  India 
and  not  in  Lancashire ;  but,  if  there 
be  any  necessity  for  increasing  the  taxa- 
tion of  India,  I  see  no  reason  why  this 
tax  could  not  be  fairly  and  justly  im- 
posed, and  at  the  same  time  deprived  of 
any  protective  character,  so  that  it  e^hall 


go  into  the  Treasury  of  India  and  not  I  to  the  Army,  au  explanation  of  the  very 


into  the  pockets  of  the  nuinnfacturers, 
Then  no  itijustiee  would  be  done  to  the 
English  manufacturer  on  the  one  hand 
or  to  the  Indian  consumer  on  the  other. 
Tiiat  is  all  I  have  to  ^ay  on  the  esti* 
mated  iievenne  for  1 894-5,  The 
estimated  expenditure  of  next  year, 
after  mJiking  the  deductions  to  which  I 
have  rcFerred,  is  ltx,oU2Io,4rH).  The 
principal  items  in  round  figures  are  t — 
Interest,  Ux.3,765,<K>0  ;  Civil  Depart- 
ments, Rx. 13,347,000  :  MiscelhineouiH 
Civil  Charges,  lix.4J7 1,000  :  Hail- 
way  Revenue  Account,  Rx.2, 1 30,000  ; 
Buildings,  Roads,  and  Irrigation, 
Rx,*^, 306,000  :  Armv  Services  ami 
Special  Defence  Works  Rx.23, 1 02,000. 
the  net  total  being,  a^  I  have  tjaid, 
Hx, 5 1,2 4 5, 400.  I  want  now  to  call 
atteutio[i  to  one  fact,  and    that  is,  that 


largely  increased  exiJcndiinre.  With 
referenc^e  to  home  chargeH,  as  far  as  my 
experience  at  the  India  Office  is  con- 
cerned, though  it  it*  a  short  one.  I  find 
that  there  is  as  strict  a  s<'rntiny  of  cxpemU- 
turo  in  India  a>  of  expenflitnre  at  home. 
Some  hon.  McmUir  said  yesterday  that 
by  a  stroke  of  ray  ]>en  I  euald  spend 
f  1,000,(X)0.  I  could  do  nothing  of  the 
kind.  I  cannot  spend  £10  by  a  sfj^ko 
of  my  pen.  That  is  rhe  one  thing  the 
Secretary  of  State  cannot  do  ;  he  cannot 
spend  Is.  M'itliont  tiie  consent  of  the 
majority  of  his  Council.  He  has  oo 
power  to  override  his  Council  in  thai 
matter.  I  can  assure  the  House  thai 
wo  have  [nit  our  foot  resolutely  down 
again&t  any  increased  expenditure.  I 
lately  sent  a  strong  Despatch  to  the 
Government  of  India  protesting  ugaiast 


of  this  heavy  expenditure  Kx. 1 2,«^:!f3, 100  any  proj»osal  for  imrreasing  salaries  or 
are  due  entirely  itj  loss  on  ex- '  establishments.  We  are  face  to  face  with 
change.  I  have  given,  on  page  12  of  this  enormous  deficit,  and  it  i»  our  duty  to 
my  Explanatory  Statemeut,  a  Table  '  cut  down  expenditure  as  rigidly  as 
allowing    the    amount    of    net    sterling  i  if    the    same    sta-te    of    things    ai-ose  ill 


expenditure  in  Enghmd  in  recent  years, 
the  average  rate  at  which  remittances 
from  India  have  l>een  effected,  and  the 
loss  on  exchange*  From  that  it  appears 
that,  going  back  10  ycar-s,  the  loss  on 
exchange  was  Rx.3.o(KMKK),  It  has  now 
risen  to  Rx.l2.o00,0t»0,  and  every  de- 
crease of  a  penny  in  the  value  of  the 
rupee  means  an  additional  charge  of 
Rx. 2, 400,000.  There  are  one  or  two 
other  items  of  expendifure  with  which  I 
should  like  to  deal,  ciiiefly  with  reference 
to  the  Army  and  home  charges.  Great 
comnlaiut  has   been   made  bv  several  of 


military  expenditure.      After  the  state- 


Downing  Street.  There  was  last 
year,  apart  from  exchange,  a  reduction  of 
Rx.l02,(K>0,  and  in  1893-4  a  furtiier  re- 
duction of  Rx.424,tXX)  in  expenditure  on 
purely  military  purposes.  I  have  one 
wonl  (o  say  oji  the  debt.  Tlie  closing  of 
the  Mint  r.nd  the  cessation  of  the  sale  of 
bills  compclk^l  the  Government  of  Imiia 
to  borrow  tnoney  in  lliis  country  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  current  expenditure, 
and  in  round  figures  we  raised  Dl,3H6,00i) 
on  delieutures,  we  raised  £6,0<H>,(KX)  on 
bills,  of  which  we  have  already  paid  off 
£4,0tM>,(XK),  and   we  created  new  Stock 


y  hon.  Friends  of  the  increase  in  the    to  the  amount  of  £6,000,(XK)  Three  per 


Cents.     That  is  pnxctically  an  in  crease 


ment    I    made    yesterday    that   a    Com-  I  in  the  debt  of  £9,3«6,0lX>  in   the    year* 


mittoe    wiil    be    appointed    to     examine 
the    question    of  expenditure,    it    would 
Mr.  H,  H.  Fowkr 


That  was  not,  however,  a  real  increase  of 
de'>t  to  that  nmouiil.     It  was  debt  tern- 
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porarily  borrowed  in  this  couDtry  »s 
against  motter  lying  in  the  Treasury  of 
India,  and  it  is  not  fair  to  consider  that 
without  having  »ome  regard  to  the 
balancei  in  India.  The  cash  halancos  in 
India  iii  April,  1893,  nmounted  to 
RxJo,0()0,00(>,  On  Marcdi  K  1894,  they 
had  increased  to  Rx. 20,000,000.  There 
won  Id,  DO  donbt,  have  been  a  loss  in  the 
transmission  of  that  money  to  England, 
and  the  debt  was  created  because  it  was 
considered  unwise  so  to  remit  it.  But 
against  the  liability  there  in  a  corre- 
aponding  deposit  in  India.  I  will  jnst 
state  the  exact  position  of  the  Debt 
at  the  present  time.  The  Debt  in  Eng- 
land is  £114,114,000.  The  Debt  in 
India  is  Kx.  124 J  14,000.  I  was  asked 
yesterday,  "Why  don^l  you  borrow  in 
silver  ?  '"  Well,  more  than  half  the  debt 
of  India  is  a  silver  debt.     The  debt  con- 


very  much  affected  the  exports  and  im- 
ports. It  reduced  exports  and  stimulated 
imports.  It  is  believed  that  the  repeal 
of  the  Sherman  Act  would  have  produced 
a  catastrophe  of  the  greatest  magnitude 
if  the  Mints  had  remained  open.  Otheri 
may  say  that  if  the  Mints  bad  not  been 
closed  there  would  not  have  been  that 
fall  in  the  price  of  silver.  That  is,  of 
course^  a  question  of  the  might- 
have-beens,  and  what  we  have  to 
deal  with  are  the  facts  of  the 
ease,  I  may  remind  the  Committee  of 
the  effect  of  the  closing  of  the  Mints 
upon  the  sale  of  bills  for  the  30  weeks 
from  January  31 ,  1894.  If  those  bills  had 
been  sold  at  the  silver  price  they  would 
have  pro(hiced  £l,820,tKX)  s^terling  less 
than  they  have  producetl^  and  the  deficit 
would  be  so  much  more.  We  were  told 
in  the    Debates  at  the  commencement  of 


fiists  partly  of  the  war  debt,  to  which  a  I  the  Session   tiiat  the  effect  of  this  step 


fearful    amount   was   added    during   the 
Mutiny,  «nd  partly  of  the  nmonnt  due  to  I 
railways  nnd  irrigation.     Whnt  are  our  I 
assets  against  that  debt?     The  debt  in  I 
India  is   Rx J 24,000,000,  and  our  assets 
Rx J  47,000,000.     Thus  there  is  actually 
in  India  a  surplus  of  assets  over  liabilities. 
In    England   tho  Debt  Is  £114,000,000, 
nnd     the     assets     £ti5,00lXO(MJ,  so   that 
there  is  an  excess  of  liability  iti  England 
of  £49,000,000,  and  tho  nctVesult  is  that  ' 
there  Is  an   uncovered  debt  of  something  i 

Sir,    when  | 
are    dealing  ' 


like  Rx. 2.5,-500,000.      Now 
considered    that    we 


would  be  to  dislocate  trade.  Well,  what 
has  been  the  effect  of  this  step  on  tho  trade 
of  India  ?  During  the  first  quarter,  from 
July  to  September,  the  export  of  mer- 
chandise went  down  Rx.646,000  below 
the  avei*age  of  the  previous  five  years. 
The  imports  of  merchandise  enor- 
mously increased  ;  the  import  of 
silver  increased,  the  gold  import 
decreased,  and  the  result  was  that  for 
that  quarter  the  balance  of  net  exports 
was  Rx*3,04f>,000  less  than  the  aver- 
age  of  five  years.  From  October  to 
December — and  the  Committee  must  re- 


tt     IS 

frith    a    poor    couofry,   witli    an    enor-  '  member  that   the  sale    of  Council   bills 

fndas  military  and  Imperial  expenditure,  '  had  been  virtually  suspended  in  August 


fatid     with     a     vast     outlay    on     rail- 

^  ^ays    and   irrigation    works,   I  venture 

to  say    tiiat  that    is  not  unsatisfactory. 

•I     doubt  whether  there   is  any    country 

►In  Europe  showing  anything  approaching 

Uo     such     an      encoumging      state      of 

I  affairs.       The  next   point  is  with  refer- 

^«|jce  to  tho  closing  uf  the  Mints.      That 

step    was  taken   in   consequence    of  the 

great   depreciation    in  the    value  of  the 

,  rupee  and  the  financial  difficulty  in  which 

itliB  Government  of  India  was  placed.    It 

I  was   taken    upon  the  advice  of  a  Com- 

imittee  composed  of  the  most  competent 

rinen  that  could  be  appointed  to  invetiti- 

iite  such  a  question,  who  ret^ommeudetl 

ibe     Government      at      home    not     to 

refufie    the     proposal    of    the    Govern- 

Iment.   of    India    to   suspend    the    noin- 

pfe    of    silver.       The      effect     of    that 

Btep  was,   in  the   first  iuftance,   to   very 

auch  reduce  the  price  of  silver.      It  also 


I  and  there  were  still  hardly  any  sales — 
there  was  a  decrease  ie  the  balance 
of  trade  of  Rx.3,t$37,000.  At  tho  end  of 
January  the  Secretary  of  State  resumed 
the  5>ale  of  bills,  and  the  moment  that 
was  done  the  tide  turne<U  and  in  the 
quarter  from  January  to  March  the  de- 
crease was  only  Rx.  1,755,000.  But 
M'hen  wo  come  to  the  tpnirter  just  closeil, 
frum  April  to  June,  the  first  quarter 
i\nr\ti<^  which  the  experiment  has  been 
fairly  tried,  and  during  whit^h  there  has 
been  no  suspension  in  the  sale  of  Coun- 
cil bills,  the  nm'maf  state  of  things  iras 
resumoib  The  exports  of  merchandise 
during  that  quarter  amounted  to 
Hx, 30,268.000,  fts  against  an  avemgo  of 
Rx/iH,s4H,000  ;  and  the  surplus  exports, 
incimling  treasure,  were  Rx.5,020^<XK» 
above  the  average.  He  would  be  a  very 
bold  man  who  would  dogmatise  on  the 
difficult  question  of  tbet^urrency  of  Indii 
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and  the  question  of  tlie  closing  of  tUo  j  goodt*  cerried  28,(KK),000,  the  gross  re* 
Miuti*^  but.  tUt'se  are  the  factB  wblcli  I  gub-  ^  ceipts  Ux*23,80(VXK),,  tbe  working  e%- 
mir  to  the  Committee.  I  ihiiik  ill's  loo  soon  [i€U!?es  Kx.l  l,2C)<),f>CX),  the  uet  receipte 
yet  to  tot  111  any  judgment  on  the  subject,  j  Rx.  12,659,032,  nnd  tlie  jierceutJige  of 
ftUill  tbiuktbeexpcriment  basnoi  jetbeen  ,  net  rceeijjfs  on  Cttpitftl  eoist  5*44.  Thai 
fully  trie*!*  I  wish  to  stiite  publicly,  inchules  ii  Urge  amount  of  unproductive 
hoivever,  that  we  have  no  inteutlon  of  capital  For  military  and  other  purposes* 
re-opeoing  the  Mints  for  the  coinage  of  VVbile,  however,  tiie  railways  g***'^  >n 
silver.  We  Jiean  the  experiment  to  he  *  India  a  return  of  about  5^  per  cent*  on 
carried  out  to  the  end,  and,  so  far  as  it  i  their  cap i ml  nost,  the  expense  of  paying 
has  proceeded,    we    see     no    reason    to  I  in    Enghiuil    the    inlere.^t    in   gold  i»<   so 


I 


be  alarmed.  The  great  work  of 
Irrigation  la,  proceeding  tMill8factorily, 
The  total  capital  i*um  expended 
up  to  the  close  of  the  year  1891-92 
was  Rx.28,32 1,000  ;  in  1892-93, 
Rx. 602,001)  ;  in  1893-94,  Rx. 7 70,000  ; 
and  we  estimate  to  expend  in  1894-95 
Rx,61 6,000,  which  will  nuike  the  total 
expenditure  «p  to  that  date  Rx.  3  0,309,000* 


heavy  that  the  result  of  the  Railway 
Revenue  Account  is  to  impose  a  eoD- 
siderablc  addition  to  the  Imperial  ex* 
|ienditure.  In  1892  this  additional  uel 
charge  was  only  Rx,3 16,000  ;  in  1893  it 
ro^e  to  Rx.l,847,000:  iu  1894  it  fell  to 
Rx, 1,597,000,  and  tbe  estimate  far 
the  pi-esent  year  is  a  net  charge  of 
Rx.2,1 30,000."^    The  trade  resuIt^s  for  the 


i 


The  percentage  of  net   revenue  hist  year  '  year  are  satisfactory.      The  total  foreigo 
on  the  capital  outlay  was  exactly  5  per 
cent.      The  receiptb  of  the  Tost   Office 
for  last  year  w^ere  Rx.  1,488,000  i  the  ex- 
penditure Rx,  1,5 18,000.     The  extension 


trade  of  India  in  1 892  was  Rx.  1 96,000,000; 
in  1893  Rx. 1 97,000,000—1  mean  ex* 
ports  and  impt»rts  ;  and  in  1894, 
Rx. 20^3,000,000.     Upon    the    whole, 


I 


of  Post  Office  business  is  prm-eetliog  very  [  think   the   Budget  that   I    have    had    to 

rapidly.     The  number  of  letteis  and  post  "     "  "         •       -    * 

cards  passing  through   the  Post  Uffice  in 

India    last    year    was    3 II ,(XX},0(X) ;    of 

newspapers,     26,6(K),CKX) ;     of     parcels, 

2,170,000  ;    and    of   Imok    and    pattern 

packets,  1 2^1 49,000.     The  general  corre 


give  to  tbe  Conmiittee  is  a  Budget  wlitcli^ 
although  it  has  some  very  depressing 
features,  has  some  very  encouraging 
features.  Yesterday  I  w*as  asked  not  io 
take  a  pessimistic  view.  I  hope  1  do 
not,  and  I  likewise  hope  I  do  not  take  au 


apoudence  Returns,  of  which  these  are  a  '  unfairly  optimistic  view.    The  great  diffl- 
summary,    show    an    increase    of    over  '  eujity  is  the  depreciation  of  silver.     Two- 


12,500,000  of  articles  carried  by  post  last 
year  as  compared  with  the  preceding 
year.  Of  this  increase  nearly  •t,5<X),(KM» 
were  due  to  letters,  and  7,(MX),000  t<i 
IK»8t  cards.  The  telegn4pb  returns  are 
equally  satisfactory.  The  total  capital 
outlay  to  tbe  end  of  hist  year  was 
Rx»o,434,000,    and     I  he    percentage    of 


thirds  of  the  trade  of  India  is  writh  gold- 
using  conu tries  ;  and  I  think  that  sooner 
or  later — perhaps  the  sooner  the  l>etter — 
India  must  come  to  have  a  gold  standard. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  tbe  trade  of  India 
with  England  and  all  go  Id -using  couutriea 
is  on  a  gold  basis.  I  think,  upon  the  whoki 
apart  from   the    question    of   exchange. 


net  revenue   on   the  capital  outlay   was  ;  the  general  position    of    Indian   H nance. 


4*46  per  cent.  The  Indian  railways  are  tbe 
one  subject  on  which  I  will  now  tnniUe 
the  Committee,  as  I  feel  the  greatest 
interest  in  them.  We  have  now  18,000 
miles  of  railway  open.  I  know  some  of 
my  friends  are  very  much  dissatisfied 
with  the  progress  of  the  railways.  8o 
am  I.  1  think  nothing  is  wanted  more 
iu  India,  so  far  as  constructive  works  are 
concerned,  than  a  very  large  increase  of 
railway  communication.  Such  an  in- 
crease of  mil  way  communication  will  be 
a  great  boon  to  all  classes.  The  capital 
outlay  up  to  the  end  of  the  year  on  tbe 
Indian  railways  is  Rx .233,000,000.  Tbe 
Dumber  of  passengers  carried  last  year 
W&8  135,000,000,  the  number  of  tons  of 

Mn  H.  H,  Fowler 


both  in  commerce,  in  public  works, and  in 
atl  its  special  interests,  is  encouraging.  My 
speech  has  lieen  necessarily  confined  ta 
the  material  progress  of  the  couutry, 
though  I  could  say  a  good  deal  upon  its 
moral  progress,  wbicli  has  been  very 
great.  On  the  whole,  I  submit  these 
Estimates  to  the  Committee  with  con- 
fidence, and  I  thank  tbe  Committee  for 
tbe  kindness  and  endurance  with  which 
they  have  listened  to  this  most  unduly 
extended  speech,  and  I  conclude  by  sub- 
mitting the  usual  Resolutioii* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 

**  That  it  appearw,  by  the  Account*  laid  befoi« 
this  llousef  that  the  Total  Revenue  of  India  for 
the  ymt  eudiag  the  3lftt  day  of  March,  l»M, 


RtWHUf*  Accmints, 


1299 


1 2£^7  I:;ast  India  { 1 6  Am;  u»T  1 894} 

into  without  luviug  bare  the  whole 
foumhitions  of  policy  piir:<;iied  ia  lodiii  ? 
There  were  other  very  imieh  arnftUer 
questions,  which  wore  uevertbelefes  very 
larfjfe  que^^tious  of  policy,  that  tDight 
come  htjfore  the  Comuiittee.  There  wan 
no  ueeessity  to  pay  for  a  church  esta- 
blishmeut  for  civil  purposes  in  ludia,  and 
he  would  like  to  kuow  whether  cpiestions 
of  that  deseriptiou  were  to  he  within  the 
scope  of  the  iiuiuiry  ?  If  so,  that  rallied 
the  que»^tlou  of  policy^  aud  the  satiiQ 
que.stiou  would  ari&e  iu  the  dis^cusgioii  of 
tlie  other  matters  lo  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. His  right  hou.  Frieud  the 
Indian  Secretary  alluded  to  the  admirable 
results  ohtttiued  in  Myj^ore  under  native 
Government,  a  Government  which  mi^hi 
be  called  Parliamentary  Government,  the 
only  example  which  existed  in  India. 
Would  it  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Committee  to  take  evidence  upon  sueb 
questions  tin  the  extens^iou  to  different 
partfj  of  India  of  ^similar  svdtema  of  Go- 
vernment under  local  admiuiMtration  ? 
But  to  take  another  int<tance  which  the 
Secretary  for  India  quoteil,  tliat  of  the 
military  expenditure.  How  far  was  this 
Committee  to  have  power  to  inquire  inta 
that  hraneh  of  the  expenditure  of  India?  A 
document  had  been  submitted  to  the  House 
by  ht?i  hon.  Friends  behind  him — a  docu- 
ment with  which,  on  this  jioint  of  military 
expenditure,  he  could  not  agree.  But  would 
the  (Committee  Imve  power  to  inquire 
whether  the  military  expenditure  wa^i 
necej'^ary  or  not  ?  There  were  people 
who  thought  the  ex[ienditure  nnneces* 
sar),  and  their  opinions  were  largely 
.«ihared  by  great  numbers  of  people  iu 
India  and  iu  this  country,  and  who  really 
thought  in  any  inquiry  of  this  kind  the 
whole  f[uestion  of  the  military  expendi- 
ture should  be  considered.  He  himself 
was  nither  one  of  those  wlio  believed 
that  it  vva«  impossible  to  economise  under 
the  present  system,  but  that  it  might  be 
possible  to  do  ijo  by  changing  the  mili- 
tJiry  system,  and  making  it  at  the  ^^ame 
lime  more  efficient.  But  if  the  inquiry 
was  to  go  into  matters  of  this  kind  it 
would  be  one  of  enormous  magnitiule, 
going  into  the  whole  foundations  of 
English  policy  iu  India,  and  be  of  such  a* 
nature  that  he  would  prefer  lo  see  it  con- 
ducted by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself. 

Mit.  CHAPLIN  :  Sir,  I  must  express 
my  hearty  concurrence  with  the  opinioo 
estpresaed   by    several    hon.    Gen  tie  me  u 


WM  B)t.90,l72,43*<;  that  the  Total  Kxpeii- 
diture  in  lodia  ami  in  Engflanrl  L'bargreii  ajrainst 
the  ReT^rm«  wm  Rx.91,(Xm,Hr,0  ;  that  there  was 
an  exocMS  of  Exi>efnlituic'  over  Hevenne  of 
Rx.H33,412;  ami  thai  the  Capital  OuUiiv  on  ll/iil- 
ways  aarl  IrriKatiuii  Works  wne  Hx.3,S»8ti,2fm;' 
— (J/r.  Secret  a  rp  Fim^ttr,) 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  said,  he  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  feel  that  no  eudurance 
had  lieeu  displayed  by  t!iose  who  had  sat 
through  the  statement  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  They  all  had  expected  that  his 
r^ht  hon.  Friend  would  apply  to  Indian 
tioance  that  clearness  of  head  which  he 
had  shown  in  dealing  with  Euglish 
fiDanco,  and  especially  with  local  finance, 
and  certainly  those  who  hail  sat  through 
his  speexih  hail  l>oeu  rewarded  by  the 
absolute  clearness  with  which  it  had  been 
mark  eel.  The  question  would  l>e  very 
widely  asked  in  India,  if  not  iu  this 
country,  what  was  the  exact  meaning  of 
the  promise  the  iSecretary  of  State  gave 

E yesterday  to  inquire  into  the  expenditure 
of  India  ?   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
ohjectetl,  and  very  naturally,  to  a  general 
tishing  inquiry  into  the  whole  aiiministra- 
liou  of  India,  and  had  said   the  responsi- 
bility for  the  policy  pursued  in  India  must 
rest  upon  the  Government.     So  strongly 
did  ho  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  feel  that  to  he  the 
case  that  he  would  have  more  confidence  , 
if  his   right   hon.  Friend   told   the  Com- 
inittee  that  he  was  going  to  institute  such 
an  inquiry  in  his  own  |)erson,  with  a  view 
to  making  up  his  own    mind  as  t^  the 
xpeoditure  of  India.      He  would    have 
ore  faith   in  the  result  of  that  inquiry 
hau     in    that    of     any     inquiry     by    a 
iCommittee   of    the    House*       He   knew 
hat  Committees  of   the   House  of  Com- 
lonswere  apt  to  produce  a  large  amount 
f  excellent  evidence   that   nobody  ever 
ead    and    recommendations    that    were 
ot  acted   upon.     It   won  hi   lie  asked  in 
India   what   this   Ctunrnittee   was   to  do, 
and  the  qtiestion  was  one  which  deserved 
u    answer.     Some    of    his    friends    and 
eome  people  in  India  ha<J  suggested  tliat 
jmportJint  economies   might   be  cHectetl, 
nd  that  an  absolute  tmprovetnent  in  the 
government  of  India  might  ]*e  brought 
i^bout  by  getting  rid  of   the  special  Go- 
■  ernmeut^  of  Madras  and   Bombay  and 
eplacingthem  by  Lieutenant  Governors, 
ho    were    sufficient    for    Bengal,    the 
North-West  Provinces,  and  the  Funjanb, 
Were  the  Committee  to  have  power  to 
inquire  into  expenditure  upon  such  heads 
Bti  these^  which  could    not   be  inquired 
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that  the  Committee  Iieb  listened  with  the 
greatest  interest  to  the  able  and  singa- 
larlj  lucid  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Crentleman  the  Secretary  for  India.  I 
ventnre  also  to  think  that  the  Committee 
have  gathered  from  that  statement  a 
feeling  of  something  more  than  interest ; 
they  have  had  great  satisfaction,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
the  financial  position  of  India  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  is  not  so  difficult  as  it  was 
apprehended  some  time  ago  it  mightlikely 
be  in.  The  gist  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement  was  that  there  was  a 
deficit  of  Bx.800,000  in  1893,  a  deficit  of 
Bz.1,700,000  in  1894,  an^  in  1895  a  de- 
ficit of  no  less  than  Rx.3,000,000,  which 
by  various  expedients  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  succeeded  in  reducing  to 
something  like  Rx.300,000.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  be  of  opinion 
that,  apart  from  the  question  of  exchange, 
the  financial  position  of  India  was  not 
alto^ther  unsatisfactory.  But  surely. 
Sir,  it  is  the  question  of  exchange  which 
lies  at  the  very  root  of  financial  diffi- 
culties in  India  at  the  present  time. 
That  opinion  has  been  expressed  from 
year  to  year  in  the  clearest  and  most 
emphatic  terms  by  persons  thoroughly 
competent  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
subject,  and  yet  you  do  nothing  to  cure 
what  lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole  diffi- 
culty— namely,  the  fall  in  the  price  of 
silver.  I,  for  one,  am  not  able  to  share  in 
the  expectations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  to  the  financial  position  of 
India  in  the  future.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  the  Committee  interest- 
ing information  with  regard  to  the  recent 
sale  of  Council  bills,  and  he  reminded 
us  that  no  great  period  has  elapsed 
since  he  found  himself  confronted  with 
this  difficulty:  that  he  was  unable 
to  sell  these  Council  bills  at  all. 
Happily,  that  is  not  the  case  at 
present.  The  improvement  which  we 
are  glad  to  recognise  in  that  respect 
appears  to  me  to  be  mainly  due  to  two  or 
three  circumstances,  upon  some  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  dwell 
at  all,  and  to  others  to  which  he  only 
referred  in  the  most  partial  manner.  In 
the  last  few  months  during  which  the 
Council  bills  have  been  selling  was  em- 
braced the  busy  season  of  the  year.  The 
Government  have  had  the  advantage  of 
what  is  called  the  export  season,  which, 
I  suppose,  is  hardly  yet  completed.  It 
18  during  this  season   that   exports  are 

Mr,  Chaplin 


expected  to  inereMay  and,  «l  n  nfttter  ef 
fact,  they  always  do  uMreaip,  Inadditioii 
to  this,  there  is  another 
which  the  right  hon.  (xentileBUUi 
tioned,  bat  upon  which  he  only  dwdt 
for  a  moment,  and  that  ia  that  daring 
the  last  few  months  thdre  Bave  been 
exports  of  gold  from  India  to  EifglAnd 
which  have  been  anusualiy  and  nboor- 
mally  large.  In  addition  to  this,  I  know 
it  is  held  by  many  people  engnged  in 
business,  and  who  are  competent  to  dis- 
cuss opinions  on  this  Sfobjeet,  that  the 
war  which  has  nnfortnnately  broken  oat 
between  China  and  Japan  has  probably 
had  some  eiiect  tending  in  the  same 
direction.  Be  that  as  it  may,  there  hap- 
pily remains  the  ifact  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  able  to  sell  bills  a;t  price, 
and  to  that  extent  they  are.  to  be  eoiH 
gratnlat^  in  having  escaped,  nt  all 
events  for  a  time,  from  what  threatened 
at  one  txttte  to  be  a  very  grave  diaaater  as 
one  of  the  first  results  of  their  ppliej  in 
closing  the  Mints.  Theee  great  exports  of 
gold,  in  my  judgment,  area  very  imparunt 
factor  in  the  question  at  the  present  time, 
and  a  factor  which  was  not  foreseen  by 
anyone,  and  which  oertatnly  was  neither 
foreseen  nor  contemplated  by  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  at  the  time  they  adopted  the  policy 
which  thay  have  pursued.  This  is  a 
very  important  and  remarkable  fact,  and 
deserves  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Committee.  For  what  I  find  is  this: 
that  while  in  1898  there  were  net  imports 
of  gold  into  India  to  the  extent  of  188,000 
tens  of  rupees,  for  the  first  six  months 
of  the  present  year  there  have  been  net 
exports  of  gold  from  India  to  no  less  an 
extent  than  3,001,000  tens  of  rupees, 
and  that  great  and  abnormal  export  of 
gold  from  India  is  increasing. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  net  export 
of  gold  from  India  for  the  first  quarter  of 
the  present  year,  from  January  to  March, 
was  Rx.515,000.  In  the  next  quarter, 
ending  1st  July,  it  was  Rx. 1,919,000,  so 
that  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  half-a-million  in  excess. 

Mk.  CHAPLIN  :  According  to  my 
fig^ires,  and  I  venture  to  think  they  are 
reliable,  t-he  export  of  gold  from  India  to 
1st  July,  1894,  was  3,001,000  tens  of 
nipees,  and  in  the  month  of  July  alone  it 
was  567,000  tens  of  rupees.  However, 
this  is  a  matter  which  can  easily  be 
cleared  up  from  sources  with  regard  to 
which  there  can  be  no  mistake.  But 
whether   the  right  hon.   Gentleman   is 
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right  or  I  am  right  it  diminishes  by  very 
little  the  importiiDt  fact  to  which  I  am 
calltDg"  at  tent  ion.  This  great  export  of 
goUl  appears  to  be  a  matter  of  extreme 
iraportutice  from  whatever  poitit  of  view 
it  may  be  regarde<L  And  for  thi&  reason  : 
The  Committee  must  remember  that  tlie 
admitted  object  of  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goveruraent  in  closing:  ^he 
Mints  IQ  India  was  to  estnbltstj  a  gold 
stAudard  in  that  country.  Bat  in  order 
to  make  that  standard  etfective  it  is 
obviotts  to  everyone  that  there  must  be  a 
vast  stock  of  gold  remaining  in  the 
country-  The  question,  therefore,  arises 
at  once.  Are  these  exports  likely  to  con 


tion  as  to  whether  they  are  likely  to 
continue  or  to  cease  in  the  future  ?  That 
in  the  iraporlAut  point,  and  it  lead:^  me  to 
put  this  further  inquiry  :  If  these 
exjx)rts  of  gold  should  continue,  is  it  still 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
adhere  to  their  policy  of  est^iblishing  n 
gold  Btaudard  in  India  ?  If  that  h  so, 
where  do  they  propojie  to  get  the  gold 
which  would  be  absolutely  neeessary  to 
effect  it  ?  If,  on  the  other  hand,  these 
exports  should  cease,  are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  policy  enumerated  to* 
nigljt,  that  the  Government  will  not 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  closing  of 
the    Mints,   is  still    to   l»old   good  ?      If 


t*nue  in  the  future  or  are  they  not  ?  )  that  ia  so,  aud  if  in  tliat  case  the 
Because,  if  they  are  going  to  continue,  it  '  market  for  tlie  *ale  of  your  bills 
is  quite  obvious  that  the  establishment  of  I  i«  seriously  uirected,  how  does  the 
fv  gold  fttandanl  in  that  country  hecomcs  I  Govorntuent    pi-opose    to    restore    their 

These,  litiaijcial  equilibrium  in  India? 
I  think,  are  legitimate  iuquirtes  wbieh 
we  are  entitled  to  make  on  this 
oceasiou,  and  to  wlitcli  I  believe  the 
Committee  will  await  with  interest  the 
response  of  the  Government*     VVbile  I 


II'  matter   of  most  extreme  dithculty,  if  ! 

not  absolutely  hopeless  and   im[)osf*ible.  , 

If,  on  the  otherhaml, these  great  exports  i 

of  gold  are  going  to  cease,  what  if*  going  | 

to  happen  ?     We  say  that  the  total  ex- 

|M>rts  from  India  pro  tanto  are  going  t-o 

clitninish  ;  the  market  for  the  sale  of  bills  i  am   upon  the  questiou  of  exports  from 


-will  be  proportionately  limited  and  re- 
<hiced,  aud  you  will  again  lje  placed  in 
the  same  position  which  yon  occupied 
not  many  months  ago — namely,  you  will 
again  be  in  danger  of  a  collapse  of  your 
policy  of  closing  the  Mints.  It  is  a  very 
curious  fact  in  connection  with  this 
cjuestion  that  it  looks  as  if  the  Hrst  step 
of  the  Government  in  tlic  tiuaiicial  policy 
they  at  lop  ted  in  India — natnely,  the 
closing  of  the  Mint^s — was  i*aveil  from 
di»aHter  by  circumstances  which  were 
particularly   unforeseen   by  them  at  the 


India,  there  i«  another  inquiry  which  I 
deiiire  to  make  of  the  Government, 
This  question  of  exports  was  discussed, 
in  more  or  less  detail,  last  year.  Th*? 
right  hon*  Gentleman  may  recollect  that 
my  right  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sx,  George's  (Mr^  <Toschen),  wbo,  un- 
happily ♦  is  not  present  to-day,  took  jmrt 
in  those  Debates,  aud  he  put  to  theChan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  question  tho 
pertinence  of  whirli  will  be  obvious  to 
every  hotly  to-day.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  speech  whicli  he  had 


time  they  adopted  that  policy ;  and  what  |  made  just  before  had  pointed  out  that  in 
is  still  more  curious  than  that  perhaps  |  the  difficult  position  in  which  the  Govern- 
ifl  this  :  that  this  very  circumstance  which  I  mcnt  t*ouri«l  themselves  placed — I  have 
ftavcd  them  from  disaster  at  the  time,  if  I  lii.s  very  words  here— the  <TOvernment 
it  continues  will  render  hopeless  and  ira-  I  were  looking  for  an  alteration  in  the  ex- 
|to8flible  the  main  object  of  the  policy  jxvrts  from  India  and  a  consequent  demand 
whicli  th^y  had  iu  view — namely,  the  for  Couticil  bills  ;  and  he  said  also,  that 
establishment  of  a  gold  standard  in  that    if  the  exporis  became  much  larger  in  tlie 


country.  The  whole  position,  to  my 
inind,  is  one  of  the  greatest  interest,  and  I 
hope  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  will  not 
think  I  am  not  justitieil  in  asking  two  or 
three  questions  upon  this  point, 
firttt  question  I  would  ask  is  this:  Has 
the  right  hon.tTentlemnn  any  information 
whatever  which  he  could  give  the  House 
as  to  the  source  from  which  these 
ftbnortual  exports  of  gold  are  being 
dctrived  tit  the  present  time  ?  Does  he 
oxpwt,  or  i§  he  able  to  form  any  expecta- 


next  tew  moTiths  that  would  k*ad  to  the 
sale  of  bills.  Theretipon  my  right  hou. 
Friend  the  Member  for  St,  George's  put 
to  the  Chaot'ellor  of  the  Exchequer  this 
The  t  question — 

**  Can  yon  rtn?nnably  6xt>ect  that  ft)  th«?  ti^xt. 
ff:^w  mont)i-  'ir»Mwil!sn  iiicii  x\ 

will  notni^  nt  such  a  \\\\u\: 

liAppened  ij{4>jft-uitiy  next  year,  but  ui;j  r^jMie  ' 
you  to  <;lrftr  off  the  liii ears  .' 


To  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequor 

replied — 
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**  I  &m  able  to  give  an  answer  to  thai  question  i 
wliich  I  think  will  be  satisfactory/* 

auil    thep    he   proceeiletl    to    show   the 
grouuds  upOQ   wbich    be  expected   that 
these  rasiiits  would  follow  %     Now^  what 
the    Coiumittee   would    like  to  know   is 
this  :    Do  the  Goverument  still  adhere  to 
that  opijiioii  wbich  was  expressed  by  the 
Cbaucellor  of  the   Exchequer  last  year  ? 
And  I  a^k  the  questioti  tor  thia  reason — 
you  moet  remember  that  wbeu  you  came 
to   Parliament  last  year  with  a  Bill  by 
which  you  asked  the  Houtje  of  Commom* 
to   give   further    borrow  iuj;:    powders    to 
the  Goverumeot  of  India  to  the  extent 
of  £10,000,000,   yuii    then    gave  na    au 
ftssur&nce  that  the  loan  was  to  be  a  tem- 
porary loan,  aud  was  to  be  in  uo  sense 
whatever  regarded   ad  a  transaction  of  a 
permanent  character*     Is    that  still  the 
view  of     the     Government  ?       Is    that  l 
£10,000,000  to  be  a  temporary  Joan,  oris 
it  now  to  he  of  the  nature  of  a  permanent  ' 
loan  ?     If  it  is  to  be  of  the  nature  of  a 
permanent   loan,  we  may   fairly  ask  the  | 
Government    to  explain  to  us  how  it  is  1 
that  they  came  to  mislead  Parliament  so  I 
entirely  on  the  subject  last  year.     Now,  j 
with   the    permission  of    the  House,    I  | 
propose  to    turn  for  a  few  moments  to  i 
another  subject.     The  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man pointed   in   the  course  of  his  speech 
to  the  fact  that  the  deficit  in  the  present 
year  was  gi-eat,  and  he  gave  us  reasons 
for   holding  the  opiniou    which  most  of 
us    share,  that    when    the    Government 
found  themselves  phtceil  in  thin   position 
of  ditliculty   and    confronted  by    a  great 
deficit,   it    was  their  duty    to    make  all 
legitimate  reductions   that  w^ere  in  their 
power.     But    I    venture  to   say   that  on 
this  point  a  groat   devA  depends  on  what 
may  be   considered   legitimate  or  illegiti- 
mate. And  how  have  the  reil actions  been  I 
effected   in  the  present    case  ?     I  gather  j 
from   the  speech  of    the  right  hon.  Gen-  I 
tie  man  that   they  have   been  effected  by 
the  use  of  the  funds  intended  for  what  is 
tijilleil  famine  insurance,  by  the  abandon- 
ment of   public  works,  by    reduction  sin  j 
military   expenditure,  and   by    other  ex-  , 
pedLents  which  appear  to  me  likely  to  be 
injurious  to  the  progress  of  India.     Only  j 
yesterday     the    right    hon.    Gentleman  I 
boasted   to   the    House   of  the   immense  | 
development   which    had   lieeu    made    in 
the  construction  of  railways  in  India  in  [ 
the   last  30  years.     He  will  be  the  first  i 
to  admit    that  it  is  of  enormous  import-  ! 
uuce  to  the   future  welfare  of   the  coun-  J 

Jfr.  CkapUn 


try  that  that  development  should  be  cou* 
tinned*  Well,  I  should  like  to  ask,  m 
v^iew  of  the  reductions  that  are  now 
being  made — in  view  of  the  use  to  which 
the  funds  for  famine  insurance 
and  other  funds  are  applied — ^whai 
Is  the  amount  of  railways  he  pro* 
jKises  to  construct  in  India  during  the 
present  year,  or  are  uo  railways  At  ail 
to  l»e  coustrueted  ? 

Mu,  H.  H.  FOWLER  ;  Ko. 

Mk.  CHAPLIN  :  I  understand  thai 
some  mil  way  works  are  to  lie  constructcid. 
But  I  assume  that  they  will  be  of  the 
most  limited  description.  Therefore  we 
should  like  to  know  bmv  the  mileage  of 
the  railways  that  are  lo  h%  constructed 
during  the  present  year  cumpares  with 
the  mileage  of  railways  made  in  the 
past  year  or  with  the  ordinary  avenige 
of  mileage  ?  Again,  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  yesterday  referred  to  the  great 
advantages  of  improved  sanitation.  He 
pointeil  to  bow  much  hat!  been  done  in 
this  respect  in  India,  and  he  did  so  w  ith 
great  pride.  But  when  I  heard  him  do 
so  my  mind  at  once  reverted  to  a  para- 
gmph  in  one  of  the  Blue  Books-which  bad 
been  presented  within  the  last  two  or 
three  days.  The  paragraph  occurs  in  a 
speech  delivered  by  Sir  Griffith  Eiana, 
speaking  in  Council  on  March  24th^ 
1B94,  in  respect  to  certain  reiluctions. 
Sir  Griffith  said — 

**The  barrat-ks  requireti  in  ir|>per  Burraah 
will  not  be  built  ;  the  sanitary  mca.Mure«  re- 
quiret!  for  the  Army  in  Txidia  will  not  be  carried 
out.  Aud^  woiist  of  all,  the  proposed  improved 
ftrranpements  fur  water  supply  for  the  troope 
all  over  iinliu  taxi^i.  i^tand  over*  This  means 
preventible  «iekneHH  and  preventible  death 
among  our  troops,  and  the  «lrea4lful  scourge  of 
enteric  fever  is  lo  run  itj*  pour^e  unchecke*!/' 

Well,  that  is  rather  a  serious  considera- 
tion. That  is  a  consideratiou  to  which  I 
wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  this  Com- 
mittee, and  which  ought  to  create  serious 
misgivings  in  our  minds  as  to  whether 
all  these  reductions  by  which  this 
equilibrium,  or  apparent  equilibrium, 
is  to  be  obtained  are  wise  and 
legitimaie.  Again,  I  understand  that 
there  has  l>een  a  very  considerable 
reduction  in  rheoutlay  ouroadsand  public 
buildings.  But  on  these  and  other  matter«( 
I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  too  long  on  the 
time  of  the  Committee.  I  wish  next  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  encroachment  on 
the  Famine  Fund.  I  will  not  argue  the 
vexed  question  of  the  original  pur- 
pose and   object   of  the  Famine   Fund, 
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I  ^U    oaly   my   this — tliat    br    many  ;  duties  on  cotton,  and  upon  goods  coming 


eminent  aiitboritios  the  viewa  of  the 
right  !iou.  Gentleman  are  not  shared,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  raised 
a  question  of  very  considerable  contro- 
versy* But  what  I  wish  espeeially  to 
poiut  out  is  that  these  proceedings  have 
been  uudertiiken  iu  order  to  re*iuce  the 
deficit  of  the  present  year.     But  that  is  a 


from  Lancashire  into  India,  at  any  time 
that  the  Government  think  it  advisable 
to  do  so.  Well,  I  am  bound  to  make 
this  admission,  that  having  once  made  a 
departure  from  your  principles,  having 
once  resorted  to  the  expedient  of  the  im- 
position of  these  kinds  of  duties,  I  see 
neither  sense   nor   reason    nor    logic    in 


desperate  expedient,  and  it  is  impossible  (  exempting  particular  articles  from  these 
that  such  an  expedient  can  be  resorted  to  j  duties*  I  see  the  less  excuse  in  this 
in  future  years.  I  think  that  we  must  I  case,  for  the  duties,  if  imposeil  already, 
feel  ourselves  entitietl  to  ask  for  further  i  woidd  have  saved  you  from  any  deficit  at 


information  from  the  Government  as  to 
what  they  contemplate  doing  when  these 
resources  cannot  be  looked  to  ?  The 
Finance  Minister  of  India  himself  has 
expressed  the  strongest  views  on  this 
point.  I  ask  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  read  a  single  paragraph  from  his 
statement  for  1894-5,  which  has  also  been 
laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House.  It  deals 
with  those  very  questions  wliicli  have 
been  put  before  us  to-night,  and  it  seems 
to  me  shows  that  the  Finance  Minister 
takes  a  somewhat  different  view  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  expe- 
diency of  resorting  to  this  means  of 
meeting  a  financial  difficulty.   He  says — 

'*The  means  which  we  have  adoptal  in 
our  Budget  FJstimates  of  nearly  balancing  our 
revenue  and  ex|>encljrure  arc  means  which  will 
hardly  be  available  a  second  time.  It  isatiiQmQ 
risk  that  we  suspen«l  eveu  for  one  year  the  pro- 
Tl<?ion  of  a  crore  or  a  crore  and  a-half*  which  we 
aball  certainly  require  if  a  famine  season  comes 
OD  us.  We  cannot  call  our  financial  position 
safe  till  we  find  our^selves  again  with  tliat  crore 
to  the  good.  The  i^}  lakhs  al:*o  w^hich  we 
obtain  from  the  Provincial  Governments  exhaust 
for  the  time  the  source  tf>  relief  from  temf>orary 
difficulties.  A  year  hence  we  nball  cert-ainly 
have  to  reconaider  our  po«itit>n/* 

Well,  Sir,  if  that  is  »jo,  we  are  entitled  to 
ouike  some  inquiries  of  the  Grorernment 
as  to  what  other  expedients  they  are 
looking  to  itj  the  future?  We  are  en- 
titled to  make  inquiries  from  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  what  will  he  done  in  the 
future.  How  are  you  going  to  meet  the 
difficulties  in  which  you  will  he  placed 
iu  the  future,  and  from  whieh^  as  far  as 
one  can  judge  of  the  finaacial  position, 
there  can  be  no  escape  ?  The  Member 
for  Aherdeenshire  (Mr.  Buchanan)  haii 
placed  a  Notice  on  the  Paper,  from 
which  it  appears  clear  that  he  i^  in  no 
difficulty  on  the  subject*  He  says  im- 
pfiae  duties  on  cotton  goods.  He  aska 
the  Houfie  to  pass  a  Resolution  giWng 
full    power    and    authority    to    impose 


all|  and  would,  indeed,  have  secured  vou 
&  surplus.  Neither  do  I  see,  in  regard 
to  another  article,  why — ^unless  your  ob- 
ject lA  to  deal  another  blow  at  silver  and 
still  further  increase  the  disparity  be- 
tween the  two  metals — 1  aay  I  do  not 
»ee  why,  if  you  should  tax  silver  in  your 
new  Import  Duties,  you  are  to  refrain 
from  imposing  a  duty  likewise  upon  go!d» 
But  apart  from  that  question,  and  Kpeak- 
ing  for  the  moment  only  as  far  as  the 
Cotton  Duties  are  concerned,  although  1 
have  expressed  theopiDion  which  I  liave 
just  uttered,  it  \^  none  the  less  deplorable 
to  my  mind  that  we  should  be  driveu  by 
the  financial  policy  you  have  adopted  to 
consider  estpedieuts  so  injurious  to  our 
industries  at  home.  It  cmpha,siiies  very 
strongly  the  straits  to  which  hon.  Gentlo- 
meu  belonging  to  the  Party  opposite  are 
driven  in  order  to  support  their  policy  of 
closing  the  Mints — that  they,  who  have 
always  been  Free  Traders  and  have  been 
the  most  ardent  disciples  of  Mr.  Cohden 
and  the  worshippers  of  his  fetish,  should 
now  be  the  fir^t  to  urge  on  the  Govemmeut 
Protection,  and  Protection  moreover  of  a 
character  hy  which  they  would  impose 
duties  on  the  chief  manufactures  of  their 
own  country.  I  think  it  will  also  be 
well  to  bear  in  mind  that  this  proposal 
is  made  at  a  time  when  probably  the  in- 
dustries iu  the  North  of  England  have 
seldom  or  never  been  less  prosperous  than 
now,  I  rather  hope  that  the  workers — the 
producers  and  artissans  of  the  North  of 
England — will  take  note  of  this  :  that 
they  will  remember,  when  the  time 
comes,  that  it  was  from  a  Member  of  the 
Party  who,  above  all,  profess  to  be  their 
friends — though  I  am  bound  to  Aiky  that 
1  think  that  to  a  great  extent  their  itction 
has  been  limited  to  professions — that  it 
was  from  a  Member  of  this  Party  that 
the  first  attempts  were  made  to  aim  a 
blow  at  them,  and  the  industries  by  which 
they  live.     The  injury  is  all  the  greater. 
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because  tbe  workers  aad  industrieB 
gf  Luncaehtre^  as  of  India,  are  i^tifferiDg 
at  the  present  time  from  oue  common 
cause.  There  is  no  doubt  of  the  injury 
which  the  fall  in  silver  has  iuflicted  ou 
Indin«  And  as  to  Lancashire  ask  any 
manufacturer,  and  he  will  tell  you  that 
there  is  no  doubt  as  to  the  injury  it  has 
inflicted  on  him.  But  bow  have  they 
been  met  ?  Whenever  this  question  has 
been  nii»ed  in  the  House  or  out  of  it — bo 
far  as  1  am  aware — by  any  Representa- 
tive of  the  industries  in  the  North  of 
England  or  by  anyone  else  in  this  House, 
it  has  been  met  by  nothing  but  sneers, 
jibes,  and  taunts  on  the  part  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excl»equer  iJut  there 
remains  the  fact,  howe%*er  much  be  may 
Bueer  at  it,  that  this  question  of  the 
fall  in  silver  ia  a  question  which  lies 
at  the  rery  root  of  all  our  difficulties 
in  India,  and  of  the  manufacturing  de- 
pression iu  Lancaishire.  Lancashire, 
then,  has  a  two*fold  cause  of  complaint 
and  apprehension*  In  the  first  place, 
the  Government  have  contemptuously 
ignored  the  representations  of  Lanca- 
shire. In  the  second  place,  they  would 
gnffer  greatly  if  the  policy  recommended 
by  the  Member  for  Aberdeenshire  were 
attempted,  for  then  the  Government,  in 
order  to  efface  tbe  consequences  which 
have  been  brought  upon  them  by  their 
policy,  would  be  striking  a  blow  at  the 
special  industries  of  tbe  premier  manu- 
facturing county  in  this  country,  I  must 
say  that  the  time  for  making  this  pro- 
posal on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Memljer 
has  been  well  selected.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  intends  to  press  his  Motion, 
or  whether  he  will  even  have  the 
opportunity  of  doing  so^  but  be  must 
know  that  this  is  a  time  when  on 
so  important  a  proposal  there  is  no 
fair  representation  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  I  may  presume  to  offer  any 
advice  whatever  on  this  subject  to  tbe 
Committee  or  to  any  of  my  hon.  Friends, 
I  would  say  that  I  think  that  they  would 
do  well  to  reserve  to  themselves  absolute 
freedom  of  action  and  opinion  upon  this 
most  important  point.  What  the  Govern- 
ment may  think  it  right  to  do  ou  this 
question  I  do  not  know.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  H,  H*  Fowler)  has  care- 
fully abstained  from  taking  any  iinewhat- 
eyer  upon  it  to-night.  For  my  part,  if  I 
were  called  on  to  express  my  own  opinion 
I  should  eitpre*8  my  deep  regret  that  Her 
Majmty^a     Government      should     have 

Jfn  Chaplin 


thought  it  fittings  and  found  it  to  bo 
their  duty>  to  adopt  a  financial  policy  ia 
India  which  has  seemed  to  any  bon« 
Member  to  render  necessary  a  step  so 
injurious  to  some  of  tiie  industries  of 
their  own  country — a  step,  moreover, 
which,  once  taken,  may  have  to  be 
extended*  For  once  the  resource  is 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  Revenue  ol 
imposing  Import  Duties  in  India  you  will 
natumlly  be  driven  to  make  them  higher 
and  higher,  as  your  necessities  increase^ 
and  in  that  way  they  may  be  fraught 
with  consequences  of  the  gravest  character 
to  Engli**h  industries.  However,  that  is 
a  matter  which  it  is  for  the  Gov^ernnieut 
to  decide,  and  for  which  the  full  re8|K>usi* 
bility  must  rest  ou  them,  imd  them  alone* 
Sir  J,  laXSOiS^  (York,  W.R.,  Coljie 
Valley )  desired  to  offer  a  few  observations 
in  reference  to  that  part  of  the  statement 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  which  concerned 
the  construction  and  ex  tension  of  railways 
iu  India*  As  he  much  regretted  to  ob- 
serve, the  rate  of  progress  of  endowed 
new  railway  lines  in  India  which  had 
been  so  slow  in  the  past  was  not  likely 
at  present  to  l)e  accelerated.  Indeed, 
from  the  figures  placed  before  the  Cotn- 
raittce  it  would  appear  that  in  the  year 
18^4*0  the  rale  would  be  materially 
slackcued.  He  ventured  to  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  Committee,  because  he 
took  up  this  question  as  manager  of 
a  large  industrial  undertaking  giv^ing 
employment  to  many  workmen  w^ho 
would  receive  employment  of  a  beneficial 
character  if  public  works  of  this  nature 
were  pressed  forward.  He  saw  in  India 
a  reasonable  opportunity  of  finding  that 
employment  of  which  they  were  sadly  in 
want,  in  the  course  of  a  long  experience 
extended,  as  regarded  his  own  firm^  to 
over  half  a  century,  he  had  seen 
the  market  hi  England  for  railway 
material  existing,  first  in  England  alone, 
open  out  into  France,  Germany,  and  the 
Continent  generally,  but  now,  alas  !  this 
was  absolutely  closed  to  this  country. 
But,  happily,  new  markets  were  developed 
in  South  America,  in  our  Colonies,  and  in 
India,  and  in  these  latter  (India  and  the 
Colonies)  at  the  present  time  there  wass 
the  only  hope  for  the  extension  of  the 
iron,  steel,  and  engineering  trades  of  this 
country*  The  House  had  frequently 
been  occupied,  and  particularly  quite  re- 
cently, in  consideration  of  proposals 
having  for  their  object  restriction  of  the 
hours  of  labour,  and  the  oue  reasonable 
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argument  put  forward  for  tlifjr  adoption 
W41S  the  plea  that  thereby  work  would 
l>e  more  evenly  divided  amoDg  those  who 
lived  bj  their  labour.  He  did  tiot  doubt 
the  sincere  desire  of  those  who  sought  by 
drastic  methods  to  dimiiiieh  the  ranks  of 
the  unemployed,  but  it  was  not  too  much 
to  ask  the  House  to  consider  whether 
there  could  not  be  found,  through  public 
works  of  a  useful  and  remunerative  cha- 
racter, fields  of  employment  at  home  and 
abroad  in  possossionij  such  as  our  great 
Empire  of  India.  We  are  responsible  for 
the  provision  of  efficient  transport  service 
ill  India,  and  when  it  was  borne  iu  mind 
that  ill  that  Empire  we  controlled  the 
destinies  of  nearly  one-fifth  of  the  com- 
puted population  of  the  globe,  it  must  bo 
admitted  that  the  simple  statement  of  the 
mileage  of  railwayi*  in  India  in  contrai»t 
to  the  vast  population  gave  an  impression 
that  it  wai  wholly  inadetpiate  for  the  ser- 
vice of  such  a  teeming  population.  There 
was  a  strong couvictiuu  that  the  obstacles 
which  imp«deil  its  more  ntpid  develop- 
ment were  raised  by  the  Government  in 
India  and  not  by  tlic  Home  administra- 
lion.  The  present  Secretary  of  State,  as 
was  \ery  well  known  by  association  and 
descent,  as  well  as  by  knowledge 
of  the  position,  was  bound  to  1>e  on  the 
side  of  those  who  would  more  rnpidly 
extend  the  railway  system  of  India  ;  but 
what  did  he  propose  in  the  statement  he 
ha<l  JQst  made  as  to  llie  outlay  on  the 
coufitructiou  of  State  railways  in  the 
coming  tiuancial  year  ?  For  State  rail- 
ways in  1894-0,  the  estimated  outlay 
was  Rx,3,47 7,400.  The  expenditure  for 
1B93-4  amounted  toRx.4,l04,oOO,so  that 
the  proposed  expenditure  on  State  rail- 
w^ays  showed  a  reduction  of  Rx. 630, 100. 
True,  there  was  an  increase  in  the  outlay 
by  Guaranteed  Companies  to  the  amount 
of  Rx .3 69,400,  but  there  still  remained 
an  actual  reduction  of  estimated  expendi- 
ture in  1894-0  of  Rx. 260,700.  The 
proposed  outlay  on  construction  was 
Rx,3,47 4,400,  and  that  on  tlie  Guaranteed 
Companies'  lines  Rx.  1,393, 400,  making 
a  total  of  Rx.4,867,800,  or,  taking  the 
rupee  at  fourteen  pence,  £2,839,550  ster- 
ling* The  outlay  upon  new  railway 
works  and  extensions  in  England,  where 
the  railway  system  was  practically  com- 
plete, was  last  year  £25,000,000  sterling, 
aod  over  the  four  previous  years  the 
average  outlay  for  the  extension  and 
development  of  the  existitig  system  in  Eng* 
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land  was  £20,000,000  sterling,  a  total  of 
£80,000,000  having  been  laid  out  in  four 
years.  Contrasted  with  the  figures  of 
the  Indian  proposals,  at  any  rate, 
the  latter  could  not  be  considered  pro* 
digal  ;  and,  indeed,  he  thonght  them  par- 
simonious and  far  behind  the  necessities 
of  the  country.  The  total  mileage  of 
Indian  railways  open  at  the  end  of  1893 
was  18,345  miles,  the  length  sanctioned 
in  that  year  636  miles,  and  the  total 
length  sanctioned  for  1894  was  only  136 
miles.  The  right  hou  Gentlemau  stated 
that  the  net  receipts  amouuted  to  5*44. 
The  Committee  had  been  told  there  had 
been  a  loss  on  the  working  of  railways 
in  India,  but  that  loss  was  entirely 
owing  to  the  rate  of  exchange,  and  so  far 
was  there  from  there  being  a  loss  on  the 
working  of  the  railways  in  India  that  he 
wonld  not  hesitate  to  provide  a  syndicate 
that  wonld  be  prepared  to  give  the 
Government  of  India  not  less  than 
£200,000,000  or  £2oO,000,OOU  sterling 
for  the  railways  and  take  the  loss  on 
exchange.  He  invited  the  Committee  to 
note  the  comparison  of  18,455  miles  of 
railway  open  in  India  with  174,784  miles 
in  the  United  Slates.  In  India  there 
was  a  length  of  I  ^  miles  of  railway 
for  each  100  square  miles  of  area  ;  in  the 
United  States  there  were  six  miles  for 
each  ItJO  square  miles.  In  the  United 
States  the  percentage  was  six  miles  for 
each  1,000  ;  and  there  was  10  times  the 
mileage  in  the  United  States  for  area, 
and  45  times  the  provision  for  each  10,000 
of  population.  In  linssia,  sparsely  popu- 
lated as  it  was,  there  was  twice  the  pro- 
vision in  Russia  in  Europe,  and  in  Russia 
in  Asia  20  times  the  mileage  to  the 
population  compared  with  India.  He 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  at  this 
moment  Russia  was  pressing  forward  its 
railway  construction.  Five  thousand 
miles  of  railway  were  being  constructed 
to  connect  Siberia  with  the  Pacific  coast. 
It  was  not  necessary  to  demonstrate  the 
paramount  necessity  of  more  railways  for 
India,  as  it  bad  been  admitted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  India* 
In  bis  speecb  yesterday  he  said- — 

"  I  do  not  know  a  better  test  of  the  improve- 
ment of  a  country  than  railways.  Nothing  hai^ 
been  more  important  than  the  improvement 
effected  by  the  railway  aclministrntton  in  India, 
and  the  construction  of  the  railways  has  been  a 
great  soorce  of  prosperity  to  the  country,  and  a 
vsxml  iuiportaul  cauise  of  ils  increased  wealth/' 
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The  right  hon.  Gentiemaii  gave  some 
statistics  of  the  advance  of  wages  in 
India,  which  in  the  last  10  or  15  years 
amounted  to  16f  per  cent.  He  might 
teli  them  that  wherever  railways  were 
constructed  the  wages  of  artisans  in  con- 
tact with  the  railways  invariably  doubled, 
if  not  increasing  to  even  a  larger  extent. 
Therefore,  there  was  no  dispute  as  to  the 
necessity  of  railways.  The  question  was, 
how  was  the  money  to  be  obtained  ? 
Competent  authorities  showed  that 
20,000  miles  of  railway  were  re- 
quired. It  was  not  necessary  to 
indicate  the  districts  or  directions  in 
which  they  should  be  made,  because 
thousands  of  miles  of  railways 
had  been  surveyed  and  sanctioned  by  the 
Government  of  India  which  were  not  yet 
constructed.  Lord  Ripon,  who  was  an 
authority  upon  this  subject,  sanctioned 
more  miles  of  railway  than  any  Governor 
General  of  late  years,  and  he  had  often 
stated  to  him  (Sir  J.  Kitson)  in  conver- 
sation how  strongly  he  was  impressed 
with  the  need  for  more  railways  in  India. 
He  gathered  that  the  block  was  some- 
where in  India.  He  remembered  a 
friend  of  his  of  high  position  in  the 
Indian  railway  world  telling  him  of  a 
certain  Indian  railway  scheme  which  had 
been  before  the  Indian  authorities  for 
some  years.  When  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  came  into  Office 
the  matter  was  explained  to  him,  and 
after  careful  consideration  he  sent  a 
peremptory  message  to  India  which 
brought  about  a  settlement  in  a  few 
weeks.  The  scheme  was  at  once  prose- 
cuted and  was  now  in  operation.  That 
was  the  Indian  Midland  system.  He  had 
the  greatest  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  India ;  he 
thought,  indeed,  he  might  say  that  he 
had  more  confidence  in  him  than  in 
the  noble  Lord  the  Mcml)er  for 
Paddington,  and  he  believed  that  this 
tkiatter  was  in  very  strong  hands.  The 
most  economical  method  of  providing 
capital  was  for  the  Government  of  India 
to  borrow  the  money,  because  it  could 
borrow  at  a  low  rate  of  interest ;  but  it 
would  appear  from  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 
was  a  method  which  was  closed  for  the 
present.  But  there  were  other  methods 
by  which  the  hoards  of  treasure  which 
they  heard  recounted  yesterday  as 
existing  in  India  could  be  drawn  upon  if 
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the  native  bankers  afid  Viuuiti*!  agenti 
were  approached  in  a  bnriDenlike  nuui- 
ner.  He  knew  of  some  timmway  aehenMtv 
the  capital  for  which  had  been  provided 
by  Indian  bankers.  If,  then,  the  Gkyvern- 
ment  could  not  borrow  largely,  the 
bankers  and  financial  agents  would  under- 
take the  construction  of  railways  rarovided 
that  businesslike  terms  were  offered  to 
them.  Of  course,  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment might  propose  such  hard  temiB  as 
to  check  and  discourage  enterfnise.  As 
a  fact,  he  knew  of  many  Indian  projects 
which  had  been  checked  by  attempts  at 
driving  bard  bargains.  The  general  in- 
terest of  India  ought  not  to  be  sacrifioed 
to  the  timidity  and  the  slothf  ulness  of  a  De- 
partment. The  times  were  very  Cavonr- 
able  for  the  undertaking  and  the  pro- 
secution of  great  public  works  and  rail- 
way construction.  Cheap  money,  eheap 
material,  and  unemployed  labour  were  at 
the  service  of  those  who  could  offer  fair 
terms,  and  the  Secretar)-  of  State  could 
render  invaluable  service  both  to  Eng- 
land and  to  India  by  advancing  these 
undertakings,  which  would  provide  profit- 
able employment  for  thousands  who  were 
loudly  calling  for  and  urgently  in  need 
of  it. 

Sir  W.  HOULDS  worth  (Man- 
chester, N.W.)  said,  the  Committee 
would  recognise  that  the  statement  which 
they  had  listened  to  that  evening  was 
one  of  exceptional  interest,  and  exceed- 
ingly important,  and  he  was  sure  they 
were  very  much  indebted  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  for  the  very  clear  and 
interesting  manner  in  which  he  had  put  the 
facts  before  them.  He  thought  that  his 
statement  differed  in  one  respect  from 
many  of  the  previous  statements  made  on 
the  Indian  Budget  in  that  House,  because  it 
was  apparent  that  it  not  only  dealt  with 
the  finances  of  India,  but  with  many  im- 
portant questions  connected  with  the 
commerce  and  industries  of  both  India 
and  England.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  greatly  regretted  that  these  important 
questions,  in  all  their  ramifications  and 
details,  had  been  relegated  to  the  end  of  the 
Session,  and  he  thought  they  had  cause 
for  complaint,  for  in  the  early  weeks  of 
the  Session  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer promised  a  day  on  which  Indian 
finances  should  be  discussed.  He  did  not 
say  that  that  promise  had  been  deliber- 
ately unfulfilled— it  might  have  been  that 
ciroumstances  were  too   strong  for  the 
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right  hon.  Gentlemaa  —  but  in  the 
position  in  which  Indian  finances  and 
ever  J  thing  connected  with  Indian  affairs 
were  placed  at  present,  it  would  have 
been  most  desirable  that  they  should  have 
had  a  day  set  apart  entirely  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  Indian  questions,  apart  alto- 
gether from  the  ordinary  discussion  upon 
the  Budget,  because  it  was  evident  from 
the  statement  they  had  heard,  taken 
in  connection  with  various  interesting 
Blue  Books  that  they  had  had 
placed  in  their  hands,  embraced 
many  important  matters,  and  not  only 
important,  but  absolutely  new,  departures 
in  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  and 
Home  Governments.  They  had  the 
closing  of  the  Mints,  the  imposition  of 
Import  Duties,  the  discussions  in  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  the  threatened 
Cotton  Duty.  He  only  proposed  to  deal 
with  one  or  two  of  these  questions  ;  and, 
first,  he  would  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
closing  of  the  Mints.  They  were  told 
that  this  step  was  still  in  an  experimental 
stage.  He  did  not  know  how  long 
that  stage  was  to  continue.  Already 
it  had  existed  for  over  12  months, 
and,  though  the  Government  might 
say  that  they  had  not  all  the 
material  to  come  to  a  final  decision  as  to 
whether  the  experiment  had  been  suc- 
cessful or  not,  there  were  several  conclu- 
sions that  might  be  arrived  at  even  at 
present.  He  did  not  wish  to  appear 
hostile  with  regard  to  the  closing  of  the 
Mints,  but  that  policy  had  been  univer- 
sally condemned  by  all  the  authorities, 
not  excluding  even  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment and  the  Herschell  Committee,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  Government  would 
have  adopted  it  except  as  a  policy  of 
despair.  There  was  evidence  that  there 
were  other  remedies  for  the  position  in 
which  they  were  placed,  and  it  was  only 
failing  these  that  they  put  this  proposal 
to  the  Government.  The  same  proposal 
was  made  in  1889,  and  the  Government 
on  that  side  of  the  House  absolutely  de- 
clined to  allow  the  Indian  Government 
to  adopt  it ;  and  they  did  so  because 
they  believed  it  would  be  injurious  and 
detrimental  to  the  people  of  India. 
Therefore,  the  present  Government  were 
bound  to  show  very  strong  reason  for  the 
closing  of  the  Mints.  One  of  the  con- 
clusions they  could  already  draw  from 
the  experiment  was  that,  if  it  succeeded 
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in  maintaining  the  rupee  and  in  raising 
the  value  of  the  rupee  as  compared  with 
the  sovereign,  the  effect  would  be  to  in- 
jure very  seriously  indeed  the  export 
trade  of  India.  They  had  this  remark- 
able testimony  from  the  Consul  at 
Shanghai,  who  stated  that  in  the  quarter 
immediately  following  the  closing  of  the 
Indian  Mints  the  exports  fell  one-half 
from  what  they  were  in  the  correspond- 
ing quarter  of  the  previous  year.  He 
did  not  think  that  that  was  denied  by 
the  Secretary  for  India.  Then  with 
regard  to  Manchester  goods,  the  fall  in 
silver  which  had  resulted  from  the  closing 
of  the  Indian  Mints  produced  this  effect 
— that  the  exports  from  Lancashire  to 
China  and  the  East  were  absolutely  re- 
duced in  one  year  to  one-half.  He  knew 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
advisers  were  perfectly  prepared  foi^  a 
considerable  dislocation  of  trade,  but  he 
could  not  agree  that  that  would  be  tem- 
porary. It  seemed  to  him  that  as  long 
as  there  was  a  gap  between  the  gold 
value  of  the  rupee  and  the  gold  value  of 
silver  there  must  be  that  dislocation  of 
trade  and  prevention  of  exports  from 
India  to  the  far  East.  Coming  now  to 
the  question  of  Import  Duties,  he  sub- 
mitted that  that  was  a  most  serious  de- 
parture from  the  true  principles  of  Free 
Trade,  and  from  the  principles  upon 
which  he  thought  commercial  legislation 
ought  to  be  based.  He  knew  it  was 
thought  that  Free  Trade  principles  would 
be  maintained  if  they  took  care  not  to 
impose  duties  of  a  protective  character. 
He  did  not  think  that  that  was  the  full 
extent  of  Free  Trade  principles.  The 
apostles  of  Free  Trade  held  the  wider 
view  that  there  should  be  the  freest 
possible  exchange  between  the  nations  of 
the  world  without  any  interference  by 
duties  of  any  kind  whatever.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  Import  Duties  which  had 
already  been  placed  upon  goods  going 
into  India  were  protective.  There 
were  no  countervailing  Excise  Duties 
It  might  he  said  that  these  articles 
on  which  there  were  duties  were  not 
produced  in  India ;  but  that  was  not 
the  fact  with  many  of  the  articles,  for 
woollen  and  silk  goods  and  many  other 
of  the  articles  on  which  there  were  duties 
were  manufactured  to  a  greater  or  less 
extent  in  India.  He  would  go  further, 
and  say  that,  even  if  they  were  not  manu- 

3  H  ' 


laio 


Ea&t  India 


{COMMONS}        Revenue  AccquhU.         181« 


factiired  there  now,  bow  did  they  know 
that  putting  the  5  per  cent,  duty  on  these 
articles  would  uot  at  once  eiicourage  and 
stinmiate  their  manufacture  in  India  and 
bring  them  into  competition  with  our 
own  industries  ?  Indeed,  Buch  an  eyent 
was  extremely  likely,  and  the  tax  upon 
tea  in  England  was  not  at  all  analogous, 
for  tea  could  not  be  grown  In  tbi^ 
country.  Therefore,  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  Cotton  Duty,  the  Secretary  for 
India  could  not  trust  entirely  to  the  argu- 
ment about  countervailing  duties,  because 
he  had  already  thrown  that  over  with 
regard  to  ii  number  of  articles  on  which 
there  was  cow  a  duty.  The  extension 
of  industries  iu  India  during  the  hist  10 
or  15  years  had  been  enormous,  and  he 
believed  that  the  movement  in  these  in- 
dustries which  completed  with  our  own 
had  been  stimulated  by  the  fall  iu  silver. 
In  1882  the  present  Duke  of  Devonshire 
stated  that 

"there  was  no  country  m  the  worl«l  where  it 
was  less  desirable  to  raiiKJ  a  iluty  ou  cotton 
goo<iB  than  in  Indm.'* 

He  added  that  it  was  desirable,  in  the  in- 
terests of  India,  that  its  foreign  trade 
should  be  increased,  und  then  declared 
that  the  policy  and  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  India  in  taking  off  the  duty 
on  cotton  was  sound  and  wise,  and  that 
it  had  been  adopted  not  in  deference  to 
any  political  pressure  or  exigency,  but 
deliberately  in  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  India.  He  would  like  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject  of  the  Cotton  Duties, 
which  w  ere,  it  was  true,  only  threatened. 
He  thought  he  understood  the  right  bon* 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  India  to  say 
he  feared  the  necessity  w^ould  arise  in 
which  they  might  have  to  be  imposed. 
He  was  quite  prepared  to  admit  that, 
when  they  bad  embarked  on  this  policy 
of  Import  Duties  in  order  to  fill  up  a  gap 
which  had  been  caused  by  the  loss  on  ex- 
change, he  confessed  it  might  turn  out 
to  be  difficult  to  defend  the  exemption  of 
cotton  goods*  He  believed  there  were 
arguments  which  could  be  used,  and 
which  no  doubt  would  be  used  as 
to  this  matter  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  let  the  blow  fall.  He 
would,  however,  suggest  that  in  the 
first  place  this  was  a  very  large  in- 
dustry. It  was,  he  thought,  nearly 
one-half  of  the  whole  of  the  Imports  into 
India,    and   it    waa   alao  a  very    large 
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industry    in  one  important  part  of  this 
country.      There  was  a  second  su gges» 
tion   he    wouUl    like  to  make,  and  that 
was  that  it  existed  at  present  on  a  very 
large     scale     in     India      itself,     which 
d  liferent  la  ted    it   no    doubt    from    those 
which  he  had  referred    to,  although   he 
thought    it    would    he   found  that  they 
were    increasing.       There    was  another 
point,  and  that  was    that  alrcwdy,  even 
without    the    operation    of    any   Import 
Duties,    the    trade    of  Lancashire,  botli 
with  India  and  the  far  East,  hud  been 
seriously    injured    during    the    last    20 
years.     He     should    like    to    give    the 
figures  of    the   exports    of  cotton  yam 
to    the    far    East    from    1881    to  1892, 
and  to  compare  them  witli  the  growth 
of  exports  from  Indiu  to  the  same  places 
— China,  Hong   ICong,  and  Japan.     He 
found   that,  while  the  exports  of  cottoa 
yarn  from  England  to  those  places  had 
fallen  off  from  £47,O(X),0O0  in  1881  to 
£31,000,000  in    1892,  the  exports  from 
India  to  China,   Hong  Kong,  and  Japan^ 
had  increased  from  £25,000,000  in  1881 
to  £178,000,000  in    1892,  showing  that 
there  had  been  a  complete  displacement 
of  the  export  trade  from  Enghind  to  the 
far  East  in  favour  of  India.     He  could 
give  other  proof,  but  he  did  not  think  i( 
W&&  necessary,  because  he  did  not  think 
it   was  denied   that  by  the  bonus  which 
India  had    received  by  the  fall  in  silver 
she  bad  been  enabled  to  take  the  place  of 
Lancashire.     Objection  was  taken  to  the 
word  **  bonus,"  and  lie  confessed  be  did 
not  like  it  himself ;   but  undoubtedly  it 
was  a  fact  that  the  trade  between  India 
and  the  far  East   being  on  a  silver  basis^ 
and  not  being  touched,  had  increased  to 
an  enormous  extent,  while,  owing  to  the 
difference     in    exchange    between    thid 
country    and    the  far    East,  and  silver- 
using   countries,    our    trade    had    been 
Yery     much     diminished.       The     right 
hon.    Gentleman    had     indicated     more 
than  once  that  be  would  not  think  of  im^ 
posing   these    Cotton  Duties   unless    he 
could  rob  them  of  their  protective  cha- 
racter.    He  assumeil  tiiat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  trusting  to  the  imposition 
of  countervailing  duties  In  India  in  order 
to  avoid  any  suspicion  of  protection.     It 
appeared  to  him  that  that  was  a  very 
doubtfid,  if  practical,  policy.     While  it 
might  result  iu  protecting  them  in  Lan- 
cashire  from  unfair  competition  from  the 
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Indian  manufacturer,  thej  were  ^oiog  at 
otie  blow  to  do  an  injury  both  to  Lan- 
caabire  trade  ami  to  the  manufaetiirinjy^ 
industries  in  India 

hon.  Gentlemar*  bad  pointenl  out,  the 
coosamer  who  wotibl  pay  this  Import 
Duty,  and,  of  couriie»  if  be  bad  to  pay  the 
Import  Duty  he  would,  tn  all  probability, 
coosumei  less.  That  was  the  uatural 
tendency,  and  the  etfect  would  be  that, 
although  they  might  keep  the  Indian 
manufacturer  and  the  Lancashire  manu* 
facturcr  on  a  par,  they  would  pro  tanto 
destroy  the  tratle  of  both,  and  thus  com- 
mit a  grievous  injury.  He  would  like 
to    point    out    that    these   duties    were 


but  be  tijought  be  was  entitled  to  a«k 
him  to  look  into  thit*  queBtion  and  weo  if 
there  were  not  other  methods  by  which 
It  was,  as  the  rij^ht  \  this  loss  could  be  avoided,  and  at  the  same 
time  these  very  objectiotmble  means  of 
raising  revenue  by  Import  Duties  could 
also  be  avoided.  He  asked  whether  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  would  not  deal 
directly  with  this  evil,  and  not  morcly 
till  up  a  gap  that  occurred  every  )oar 
and  increased  every  year,  l>y  temporary 
arrangements.  The  eatabli^hment  of  a 
par  between  silver  and  gold  by  Inter- 
national Agreemeut  amongst  the  nations 
had  always  been  the  remedy  which  the 
Itidiau  Government  from  their  experionco 


abolished  not  because  of  their  protective  [  and  authority  had  presented  to  the  Home 
character,  but  because,  as  many  autho-  '  Government,  and  he  doubted  very  much 
rities  stated  at  the  time,  they  believed  '  whetiier  there  wad  a  single  member  of 
they  were  unjust  and  detrimental  to  '  the  Indian  Government  or  any  official 
trade,  both  in  regard  to  the  people  of  '  either  at  iiome  or  in  India  who  was  not 
India  and  of  this  country*  Those  wlio  !  prepared  to  support  thut,  and  say  it  was 
could  look  upon  this  matter  in  cold  blood,  the  true  and  right  remedy,  and  they  had 
as  it  were,  at  tlie  time  when  the  Resolu-    no  doubt  whatever  that  it  would   be  suc- 


tions of  that  House  dealing  with  these 
duties  were  passed,  and  apart  from  many 
questions  which  surrounded  them  to-day, 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  these 
Cotton  Duties,  and,  ho  thought,  all  the 
Import  Duties,  were  detrimental  to  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  both  countries, 
and  they  liad,  in  fact,  been  condemned  by 
all  the  great  authorities  both  in  India  and 
in  that  House,  He  believed  that  no  one 
was  less  desirous  of  putting  on  Import 
Duties  of  any  kind  than  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  could 
possibly  avoid  it,  and  he  perfectly 
trusted  him  w4ien  he  said  that  ho  would 
not  impose  thorn  unless  the  necessities 
were,  in  his  opinion,  so  great  as  to  force 
it  to  be  done.  The  Justilication  for  the 
imposition  of  Import  Duties  was,  as  was 
bluntly  stated  by  the  Indian  Finance 
Minister,  *'  Wo  want  money  ;  and  money 
we  must  have,  in  some  way  or 
another,'*     There    was    no    question    as 


cessfub  He  ilenieil  that  the  necessity 
for  the  imposition  of  these  Cotton  Duties- 
ha<l  arisen*  There  was  the  remedy  whicl^ 
had  l^een  pointed  out  over  and  over  agaia 
by  the  Indiaij  Government,  and  which 
couhl  be  applied,  and  it  was  only  the 
determination  of  the  Home  Governtncut 
which  stood  In  the  way  of  any  Inter- 
national Agreement,  Once  they  had  got 
the  value  of  gold  and  silver  establishe<l 
on  a  permanent  basis,  they  would  Ite  aide 
to  relieve  themselves  of  their  difficulties,, 
and  England  and  India  wouhl  both 
benefit.  He  lioped  the  Government 
would,  before  the  next  Budget  Statement, 
consider  this  question  even  more  care* 
fullv  than  thev  bail  done  in  the  past. 

•Mr.  B  IK' HAN  ax  (Aberdeen,  E,) 
said,  that  with  regard  lt>  the  Committee 
to  be  appointed  next  Session*  there  was 
one  subject  which  be  hoped  would  be  In- 
eluded  in  the  Hnaueial  matters  to  be  re- 
ferred to  it — namely,  the  apportionment 


to  the  cause  of  the  deficit  which  India  '  of  the  expenditure  between  this  country 


had  to  face.  The  deficit  was  entirely 
accounted  for  by  the  loss  in  ea:change, 
and  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  j 
whether  the  proper  way  was  not  to  deal  i 
with  the  evil  directly,  and  not  fill  up  a  gap 
which  occurred  every  year  aufi  increased 
every  year  with  anything  that  the  Go- 
Ternment  of  India  could  lay  its  hands 
upon.  He  should  be  sorry  to  lead  tlie 
Committee  into  a  bi-metallic  discussion. 


and  India.  It  had  been  a  source  of 
constant  complaint  for  many  years  past 
that  India  was  unfairly  treated  \vhere  there 
was  a  joint  financial  responsibility  w^ith  this 
country.  India  was  saddled  with  half 
the  expenses  of  the  Opium  Commission, 
and  India  was  saddie<i  with  these  ex- 
penses, without,  as  he  understood,  hav- 
ing any  power  to  resist  the  expen- 
diture.     But   there   were  other  depart* 
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meats   in  which  India  had  made  com- 
plaints through  her  Ministers  and  those 
who   had   had   charge  of   her    Military 
Forces.       The     Member     for     Oxford 
stated   that   changes  were  made  in  our 
military  system  at  home  which  entailed 
large   expenditure    in  India,  and   while 
India   was   not   consulted   in   regard  to  i 
these  changes,  India,  had  to  pay  her  share 
of  these  expenses.     In  a  Blue  Book  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  Home  Charges 
there  was  a  Despatch  of  1889,  which  set 
out  a  Table  showing  that  during  a  period 
extending  from   1864  to  1882,  no  less  a 
sum  than  £880,000  per  annum  was  added 
to  the  military  expenditure  in  India  by 
charges  imposed  upon  her  by  changes  in 
the   military    system   at   home,   and    in 
regard  to  which  she  was  not  consulted, 
and  her  interests   were   not   considered. 
That  he  held  to  be  alone  a  suitable  sub- 
ject for  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  that 
House,  and   he   hoped    it  would   be  in- 
cluded  in   the   Reference   to  the   Com- 
mittee which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
said    he   was    going    to    appoint    next 
Session.     He  desired  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  one  point  which  had  been  discussed 
— namely,  the  question  of  the  exception 
of     the     Cotton      Duties      from      the 
Tariff  Bill  which  was  recently  passed  by 


eluded  a  very  great  variety  of  articles. 
That  Tariff  Bill  was  proposed  by  the 
Government  of  India,  and  was  sent  home 
to  this  country  for  approval.  It  met 
with  the  unanimous  support  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.  It  met  with  the 
unanimous  support  of  the  Council  of 
India,  and  it  was  Lord  Kimberley  and 
the  Cabinet  of  this  country  who  said  to 
the  Government  of  India,  "You  may 
pass  your  Tariff  Bill,  and  you  may  in- 
clude in  it  anything  you  like  except 
cotton."  It  was  the  exemption  of  this 
one  article  from  the  Tariff  Bill,  which 
was  sanctioned  by  the  Government  of 
India,  that  he  thought  upon  financial 
and  political  grounds  they  had  good 
reason  to  complain  of. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  no  Bill 
proposed  any  duty  upon  cotton.  Tele- 
graphic communications  passed  before 
the  Bill  was  introduced. 

•Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  was  not 
aware  of  the  actual  procedure,  but  sub- 
stantially the  Government  of  India  pro- 
posed, as  he  understood,  an  all-roond 
Import  Duty  of  5  per  cent.,  or  that  was 
what  they  wished,  and  the  Government 
in  this  country  said,  in  effect,  "  You  may 
have  an  all-round  duty  of  5  per  cent.,  so 
long  as  you  do  not  include  cotton  in  that 


the   Indian   Government.      In    the  very  i  all-round   duty."     As  to  the  protective 
able  and  attractive  statement  laid  before  !  character  of  this  duty,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Manchester  had  pointed  out, 
!  where  an  Import  Duty  was  im- 
posed on  articles  manufactured  in 
;  that  country,  that  duty  was  of  neces- 
I  sity  protective  in  its  character,  and 
I  so  far  as  the  duty  fell  upon  imported 
gave  to  this  House  of  the  history  of  the  j  articles  such  as  were  manufactured  in 
question  was  not  quite  the  same  as  that  India  it  was  protective.  Statements  of 
.set  before  them  in  the  Blue  Books  in  their  I  Sir  E.  Baring  and  of  Sir  A.  Lyall, 
hands.     But  passing  that  by,  what  he  did    one    of    the    Members  of    the    Council, 


them  this  evening  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man dealt  with  this  purely  as  an  , 
economical  question.  When  he  dealt 
with  this  matter  he  rather  felt  that  the 
account  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid 
sufficient  stress  upon  was  that  it  was 
not  merely  an  economic  question,  but  a 
question  of  great  financial  and  political  im- 
portance as  well.  He  dealt  with  it 
purely  as  a  financial  question.  He  (Mr. 
Buchanan)  did  not  feel  that  he  was 
at  all  capable  of  arguing  an  economic 
question  of  this  sort  with  his  right 
hon.    Friend,    but    to    his    mind    a    con- 


had  been  quoted,  and  the  necessities 
of  India  were  said  to  be  so  great  that 
the  Government  had  to  cast  the  net  far 
and  wide,  including  many  items  that  were 
not  in  the  Tariff  of  1875.  Anyhow,  if  the 
protective  nature  of  it  vitiated  the  pro- 
posal to  put  a  duty  upon  cotton  goods, 
so  did  it  vitiate  the  proposal  so  far  as  it 
referred  to  any  goods  produced  within 
the  limits  of  India.     Another  argument 


siderable  part  of  the  case  had  been  stated  !  adduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite.  A  Tariff'  was  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  1879, 
Bill  had   been   imposed  by  the  Govern-  '  and    he    was    rather   astonished    at    this 


ment  of  India,  which  had  been  sanctioned 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.     It  in- 

Mr,  Buchanan 


was 
when  he   remembered    what   took  place 
yesterday.     The  Government  which  paid 
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so  little  attention  to  a  Resolntion  of  15 
months  ago  were  inclined  to  pay  much  more 
attention  to  a  Resolution  of  a  long  past 
Parliament  of  15  years  ago.  But  he  did 
not  wish  to  make  too  much  of  that,  and 
would  not  argue  upon  it.  Surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recognise 
the  responsibility  of  the  Government  of 
to-day,  and  would  not  shelter  himself 
under  the  Resolution  of  1879?  He 
did  not  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  desire  to  do  so ; 
responsibility  must  rest  on  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  Her  Majesty ^s 
Government.  In  a  few  words,  he  gave 
his  version  of  the  question  as  it  appeared 
from  the  Blue  Books  from  the  financial 
and  political  point  of  view.  Here  was  a 
case  of  a  proposal  unanimously  made  by 
the  Government  of  India,  sanctioned  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council,  dis- 
allowed by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
That  in  itself  was  a  very  serious  political 
fact.  These  apparent  conflicts,  for  per- 
haps they  were  more  apparent  than  real, 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Government  in  India,  were  often  very 
much  exaggerated,  and  he  had  no  wish 
to  assist  in  the  exaggeration,  but 
here  was  a  difference  of  opinion, 
and  strong  action  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  overniling  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  on  a  distinctly  Indian 
matter.  What  was  the  financial  position 
in  which  the  Government  of  India  found 
itself  ?  Roughly  speaking,  as  he 
gathered  from  the  Blue  Book  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement,  there 
was  a  deficit  of  about  Rx.3,500,000,  and 
how  was  this  to  be  met  ?  In  the  first 
place,  by  a  suspension  of  the  Famine 
Grant,  the  deficit  was  reduced  by 
Rx.  1,000,000.  So  far  as  he  understood 
the  matter,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Famine 
Grant  was  to  be  provided  out  of  the 
surplus  revenue,  and  if  there  was  no 
surplus  there  could  be  no  such  special 
grant.  To  meet  the  Rx.2,500,000 
remaining  the  Government  of  India  said 
there  must  be  new  taxation  and  that  the 
only  source  of  such  taxation  was  an 
Import  Duty.  They  wanted  to  impose  a 
5  per  cent,  duty  all  round,  and  that  would 
have  met  their  requirements,  about  half 
the  required  amount  being  realised  from 
cotton  goods  and  the  remainder  from 
other  items.     In  that  way,  with  an  equal 


Import  Duty  all  round,  the  deficit  would' 
have  been  met.  But  according  to  the  Blue 
Book  the  deficit  had  not  been  met — there 
was  still  a  deficit  of  Rx.3 10,000,  and  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  all  depended 
upon  taking  the  rupee  at  1 4d.,  and  it  had 
fallen  Id.  ICries  of  "  No  !  "]  At  all 
events,  the  proposals  in  the  Budget  had 
in  view  a  deficit,  not  a  surplus  ;  while 
with  the  Import  Duty  there  would  have 
been  a  surplus,  or  at  any  rate  the  financial 
exigencies  of  the  present  year  would  be 
met.  What  was  substituted  for  the  pro- 
posed Cotton  Duty  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  glided  gently  over  this 
matter.  Economies  were  to  be  rigidly 
enforced  ;  there  was  a  saving  of 
Rx.370,000  odd  in  buildings  and  roads — 
Rx.  194,000  on  the  military  side,  and 
Rx. 176,000  on  the  civil  side.  A  Member 
of  the  Council  said — 

"We  have  practically  cut  out  every  work 
from  the  civil  side  of  the  expenditure  to  which 
we  were  not  absolutely  committed." 

The  result,  as  had  been  said  by  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  Council,  would 
be  the  arrest  of  all  development.  Then, 
as  to  military  expenditure  another  Mem- 
ber, Sir  Griffith  Evans,  was  reported  to 
have  said  in  Council — 

"  The  barracks  in  Upper  Burma  are  not  to  be 
built,  the  sanitary  measures  required  for  the 
Army  in  India  will  not  be  carried  out,  and, 
worst  of  all,  the  proposals  for  the  improvement 
of  the  water  supj)ly  for  the  troops  must  stand 
over.  This  means  preventible  sickness  and 
death  among  the  troops,  and  the  dreadful 
scourge  of  enteric  fever  will  run  its  course  un- 
checked." 

This  was  the  statement  of  a  non-official 
Member  of  the  Council,  and  in  language 
almost  as  strong  the  military  Member  of 
the  Council  said  the  result  meant  practi* 
cally  the  undertaking  of  no  new  works, 
the  neglect  of  repairs  to  roads  and  build- 
ings, and  the  almost  complete  stoppage 
of  all  sanitary  improvements.  A  serious 
statement  for  the  responsible  military 
Member  of  the  Council  to  make,  and 
this  gave  the  Committee  some  idea  of 
the  cost  to  be  paid  for  the  exemption  of 
cotton  goods  from  this  new  tariff.  Be- 
sides enforcing  economies  in  this  way, 
the  Government  of  India  had  been 
obliged,  owing  to  the  exemption  imposed 
upon  them,  to  call  on  Local  Governments 
for  contributions  to  the  amount  of 
Rx  .410,000,  though,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  they  would  still  have  a 
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Waiioe  to  their  credit.  But  Mr. 
WefifJuad'g  laugnage  showed  that  he  took 
a  very  serious  view  of  what  he  was 
ohUgcd  to  do  ;  he  wa^  most  nrnvilliug,  he 
saidt  to  liavc  reeourae  to  thi;*  method^ 
which  would  niean,  tVir  a  time,  tlie 
stoppage  of  all  admiiiiatrative  improve- 
jiieiita,  and  lake  the  heart  out  of  local 
admiuiBtrntors.  The  Goverameul  were 
uuahle  to  a<lopt  and  carry  thitjugh  the 
^y  «atis factory  lueaua  for  relieving 
from  their  fiuaueial  preRSure,  and 
to  the  course  pursued  there  were  political 
objections.  It  did  not  tend  to  tbe 
stahility  or  strength  of  the  Government 
of  loditt  when  there  could  be  read  in  the 
Bhie  Books  statemeuti*  such  as  were 
ma«lein  the  diHt^nssions  in  Councii.  One 
after  anotlier,  distinguished  Members  of 
the  Council  declared  opinions  entirely 
opposed  to  tlifi  j.4'opo8al  for  which  they 
were  obIige«l  to  vote*  and  Mr.  Weston 
himself  said  that,  so  far  an  the  merits  of 
the  question  were  concerned,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  the  opponeutji  of  the 
Bill,  and  not  with  thoi^e  who  sapportetl 
it.  This  was  hardly  a  fair  position^  if  it 
<!ould  be  avoided,  in  which  io  put  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  of  India.  There 
was  strong  cvlilence  displayed  in  the 
Bhie  Book,  as  well  a^  in  miwspapor 
accounts  of  the  discussions,  as  to  the 
feeh'og  in  India  on  the  subject.  State- 
monl^  were  made  by  both  official  and 
non -official  Members  of  tlie  Council  of 
India  of  the  most  serious  character  ;  that 
never  in  their  experience  had  their  been 
such  an  unanimous  feeling  of  dinsatisfac- 
tiou  as  to  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Supreme  Government  as  there  had  been 
on  thi.^  subject.  Of  course  one  would 
Datnrally  discount  the  strength  of  irre- 
sponsible stateraeats  made  under  such 
circumstances,  but,  making  all  allowances, 
there  was  disclosed  consideralde,and  he  was 
disposed  to  think  jnstitiable,  dissatisfaction 
at  tlje  conduct  pursued  by  Her  Majesty *s 
Government*  So  much  a^^  regarded  the 
past.  One  point  u|K>n  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  dwelt  was  that  upon  which 
he  %vould  say  a  word.  Of  coarse,  all 
would  regret  and  deplore  the  iiecesaity 
which  compelled  the  Government  of 
India  to  impose  Import  Duties  at  all. 
It  was  a  necessity  of  the  financial  posi- 
tion, and  it  could  only  be  hoped  that 
improvement  in  the  financial  position 
would    enable  a  remission   to  be  made. 

Mr,  Buchanan 


But  the  more  the  regret  the  greater  the 
difficulty  of  defending  the  exemption  of 
cotton  goods.  The  Secretary  of  iState 
said  the  mutter  must  remain  over  for 
another  year  ■  tiiat  the  decision  of  the 
Government  was  Hual  for  tlie  present 
year. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said*  that  wi 
not  (jnite  w^iat  he  »aid. 

•Mr.  BUCHAKAN  said,  no,  that  wsks 
his   account  of  it.       Ho   did    not    atlH* 
bute  the  wurds  to  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
I  but    he  assumed    that    in   substance   his 
I  right    hon.    Friend    had    said    what,    of 
course,  had  been  said  in  another  place  on 
I  this  subject  r  that  if  it  should  be  found 
necessary  to   include  cotton  gootls,  then 
there  must  Ije  provision  made  for  connter- 
I  vailing  Excise.      He  dwelt   upon    that, 
I  and   lie  would  not  discuss  the  matter  in 
I  opposition  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  ;  but 
he  would  like  to   point  out  that,  from 
siatemeuis  maile  in  regard  to  the  rivalry 
between   Lancashire  and  India  in  cotton 
'  manufactures,  it  would  apjienr  that  only 
in  a  limited  tield  did  such  rivalry  exist. 
I  The  statement   had   !>con  made  and  not 
}  denied  that  it  was  oidy  over  6  per  cent. 
!  of  cotton  goods  that  there  was  competi- 
tion betwoen  India  and  Lancashire. 

Mk.   H.    n.    FOWLER;   I   do   not 
admit  if. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  it  had  been 
stated  ami  not  with  authority  denied. 

Mr.  H,  H.  fowler  :  It  is  in  dispute. 
•Mr.  BUCHANAN  would  not  pin 
himself  to  a  figure,  but  at  all  eveiita 
it  was  but  a  small  proportion  of  the 
manufacture  as  to  which  the  two  com- 
modities camo  into  rivalry.  The  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Weston  was  that^,  while 
Lancafthiro  occupied  u  wide  area  without 
competition,  it  was  only  in  a  very  limited 
tield  that  the  Indian  mills  competed  with 
Lancashire  tragic.  Whatever  the  exteut 
of  the  overlapping  might  be,  if  there  wj 
to  be  an  imposition  of  a  countervaiUai 
Excise  it  should  only  apply  to  thoi 
goo<ls  in  which  there  was  this  direcl 
competition.  With  great  satisfaction  the 
Committ-ee  must  have  heard  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  on 
the  subject.  No  doubt  there  was 
a  widely  prevailing  idea — and  he  waa 
bounil  to  say  not  without  coosiderabli 
justification — that  it  w*as  due  to  pressi 
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from  Lancashire  that  the  duty  had  not 
been  allowed  to  be  imposed.  For  that 
unfortuuate  imprecision  Manchester  raer- 
chants  were  to  bUime,  for  undoubtedly 
there  had  been  aouie  exceedingly  strong 
gtatemeiits  made  by  those  gentlemen.  He 
had  a  selection  from  which  he  would  not 
quote,  hut  certainly  represeu tuitions  in 
very  strong  hmguage  indeed  were  made 
to  Lord  Kimberley.  But  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  discussed  the  matter  in  a 
ratiotml  spirit,  and  at  the  Manchester 
Chamber  of  Commerce  on  Monday  it  was 
discussed  in  a  moderate  and  temperate 
manner.     One  gentleman  said — 

"It  is  of  the  first  importAQce  to  conviuoe  the 
people  of  India  that  whatever  happens  we  de- 
sire to  act  towards  thern  in  tlse  atTicte^t  justice, 
Aod  not  from  the  poiut  of  view  of  our  own  In- 
terest, We  raust  regard  thiB  matu-r  from  a 
higher  point  of  view  Than  that  of  our  loeal 
trade." 

This  was  sounding  the  proper  note  on 
the  subject,  but  if  an  idea  in  the  other 
direction  obtained  among  the  people  of 
India  he  did  not  think  the  people  of  India 
were  to  blame  for  it,  beeanae  there  had 
been  justification.  But  allowing  all  that 
tx>  pass,  and  looking  to  the  discussion  in 
the  future — for  he  had  little  doubt  that 
it  roust  come  up  for  discussion  again — he 
hoped  it  would  continue  to  be  discussed 
in  a  fair  spirit,  and  that  in  the  endeavour 
to  arrive  at  a  settlement  all  would  show 
tjot  only  a  desire  to  do  justice  to  our  own 
people,  but.  would  act  up  to  the  ideal  that 
in  all  these  discussions  the  governing 
consideration  of  each  and  all  should  be 
the  welfare  of  the  whole  people  of  India. 

MuJIOLLAND(Salford,  NO  thanked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  for  dis- 
abusing the  minds  of  Members  of  the 
Committee  of  the  idea  generally  prevail- 
ing, and  often  given  expression  to,  that 
it  was  in  some  sort  of  dread  of  the  effect 
on  the  votes  of  Lancashire  that  induced 
Lorii  Kimberley  to  exempt  cotton  goods 
fro m  I nd  ia n  I m po r t  D u t i es .  T h ose  gentle- 
men who  took  that  view,  basing  it  on 
what  took  place  at  the  reception  of  the 
deputation  l>y  Lord  Kimberley,  must  first 
Ignore  the  sequence  of  events  and  deny 
the  almanac,  because,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  decision  of  Lord  Kiml>erley 
to  exempt  those  goods  was  taken  long 
before  the  deputation  so  often  referroil 
to   waited  upon   him.      The  hon.  Mem- 


ber   who    had    just     spoken    said    the    knew  Lancashire  intimately >  and  might 


competition  between  Lancashire  and 
Indian  products  extended  over  a  ver 
limited  area,  and  wan  coufined  to 
very  few  txjwus.  Knowing  something  ofl 
the  trade,  ho  was  prepared  to  admit  that 
the  competition  was  now  limited  to  a 
narrow  range,  but  how  long  would  it 
remain  so  limited  were  this  ^5  per  cent. 
Import  Duty  imposed  ?  At  once  ther  ' 
wouhl  be  encouragement  to  extend  thai 
area,  and  concerns  now  limited  to  tlio  pro* 
duction  of  the  more  common  goods  wotdd, 
under  the  influence  of  the  5  percent,  pro- 
tection, rapidly  enlarge  their  range  of 
operation,  and  before  long  there  would  be 
serious  competition  with  Lancashire  in  a 
new  and  wider  field.  From  the  Blue 
Book  he  could  qnoto  Reports  showing! 
how  without  a  protective  duty  this  com*" 
petition  was  increasing,  as,  for  example, 
there  was  no  doubt  that,  looking  at 
the  course  of  trade  over  a  series  of  years, 
the  competition  of  the  Indian  mills j 
in  Manchester  goods  was  growing,  th« 
mills  gradually  beginning  to  make  the 
medium  class  of  goods  which  formed  the 
bulk  of  the  imports,  and  they  were  also 
beginning  to  l>leach  and  dye  their  goods. 
Tills  without  any  Import  Duty,  so  that 
there  was  every  probability  that  the 
competition  would  be  extended  over  a 
much  wider  area  if  this  duty  were  to 
be  imposed.  Many  Members  seemed 
anxious  to  know  why  this  exceptional 
treatment  had  been  granted  to  cotton 
goods.  There  was  a  history  attaching 
to  this  question.  Such  duties  were  once 
in  existence,  and  it  was  only  after  a  long 
and  stubborn  fight  that,  12  years  ago.  they 
were  swept  away.  History  had  proved 
that  the  action  Manchester  took  on 
that  occasion  was  no  selfish  action, 
and  that  its  interest  was  in  no  sense 
hostile  to  that  of  India,  and  the  result 
showed  that  the  line  Lancashire  took 
conduced  to  the  benefit  of  India.  He 
could  appeal  with  confidence  to  Members 
of  the  House  and  ask,  who  w^as  it  gained 
most  by  the  removal  of  the  duties  in 
1882  ?  and  he  was  sure  the  reply  would  be 
not  England — though,  of  course,  England 
had  gained — but  India  was  the  chief 
gainer.  There  was  an  idea  abroad  in 
India  that  she  had  been  wronged  in  some 
way  in  the  matter  by  the  exemption  of  cot- 
ton from  duty,  an  unfortunate  idea,  which 
oug^ht   to    he  tlispelled  at  any  cost-     He 
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almost  say  that  if  a  plan  could  be  devised 
which  at  once  would  have  the  advan- 
tage of  yielding  the  required  funds  for 
the  Indian  Exchequer,  and  at  the 
same  time  put  the  manufacturers 
of  India  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  manufacturers  of  England, 
Lancashire  would  not  have  a  word  to  say 
in  opposition  to  a  proposition  of  that 
kind.  Another  consideration  entitled 
the  cotton  trade  to  some  exceptional 
treatment,  its  enormous  extent  forming, 
as  it  did,  50  per  cent,  of  the  imports  into 
India.  This  was  an  extensive  field  in 
which  production  would  be  fostered  and 
engendered  by  this  duty,  and  if  the  effect 
of  the  duty  should  be  to  stimulate  manu- 
facturers in  India  to  erect  new  mills,  the 
removal  of  the  duty  would  not  remove 
the  injury  to  Lancashire,  for  the  mills 
would  remain  and  the  protected  competi- 
tion of  India  with  Lancashire  trade 
would  continue.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  had  dwelt  on  the  difficulties 
that  in  his  view  existed  to  the  imposition 
of  countervailing  Excise  Duties.  The 
opinion  of  the  Bombay  spinners  had 
been  quoted,  and  they  to  a  man — there 
being  one  exception — were  opposed  to 
these  Excise  Duties.  So  it  was  found 
that  the  Lancashire  spinners  were  opposed 
to  these  Excise  Duties.  He  could  quote 
an  opinion  that  would  have  great  weight 
with  the  hon.  Baronet.  Sir  John  Stringer 
in  1881-2  declared  that  no  protective 
duty  should  exist  unless  a  countervailing 
Excise  Duty  was  imposed  along  with 
them.  For  his  part,  he  commended  the 
action  of  the  Government,  and  believed 
that  in  taking  the  course  they  had  the 
Government  bad  said  to  India  that  all 
the  evils  of  protection  would  result  by 
these  duties  ;  that  the  interests  of  the 
Empire  would  be  sacrificed,  and  at  the 
same  time  some  injustice  would  be  done 
to  Lancashire.  It  was  their  duty  as 
statesmen  to  look  all  round  the  question 
and  take  account  of  all  parts  of  the 
Empire.  They  admitted  that  the  wel- 
fare and  interests  of  India  had  claims  for 
first  attention,  and  it  was  important  the 
idea  should  not  get  abroad  that  India 
was  regarded,  to  use  an  Americanism, 
as  a  mere  dumping  ground  for  English 
goods.  The  welfare  of  India  was  the  first 
consideration  with  those  who  ruleil  that 
Empire,  but  he  was  altogether  unwilling 
to  believe  that  our   statesmen  were  so 

Mr.  Holland 


bankrupt  of  resources  that  they  were 
unable  to  suggest  a  plan  of  raiBiDg  th» 
revenue  for  the  assistance  of  the  IndieiL 
Exchequer  without  at  the  same  tioie  in- 
flicting an  injury  upon  a  large  industry  in 
this  country.  He  believed  in  thia  matter 
the  views  of  Lancashire  were  not  im- 
practicable views.  They  admitted  reedilj 
that  the  Indian  Government  was  pUoed 
in  a  position  of  great  difficulty,  and  were 
anxious  to  do  what  they  could  to  u/mmt 
the  Government.  If  more  money  must 
imperatively  be  raised,  he  knew  there 
were  many  men  in  Lancashire  who  woald 
be  content  to  have  Import  Duties  impofied 
provided  there  were  these  countervailing 
Excise  Duties  levied  at  the  same  time.  He 
knew  the  position  of  the  cotton  trade  was 
in  a  somewhat  hard  case  at  the  preeent 
time,  but  that  was  not  the  ground  and 
basis  of  their  appeal ;  and  in  asking  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  be 
felt  sure  they  need  not  plead  the  necessitT 
of  their  cause,  but  the  justice  of  their 
case. 

•Sir  G.  CHESNEY  (Oxford)  said, 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
naturally  opened  out  a  very  large  field  off 
subjects  which  those  who  knew  anything 
of  India  took  an  interest  in.  Many  of 
these  subjects  had  been  dealt  with  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  around  him  ;  therefore,  in 
the  extremely  brief  observations  he  should 
make,  he  would  address  himself  simply 
to  one  of  the  many  points  contained  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Statement 
which  had  not  yet  been  referred  to— 
namely,  the  railway  policy.  The  loss 
that  appeared  upon  the  railway  accounts, 
he  thought,  was  due  mainly  to  the  way 
in  which  the  accounts  were  presented ;  he 
said  this  without  meaning  to  reflect  upon 
the  admirable  way  in  which  the  Indian 
accounts  generally  were  prepared  ;  but  he 
meant  tbat  in  bringing  the  railway 
accounts  into  the  finance  accounts  in  the 
way  in  which  it  was  now  done  by  the 
Indian  Authorities  they  were  attempting 
an  impossible  task  of  combining  the  rail- 
way system  with  the  general  accounts  of 
the  revenue  and  expenditure  of  the  year, 
including  the  class  of  transactions  involved 
in  a  great  commercial  concern.  Bringing 
the  gross  railway  charges  into  the 
accounts  was  very  misleading.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  the  accounts  now 
presented  showed    about    Rx.92,000,00 
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OD  eacli  side  of  the  account,  and  from 
that  the  right  hou.  Geutlemau  proceeded 
to  deduct  various  very  large  receipts 
iu  order  to  arrive  at  the  uet  revenue  a«d 
expenditure*  The  right  hoiu  Geutlemuu 
might  have  added  that  of  these  distiguriug 
eiomeuts  the  railway  trauaacttoug  were 
the  htrgest  of  ail,  aud  these  to  a  large 
exteut  were  misleading,  because,  as  the 
Committee  were  aware,  the  Government 
were  the  largest  owuers  of  railways,  the 
next  hirgent  owners  heitig  Guaranteed 
Couipaiiie.s.  In  dealing  with  the  second 
class,  the  guaranteed  rail  ways,  all  tlmt  wa*^ 
brought  into  tlie  account  was  the  actual 
net  receipts*  Ou  the  other  hand,  iu  the 
case  of  the  Government  railways,  tlju 
whole  gross  receipts  were  brought  iu,  aud, 
ou  the  other  .side,  was  showu  the  traffic 
receipts  and  working  expenses.  Cousider- 
ing  that  hardly  a  year  pasi^ed  tbat  the 
Government  did  not  sell  or  buy  a  railway 
or  that  a  railway  did  not  change  hands, 
it  was  evident  that  this  way  of  ^howiiig 
the  accounts  was  c>alculated  to  produce 
great  confusion  auil  make  it  extremely 
difficult  to  ascertain  tlie  real  position  of 
the  Government,  and  lie  tlierefore  would 
suggest  that  an  etlort  s^hould  he  made  to 
sepamte  their  railway  tratt-iactions  from 
the  ordinary  Budget  accounts,  aud  to  deal 
with  the  former  as  what  they  really  are — 
commercial  accounts.  With  respect  to 
the  general  result,  ai*  the  accounts  stood 
now  they  showed  a  Ions  ;  but  he  believed 
this  loss  was  more  apparent  than  real, 
because  the  GovcrJimenfc  was  not  only 
paying  iuterej?t  upon  the  guaranteed  loan, 
but  they  were  taking  tlio  very  prudent 
step  of  buying  up  thei^e  guaratiteed  Hues 
altogether  by  means  of  annuities.  Avery 
large  part  of  the  expenditure,  therefore, 
was  expenditure  of  a  temporary  character, 
aud  in  respect  of  which,  in  a  few  years, 
the  Government  would  come  into  posses- 
%\o\\  of  a  magnificent  property.  There- 
lore,  although  the  Government  now  had 
a  deficit^  a  considerable  part  of  the  ex- 
penditure would  not  occur  again.  That 
was  one  point  be  wished  to  call  attention 
to.  In  the  next  phice,  the  Goveropieut, 
bad  thrown  into  hotch-potch  all  the 
railways  ;  but  it  was  well-known  that,  a 
con&iderable  part  of  the  railway  system 
consisted  of  military  lines  on  the  frontier, 
which  were  made  for  military  purposes 
solely,  and  which  never  could,  aud  never 
would^  bring  in  any  appreciable  revenue. 


He  did  not  mean  to  say  tbey  were  not 
economical  works*  On  the  contmry  ;  if  the 
Army  w^as  called  into  operation  beyond  the  | 
frontier,  the  completion  of  these  railways 
would  prevent  the  expenditure  of  millions 
of  pounds  which  had  to  be  incurred  in  the 
last  war  beyond  the  frontier.  But  it  was 
surely  a  mistiike  to  mix  up  all  this  purely 
military  work  with  what  were  really  the 
commercial  undertakings  —  the  other 
Indian  railways.  If  they  were  kept 
separate  it  would  reduce  the  cost  of  the 
railways  by  a  very  large  tiguro.  It  was 
important  to  l>e»r  in  mind  that  in  the 
further  extension  of  the  railway  system 
WMis  to  be  found  the  one  source  of  relief 
from  the  prejsent  financial  embarrnssnienf» 
The  earlier  railways, .indeed,  were  loaded 
with  the  cost— the  extravagant  cost — of 
construction,  wldch  had  occurred  in  the 
first  instance  due  to  want  of  experience 
and  to  mismanagement.  Railway  con- ' 
struction  formerly  cost  very  much  more 
than  it  does  now.  In  the  next  place, 
rhe^^e  earlier  railways  were  loaded 
with  a  high  rate  of  guarantee  tbat 
would  never  occur  again.  The  Goveru- 
meut  guaranteed  o  per  cent,  ou  the  line 
in  gold,  and,  in  order  to  pay  that,  the  line 
must  make  a  return  of  10  per  cent,  in 
silver,  which  was  a  very  heavy  loading 
indeed.  They  had  to  remember  that  in 
future,  if  tbey  guarauteeii  at  all,  it  would 
not  he  necessary  to  give  a  higher  rate 
than  3  per  cent.,  aud  iu  the  next  place 
that  it  was  extremely  improbable  that 
silver  would  take  another  aial  a  further  fall 
of  50  per  cent.,  and,  therefore,  evett  if  they 
gave  guarauteas  in  gold,  they  would  not 
again  be  loading  the  account  with  a 
heavy  loss,  Itecaiise  he  thought  it  waa 
reasonable  to  suppose  the  loss  by  ex* 
change  had  reached  its  lowest  aud 
worst  stage.  With  regard  to  railway 
enterprise,  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  express  so  strong  an 
opinion  npou  the  useful  efl'ect  of  railways^ 
as  he  (Sir  G,  Chesney)  believed  thai 
nothing  would  do  so  much  good  for 
India  as  railways.  The  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman had  only  been  a  short  time  in  the 
position  he  now  held  ;  but  he  was  Ijound 
to  say  that  so  far  the  action  of  the 
India  Office,  and  the  steps  that  had 
been  taken  lately,  had  not  been  of  that 
happy  character  to  encourage  the  em- 
ployment of  English  capital  in  Indian 
railways.      There   had  been    a  reaction 
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agiiitiBt  tbe  guarantee  system,  but  from 
guarantees    tbe    Goverument   ha*l  now 
gone  into  the  other  extreme  of  apparently 
offering     no     iudnceroeut     to     English 
eapitalists     to    put    their     money    into 
Indian  railways.     The  railways  in  India 
would  be  subject  to  a  degree  of  control 
which  railways  in  this  country  were  not; 
atid^  on  tbo  other  hand^  they  were  not  to 
receive  that  definite  assistance  which  be 
thought    was    absolutely    necessary    to 
secure  tbe  confidence  of  the  English  in- 
vestor, and  lead  to  that  rapid  extension 
of  railways  that  wan  so  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  Judia*     Quite  recently  there 
was  a  project  for  a  vabiahle  railway  in 
the  North- West  Province,  a  railway  that 
would  be  valiml>le  both   to  the  interests 
of  India  and  of  this  country,    but    the 
correspondence  respecting   it  had   taken 
longer  than  the  time  that  would  have  been 
uoccsaary    to    complete    tbe    line,    and 
in  the  end  the  proposal  was  so  weighted 
with  conditions,  qualificatious,  and   com- 
plications of  ail  sorts   that  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible   for    any  projector   to 
put  it  before  the  investing  public*     He 
would  defy  anyoue     not   an    expert  in 
railway  matters  to  know  what  was  tbe 
real    proposal    of    the    Governmeut    in 
regard    to    it,    yet    tbe    line    was    most 
urgently    reriuireil    lu    the    interests    of 
the    countrv* 

•Mr,  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wowl- 
bridge)  said,  that  though  there  was  again 
prcseuted  to  tbem  a  deficit  iu  the  Indian 
Revenue,  there  wa»  one  bright  side  to  the 
Budget.  They  were  told  yestenlay  that 
India  was  overwhelmingly  an  agricultural 
country,  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  people 
of  India  obtainod  their  living  liv  tlie 
occupation    of    tilling     tbe     land.       It 


was  a  gratifying 
whilst  all  over  the 
the  present  time  a 


fact  to  note  that 
rest  of  the  world  at 
bitter  cry  was  going 
up  of  agricultural  distress,  that  was  not 
the  case  with  regard  to  India,  ti»e  agri- 
culture  of  that  couutry,  from  all  the 
Reports  they  had  received,  being  in  a 
flourishing  condition.  It  was  a  green 
oasis  iu  tbe  general  waste.  The  ex- 
planation was  exceedingly  simple*  India 
bad  been  spared  that  terrible  and  con- 
tinued fall  in  prices  which  had  been  the 
principal  causo  of  agnciiltural  distress  in 
Euglaud,  the  Colonies,  and  the  United 
States*  The  fortunate  cultivators  of  the 
aoil  iu  India  had  enjoyed  the  inestimable 

Sir  G.  Chetney 


blessing  of  a  stable  stJindard,   Their  obli- 
gations remained  to-day  substantially  the 
same  as  they  were  20  years  ago*     They 
could  meet  them  with  the  same  amount 
of  produce.     It  was  all  very  well  to  talk 
of  the  fall  of  the  rupee  and  the  deprecia- 
tion   of  silver;  but  anyone  who   would 
carefully  look  into  the  actual  facta  must, 
he  was  sure,  be  convinced  tlmt  silver  had 
really  not  fallen  in  value  at  all  in  these 
last  20  years.     Tbe  purcbasiug  power  of 
an  ounce  of  silver  was  now  as  great  as  it 
was  20  years  ago.     He  supposed  there 
was  no  more  sound    and  reliable  statis- 
tician than  Dr.  Giffeu,  and  in  an  admir- 
able essay  be  wrote  iu    1888  he  showed 
that,  so    far  from    silver    having    fallen 
during  recent  years,  it  bad  a  little  appre- 
ciated.    The  farmer  iu   India  to-day  re- 
ceived tbe  same  amount  of  silver  money 
for  bis   produce  that  he  received  before* 
Therefore,    while    iu    this    country   aud 
tbe     colonies     farmers     were    groaning 
under  distress,  tbe  happy  cultivators  of 
the  soil  in  ludia  were  going  on  their  waj 
in    fair   prosperity.       According  to  Mn 
Westland's     figures,     dealing     with      n 
period     of      16     years,     in     all     those 
years    the   Revenue    of   India    had    in- 
creased, and  yet  they  had  this  singular 
fact :  that  with  aconstantly  and  steadily  iu- 
creasiug  Revenue  India  was  constantly  in 
financial    ditficidties.      The   explanation 
of  this  was  to  be   found  in  the  one  word 
**  exchange/'     He  need  not  dwell  upon 
that  matter  now,  because  tbe  right  bou. 
Gentleman    below    him    had    expatiated 
upon  it,  and  admitted  it  to  the  full  in  hid 
speech  ;  aud  the  speeches  of  tbe  Viceroy 
and  of  his  Council    in   ludia  as  given  in 
the  Blue  Book  were  full  of  it,  too.     Ex- 
change, and  exchange  alone,  they  said, 
was  the  cause,  the  only  cause,  of  their  con* 
tinual  deficiency.     The  fact  in  regard  to 
In<lia  was  that  it  was  a  mortgaged  farm, 
and  mortgaged  unhappily  in  gold.     And 
as  gold  was  steadily    mouutiug   in  value, 
India,  like  all  other  similarly  mortgaged 
persons  or  countries,  found  the  real  weight 
of  its  debt  cou  tin  ually  increasing.    8  be  had 
to   buy   gold  with  produce,  aud,  as  the 
value  of  the  metal  increased,  bad  to  gU*e 
more  irnd  more  produce  in  order  to  obtain 
the  same  quantity  of  it.      The   growing 
exports  of  India  were  not  so  much   an 
indication  of  her  prosperity  as    of    the 
growing    weight    of    her    indebtedness. 
Until    the    Home    Government   opened 
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its  eyes  to  the  great  central  fact 
that  it  was  not  silver  which  had  falleu 
ill  value,  but  goU],  which  hml  riseu, 
they  would  never  euecessfully  grapple 
with  the  Indian  financial  ditHcvilty. 
That  was  the  key  to  the  position. 
The  fact  that  gold  had  then  in  value 
was  clear  and  obvious,  testified  by 
evidence  of  every  kind.  If  they  took  any 
group  of  commodities  at  their  wholesale 
prices,  and  measured  gold  by  that 
standard,  they  would  find  that  63 
sovereigns  would  purcbase  as  much 
as  100  sovereigns  would  20  years  ago  ; 
gold  a8  measured  by  oommoditiea  had 
rideu  50  per  cent.  ;  but  silver,  tested  in 
the  same  way,  sliowed  no  chauge  of  pur- 
chasing power,  showing  that  tbe  move* 
tneut  had  been,  not  in  tbe  silver,  but 
in  the  gold.  They  were  deceived  by 
old  prejudices  and  superficial  appear- 
ances, just  as  in  former  times  tbe  theo- 
logians were  who  held  that  the  ejirth 
stood  still,  and  that  the  phenomena  of 
day  and  uigbt  was  caused  by  the  move* 
meut  of  tbe  sun.  An  accurate  observa- 
tioo  of  the  facts  showed  conchisi%^oly 
that  it  was  gold  which  was  goiug  up — 
not  silver,  which  was  ffoiug  down — and 
this  explained  why  India  had  to  keep 
sendintf  more  and  more  of  its  commodities 
to  meet  its  indebtedness^  The  steward 
of  the  rieli  man  in  tlie  parable  told  his 
lord^s  debtor,  who  owed  100  measures  of 
wheat,  to  take  his  bill  and  write  four* 
aoore*  They  had  told  India  to  tnko  her 
bill  and  write  150.  They  had  been  more 
unjust  than  the  unjust  steward.  The  Home 
Goverumenl  bad  refused  to  recognide  tbe 
real  cause  of  tliis  exchange  difficulty, 
and  had  wrapped  itself  up  in  its  blind  gold 
prejudices.  It  reminded  him  of  tbe  old 
Methodist  hymn  in  which  the  unregeue* 
rate  dinner  is  pictured — 

*'  Wrapped  up  in  jielf-conceit  ami  pride. 
*I  Khali  have  peace  at  last,'  he  cnotl/' 

But  the  Government,  like  the  sinner,  have 
not  found  peace,  nor  would  they  while 
they  founded  themselves  on  the  false  belief 
that  gold  continued  stable  and  that  it 
wad  the  silver  that  changed.  The 
Government,  instea^l  of  iinding  peace, 
had  been  driven  into  trying  to  do  some- 
thing. And  what  bail  they  done  ?  They 
ha<i  tampered  with  tbe  standard  of 
India  in  tbe  interest  of  creditors  and 
against  tbe  interest  of  tbetoibng  masses. 
By   purely  artificial  m^ans  they  had  laid 


heavier  burdens  upon  those  who  had  to 
buy  their  mcney  with  their  produce  and 
their  labour.  They  had  based  prices 
and  obligations  fixed  in  money  rn  India 
notnpou  the  natural  product  of  the 
precious  metal,  but  upon  the  arbitrary 
will  of  the  Government,  aud  they  had 
taken  in  hand  the  responsible  and 
odious  task  of  limiting  the  supply  of  the 
money  of  the  people.  Mr.  Westland,  in 
his  Budget  Statement,  said  that  tbe 
central  fact  of  tbe  financial  history  of 
the  country  in  the  last  year  was  the 
closing  of  the  Mints  ;  aud,  without  intend- 
ing to  speak  in  any  disrespectful  terms, 
he  (Mr.  Kverett)  should  like,  iu  plain 
language,  to  call  attention  to  what  had 
been  done  by  the  closing  of  the  Mints. 
First,  look  at  tbe  folly  of  it ;  or, 
if  that  were  too  strong,  the  lack 
of  wisdom  of  it!  Here  was  a  prosperous 
country  with  an  increasing  Revenue, 
but  tbe  Government  wanted  more 
Revenue.  What  did  they  do  ?  They 
actually  cut  off  the  supply  of  money  out 
of  which  their  Revenue  came.  Was  there 
ever  such  a  policy  ?  Folly  was  written 
in  large  letters  across  the  very  face  of 
such  a  plan.  The  result  was,  that  they 
created  a  scarcity  ;  they  made  a  famine  of 
money  where  before  they  had  plenty,  and 
for  freedom,  with  all  its  blessings,  they 
substituted  restriction*  Look  at  tbe 
cruelty  of  it,  too,  to  the  producers  in 
that  country,  who  had  to  pay  tbeir  debts 
and  taxes  with  tbeir  produce  !  By  arti- 
ficially raising  the  value  of  money  tbe 
Government  increased  the  ditficulty  to 
these  poor  people  of  getting  it,  and  thus 
rendered  their  position  harder  and  worse 
than  it  was  before.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  reaii  the  fifth  chapter 
of  the  Book  of  Exodus  be  would  find  a 
picture  of  what  he  and  the  Government 
were  doing.  They  had  taken  Pharaoh  as 
their  model.  There  had  been  in  the  past 
history  of  this  aud  other  countries 
profligate  Kings  who  had  sought  to 
enrieb  themselves  at  the  expeuse  of  their 
subjects  by  debasing  the  coin  of  the  realm 
at  their  Mints  and  pocketing  the  profit  of 
such  debasement.  And  now,  in  the  19th 
century,  in  this  enlightened  country 
they  had — ^he  was  going  to  say  a  pro- 
fligate Government ;  but  he  would  rather 
say  a  Government  which  had  broken  loose 
from  all  sound  reason  and  honesty — 
who  were  trying  to  enrich  themselves  at 
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the  expense  of  their  subjects,  not  by 
debasing  the  coin  of  the  realm,  but  by 
artificially  raising  its  value.  And  he  be- 
lieved, as  between  the  two,  in  an  agricul- 
tural nation,  they  banned  the  country  naore 
by  artificially  limiting  and  raising  the 
value  of  the  coin  than  the  Kings  did  by 
debasing  it  and  putting  the  profit  of  such 
debasement  in  their  pockets.  The  Kings 
robbed  creditors,  but  lightened  the  taxes. 
You  rob  the  toiling  millions — the  pro- 
ducers— by  lowering  the  money  value  of 
their  produce,  and  you  raise  the  burden 
of  the  taxes.  You  are  worse  really 
than  the  profligate  Kings.  Look  at  the 
confusion,  too,  that  has  been  created  by  the 
closing  of  the  Mints.  Twenty  years  ago 
there  was  only  one  "  money "  in  India, 
and  the  world.  Silver  and  gold  were  one. 
Foreign  Governments,  by  Tampering 
with  the  currency  in  1873,  created  two 
"moneys."  This  had  led  to  all  manner 
of  difficulties,  and  now  by  the  extra- 
ordinary action  which  you  have 
taken  there  are  three  "  moneys "  in- 
stead of  two.  This  was  not  all ;  for  in 
the  Blue  Books  which  had  been  issued 
respecting  India,  there  was  the  possibility 
indicjited  of  a  fourth  money — namely,  the 
native  rupees  coined  in  the  native  States 
— which  the  Blue  Book  stated  were  more 
easy  to  imitate  than  the  others,  so 
that  in  the  artificial  difference  they  had 
created  between  silver  and  the  rupee  the 
Government  had  introduced  a  great 
temptation  to  forge  these  native  coins. 
And  it  was  stated  in  the  Blue 
Book  that  there  were  beginning  to  be 
detected  signs  of  difference  in  value 
in  circulation  as  between  the  native 
and  the  English  rupees.  Instead, 
tliorct'orc,  of  going  back  to  one  money, 
the  Government  had  actually  multiplied 
fourtold  the  evils  and  confusion  of  the 
money  world.  Worse  than  that,  what 
htul  heen  done,  so  far  as  he  could  see, 
was  perfectly  useless.  The  Government 
wonUI  fail  in  the  object  they  sought  to 
attain,  and,  having  mistaken  the  disease, 
their  attempted  remedy  would  oidy  make 
things  worse.  It  was  like  giving  brandy 
to  a  patient  in  a  raging  fever.  They  had 
closed  one  of  the  great  markets  of  the 
world  against  silver,  and  opened  up  a 
new  source  of  demand  for  gold.  What 
other  effect  could  that  have  than  to 
widen  still  further  the  great  gulf  between 
the  two,  and  so  to  open  still  wider  what 

Mr,  Everett 


the  CouDcil  in  India  described  as  ^the 
yawning  gulf  of  their  gold  obligations**  ? 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  to  understand 
the  position  that  the  movement  had  been 
in  gold  and  not  in  silver  ;  and  in  creating 
this  new  demand  for  gold — the  metal 
which  was  already  moving  up  fast— - 
they  had  pushed  its  value  up  higher 
still.  This  was  shown  by  the  further 
fall  in  silver  as  measured  by  gold.  It 
had  fallen  25  per  cent,  further  since  the 
Mints  were  closed,  or,  to  speak  more 
accurately,  gold  had  risen  by  that  much 
more,  and  prices  of  produce  here  had  fallen 
in  proportion.  And  he  felt  sure  from  what 
they  had  seen  already,  and  from  the 
natural  consequences  of  raising  the  de- 
mand for  an  already  appreciating  metal, 
that  the  effect  of  trying  to  put  India  on  a 
gold  standard  must  be  to  aggravate  still 
further  every  feature  of  the  disease  under 
which  they  already  suffered.  The  course 
the  Government  were  pursuing  would 
make  debt  more  onerous  than  ever,  would 
lower  prices,  and  would  place  the  agri- 
culturists in  India  in  the  same  difficulties 
as  those  under  which  the  agriculturists 
in  England  and  other  gold  standard 
countries  were  labouring  ;  it  would  com- 
plete, too,  the  ruin  of  the  latter.  There  was 
once  painted  a  series  of  pictures  entitled 
"  The  Rake's  Progress,"  which  attained 
considerable  fame  in  this  country.  The 
course  taken  by  the  Government  since 
they  had  dealt  with  this  question  seemed 
to  him  very  comparable  to  the  different 
stages  in  the  rake's  downward  progress. 
First  of  all,  they  were  blind  to  the  actual 
facts,  and  refused  to;  believe  that  it  was 
gold  which  had  gotie  wrong,  contending 
falsely  that  it  was  the  silver.  Then 
they  tampered  with  the  silver  standard  ; 
that  was  the  second  stage.  The  third 
was  running  into  debt  ;  they  had 
to  come  to  Parliament  to  borrow  more 
money.  The  fourth  was  misappro- 
priation of  other's  money — they  were 
driven  to  the  misappropriation  of  the 
Famine  and  Provincial  Funds.  The  fifth 
stage  was  that  a  stop  was  put  to  all 
further  improvement  in  the  country, 
the  money  intended  for  this  purpose 
having  been  taken.  The  sixth  and  last 
stage,  thus  far,  was  that  Free  Trade  had 
been  abandoned,  and  the  disciples  of 
Cobden,  the  members  of  the  great  Liberal 
Party,  had  to  give  their  consent  to  the 
imposition  of  duties  in  India.  The  last,  the 
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gallows,  scene  would  come  in  due  course. 
They  were  going  contrary  to  everything 
that  they  had  previously  taught.      They 
had  talked  againsttampering  with  the  cur- 
rency, and  they  had  tampered  with  it ; 
against  misappropriation,  and  they  had 
been  guilty  of  it ;    against   putting    on 
duties  at  the  ports,  and  yet  they  had  now 
done  It.     The  closing  of  the  Mints  had 
been  followed  by  the  closing  of  the  ports. 
Tliey  had  tried  artificially  to  raise  the 
value  of  money  in  the  country,  and  now 
they   were  going  artificially  to  try  and 
raise  the  value  of  the  goods  tliat  went 
into  the  country,  and  they  were  driven 
by   their   necessities   to    tax    the    com- 
mon    necessaries      of      the      people  — 
even      the      light      they      burned      at 
night    and  the   agricultural    implements 
that    went  into    the  country.     Oh,    the 
humiliation  and  the  shame  of  it !     When 
people  read  that — the    English    Govern- 
ment, and   especially  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment,  had  been  reduced  to  do   this — it 
would  produce  that  kind  of  shame  in  the 
beholders  which    the  Babylonian  people 
must   have    felt  when    they    saw   their 
great  King,  Nebuchadnezzar,  reduced  to 
going  on  all-fours  and  eating  grass  like 
an  ox.  This  figure  was  used  by  a  member 
of  the   Indian    Council    in    his   speech. 
Humiliation  had  been  inflicted  upon  the 
Government    of    this    country    by    the 
course    they    had     pursued,    and    even 
now  they  were  not  at  the  bottom  of  the 
valley, for  the  Blue  Book  stated  that  there 
was  no  confidence  felt  that  they   were 
out   of  the  difficulty.     Even   during  the 
last  two  days,  whilst   this  discussion  had 
been   proceeding,   there  were  signs  that 
the  rupee  was  going  to  fall  still  further, 
or,  in  other  words,  that  gold  was  still  in- 
creasing   in    value.      He  recognised  the 
great   ability,   sterling  honesty,    and  in- 
tegrity  of   character  of    the   right   hon. 
Gentleman   who  now  presided  over  the 
India  Office,    and    he    would    make    an 
appeal  to  him.     At  school  sometimes,  a 
boy  said  what  was  a  lie,  and  being  chal- 
lenged two  courses  became  open  to  him 
— either  to  confess,  or  to  lie  it  out.     It 
appeared  to  him,  looking  at  the  course 
the  Government  had  taken  in  this  matter, 
they    had    not,    indeed,    told  a    lie,    but 
that  they  had  planted   themselves  upon 
absolutely  false  ground.     They  might  be 
aaid  to    have  had  a   lie   in   their   right 
hand,   and  every  step  they  had    had  to 
take   in    consequence   had  only  plunged 


them  deeper  into  the  morass.  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bring  his 
great  powers  of  mind  to  bear  on  the 
question  ?  If  he  would  look  into  the  facts 
and  figures,  he  would  see  that  the  move- 
ment had  been  in  gold  and  not  in  silver, 
and  that  consequently  what  was  wanted 
was  to  lessen  the  demand  for  gold, 
not  to  increase  it.  He  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  familiar  with 
that  interesting  book.  The  Pilgrim^s 
Progress,  On  a  certain  occasion  the 
pilgrims,  through  wandering  into  Bye 
Path  Meadow,  got  into  Giant  Despair^s 
dungeon  and  suffered  a  great  deal  there, 
until  a  light  broke  in  upon  the  mind  of  one 
of  them,who  said  he  had  in  his  bosom  a  key 
that  would  opeu  any  doors  in  that  loath- 
some dungeon.  It  was  the  key  of 
Promise,  which  he  took  out,  and  which 
opened  the  locks  that  had  kept  them 
confined.  Such  a  key  was  within  the 
reach  of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  If  the 
Government  would  realise  how  the  facts 
really  lay,  would  retrace  their  steps 
and  enter  into  negotiations  with  other 
nations  who,  he  was  quite  sure,  would 
meet  them  half  way,  and  so  restore  the 
old  free  use  of  both  the  precious  metals 
by  International  agreement,  they  would 
soon  find  themselves  out  of  the  Giant 
Despair's  dungeon  of  ever-falling  ex- 
change, and  in  the  green  meadows  on 
their  way  to  some  happier  and  better 
place.  He  was  convinced  the  move- 
ment had  been  in  gold,  not  in  silver, 
and  there  would  be  no  remedy  for  Indian 
finance  or  for  depressed  agriculture  at 
home  unless  something  was  done  to  lessen 
the  continual  appreciation  of  gold  and  to 
bring  back  again  the  old,  free,  and  equal 
use  of  the  two  precious  metals. 

Sir  a.  SCOBLE  (Hackney,  Central) 
said,  he  should  like  to  add  a  few  words 
to  what  he  said  yesterday  about  Import 
Duties.  He  listened  with  great  attention 
to  what  was  said  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  on  the  subject,  and  he  must  say 
that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  make  out  a  good 
case  in  defence  of  the  course  which  the 
Government  had  pursued.  The  Govern- 
ment claimed  to  be  consistent  in  their 
policy,  but  they  might  be  said  to  have 
thrown  over  Free  Trade  and  adopted 
Protection  in  regard  to  every  other 
article  excepting  cotton  goods  and  the 
precioas  metals,  and  therefore  he  did 
not  see    how    the    defence   which    the 
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right  lion.  Geutleman   had  put  forward 
coulil    be    inaiiit^ined.     The   right    hou* 
Gentleman  f*aid  that  these  daties  wouid 
fall    on    the    consumer.     This    was,   no 
doubt,  the  case,  and  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  geto%'erthe  diflicuUy 
by  putting  a  countervailing  Excise  Duty 
on  the  same  class  of  goodts   when  pro- 
duced in  the  country.     It  ilid  not  matter 
what  the  proportions  might  be,  hut  the 
Committee    must   know   that    the    finer 
class  of  goods  worn    by   the    people  of 
India  were  Imported  from  England,  and 
the    coarser   kinds  were  made   in    India 
itBelf.     Therefore,  instead  of  ei^tablishing 
a    tax    wliitdi    would    only    fall    on    the 
wealthier   classes,  what    the   right    liou. 
Geutlemau  proposed  to  do  was  to  estab- 
lish a  law  which  wonid  fall  on  the  poorer 
classes*     That  being  so,  he  did   not  see 
where  the  benefit  to  the  consumer  came 
in  under    the   arrangement.     The   right 
hon.  Geutlemau  slionld  bear  in  mind  that 
the  area  of  taxation   in  India  was  eom- 
paratirely  small,  and  that  its   limit   had 
practically  beeu   already  reache<l.     The 
right,  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  with  a  cer- 
tain degree  of  hopefulness  of  estubltsh- 
ing  in  India  somcthijig  of  the  nature  of 
the  Death    Duties,  which  had  recently 
been  instituted  in  this  country. 
Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Oh,  no. 
Sir  a.  SCOBLE  :  Well,  at  all  events, 
he   said   that    there  was  nothing  corre- 
sponding tt>  Death  Duties  at  present  in 
India,  and  he  (Sir  A.  Scoble)  from  that, 
perhaps  wrongly,  inferred  that  it  was  in 
the  mind  of  the  right  bon.   Geutlemau, 
as  a  field  of  taxation  which  had  not  yet 
been  eutorod  upon.     He  regretted  to  say 
that  it  had  been  entered  upon.     A  duty 
wa*    levied    on   all    grants   of    probate 
or  letters  of  administration,  which,  how- 
ever, were  only  required  to  be  taken  out 
by  those  subject  to  English  laws.     With 
regard  to  the  vast  mass  of  the  jiop illa- 
tion who  were  under   Hiudu  or  Maho- 
medan  law,  if  they  wanted  the  assistance 
of  the  Courts  to  recover  ilebts  due  from 
persons    decease^l,   they   had    to    get   a 
certificate    for    the   collection   of    those 
debts  ujion   wdiicb   in    like    manner  the 
Probate   Duty    was  levied.     As  to  the 
Salt  Tax,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wheu  he  said  that  he  did  not 
thiuk    that   any    statesman    would    en- 
deavour to   increase  this   tax-     He,  in- 
deed, agreed  with  the  right  hon,  Geotle- 

Sir  A.  ScoMe 


man   in  the  hope  that  before  long  thh 
tax   would    be    cousiderably   diminished. 
It  was  very  desirable  that,  as  this  was  a 
time  of  peace,  it  should   be  dimiutshe«L 
In  point  of  fact^  the  Salt  Tax   was  the 
one  tax  which  could  bo  relied  upou   id 
the   event  of   any  great  war  in   whicfi 
India  was  involved.     It  should    be  a  re- 
source  iu  case  of   emergency,  but,    un- 
fortunately, at  the  present  time   it  was 
as  high  as  it  was  possible  to  make  tt. 
But,     without     dwelling     any     further 
on     this      part     of     the     proposals     of 
the  Govefuraent,  ho  should  like    to  ex- 
press the  extreme  satisfaction  wiih  whieii 
he  iieard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speak 
of  the  necessity  and    the   advautage  of 
railway  extension  iu  India.     There  was 
a  great  tract  of  the  country  which  wa* 
not  at  present  occupied  by  niilways,  and 
it  might  be  difficult  to  obtain    Eugltsb 
capital  for  the  construction  of  railways 
iu  those  parts  if  they  had  not  the  guaraiM 
i  tee  of  the  Government.     He  should  ad- 
vise   the    Government    to    extend    the 
system  of  guarantees,  and  he   aUo   be- 
lieved that  the  Government  might  well 
and  profitably  employ  the  very  large  cai^h 
balances  they  now  had  in  making  some 
of  these  railways  in  districts  which  were 
entirely  without  such  accommodation,  and 
where    it    was  necessary    that    rail  way  f^ 
should  he  made  in  order  to  complete  the 
chain  of  communication  throughout  the 
country.       One    other    observation     he 
should  like  to  make  in  respect  to  what 
fell  from  the  right   huu.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  (Sir  C. 
Dilke)  in  regard  to  the  Committee  which 
the    right     hon.     Gentleman     promisetl 
yesterday.      It    seemed   to  liim   that  an 
inquiry      into      the       expenditure      of 
India    re>ally    came    to    this  :     that    it 
was  an  inquiry   into  the  whole  adminis- 
tration.      Such  an  inquiry  would    be  a 
great   deal  too  wide  if  that  would   not 
terminate  iu  any  reasonable    time.      It 
must  necessarily   be  spread  over  one  or 
two   Parliaments,  an<l  by  the  time  that 
its  labours  were  terminated  the  subject 
would  l>e   stale   and  the  labours  of  the 
Committee   almost   thrown  away.      Ho 
believed,  however,  that  a  limited  inquiry 
would  be  of  service,  especially  a  limited 
inquiry  into  the  financial   relatione  be- 
tween India  and  England.     An  inquiry 
go  limited  would,  he  thought,  tend  to  get 
rid  of  some  injustices  with  which  India 
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was  at  present  afilictecl,  aud  would  cleur 
lip  mauy  luisappreLeusions  which  pre- 
vailed largely  in  the  m*iid&of  the  educated 
natives  of  India.  Such  ao  irKpiiry  might 
not  only  Ik3  useful,  but  be  compieted  iu  a 
re^souable  time.  There  were  other 
matters  which  he  woidd  like  to  speak 
about;  but  he  would  uot  take  up  tiuie, 
ag  older  Members  winhetl  to  sjieak,  Ue 
mustj  however,  express  his  seupe  of  ad- 
miration of  the  clear  ex  position  of  the 
fioances  of  ludia  whieh  the  right  Imu. 
Geutlemau  had  given,  and  still  more  of 
the  determi nation  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  shown  to  grapple  with 
fiomo  of  the  n^ore  immediate  ditticulties 
which  were  threatening  the  Goveniment 
of  India  at  the  present  time* 

*SiR  \V.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire)  saiJ,  that  be  desired  to  thank  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  having  granted  a  Parliamentary 
Committee  of  Inquiry.  It  was  uot  all 
that  had  beon  asked  for,  but  it  was  a 
step  in  the  right  direction,  and  consider- 
ing his  high  reputation  as  a  financier  it 
seemed  appropriate  that  the  first  step 
should  be  a  fiimaeial  one.  He  trusted 
that  the  Committee  would  be  made  so 
strong,  Ijoth  in  numbers  and  in  the 
selection  of  membersj  and  that  the  Re- 
ference would  be  so  comprehensive,  that 
roiil  benefit  would  accrue  to  India.  He 
feared,  however,  that  the  tone  of  the 
speech  jiist  delivered  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  causae  profound  disap- 
pointment in  India.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  hit*  right  hon.  Friend  had  a  band  on  ed 
the  judicial  attitude  whieh  the  Secretary 
of  State  shouhl  maintain,  and  had  con- 
stituted himself  the  spokesman  and 
apologist  of  the  official  views  of  which 
they  complained.  They  all  knew  that 
there  wore  two  sides  to  these  questions. 
There  was  the  view  taken  by  the  people 
of  India,  and  there  was  the  official  Anglo- 
Indian  view.  The  ease  for  the  officials 
was  put  before  the  Secretary  of  State  by 
the  India  Office,  and  by  tJie  London  Tress, 
and  by  official  Representatives  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  But  what  clmuce 
had  the  people  of  India  of  getting  a 
hearing  ?  Responsible  public  associa- 
tions in  India  had  forcibly  stated  their 
case,  which  was  diametrically  opposed  to 
the  official  case.  And  he  had  made  a 
detailed  representation  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  on  the  subject.     He  was  glad  to 


say  that  that  representation  had  received 
no  small  support  from  Memberfs  of  that 
House,     But  in  his  speech  the  right  hon, 
Geutlemau   had    not    deigued   even    to 
notice      that     representation      or      the 
facts,     figures,    and    arguments    which 
it  contained.      Listening  to  the  speech, 
no   one   would   have    guessed    that  the 
Secretary    of     State     had    before    him 
any  case  at  alt  for  the  people  of  India. 
The    right    hon.    Gentleman's    speeches 
were  pure  official  optimit^m.     He  merely 
stated  the  official   case,  and    Idesseil    it 
altogether.     His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
complained  that  he  had   called  him   the 
tool  of  the  luditiu  Council,      He  did  not 
think  he  had   used  that  word*     But   he 
desired  to  explain,  that  he  di^l  not  regard 
his  right    hou.  Friend  as  a  willing  tool, 
but  as  ao  unconscious   victim  of  his  sur- 
roundings in  the  India  Office,  a  sufferer 
from    the    bad    political    atmosphere    in 
wrhich  his   work   was  carried  on.     They 
often   read  bow   a  stout  working  man^ 
lieing  lowered  into  an  ohl   disused  well, 
was  overcome  by  the  fumes  of  carbonic 
acid  gas.     And  the  same  nort  of  thing 
happened  to  every  Liberal  Secretary   of 
State  whom  they  sent  to  the  India  Office. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  was   quite   uncon- 
scious  of  this,  but  this  unconsciousne43s 
was  the  most  dangerous  part  of  the  whole 
business.       He   believed   that    scientific 
moo  had  inventeii  an  instrument  whieh 
would   test   the  air  and  give  warning  in 
such  cases.     And   he   thought   ho    could 
provide    his    right    hon.   Friend    with    a 
similar  safeguard.       The  test  was  to  be 
found  in  the  cheers  that  he  received  in 
that    House,  and    in   the    quarter   from 
which  they  proceeded.     During  bis  two 
speeches  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   had 
received  continuous  cheers  from  the  Tory 
Benches,  while  silence  reigned  among  his 
own  supporters.    Aud  a  Liberal  Minister, 
instead     of   being    gratified,    shonld  be 
warned  that    there    must    be   something 
radically  wrong   when   he  thus  received 
the      enthusiastic      approval      of      his 
political  opponeuts.  Proceeding  to  notice 
points    in    the    Financial  Statement  the 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  his  astonish- 
ment that  the   Secretary  of  State  should 
declare  that  there  was  no  Famine  lusur* 
ance   Fnud,   and    that   there  had   nerer 
been  one.     He  did  not  know  under  what 
technical    plea   this  statement  could   be 
justified*   The  fact  was,  that  special  new 
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taxes  were  imposed  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  famiDe  insurance.  To  qnote  the 
words  of  the  Finance  Minister,  Sir  John 
Strachey,  the  proceeds  of  these  new 
taxes  were  to  be  expended  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  what  he  called  an  in- 
surance against  famine,  and  for  no  other 
purpose  whatever.  Was  that  not  a 
Famine  Insurance  Fund  ?  Sir  John 
Strachey  called  it  a  sacred  trust.  And 
if  the  proceeds  of  the  taxes  were  not 
paid  into  a  separate  account  in  the  name 
of  trustees  it  was  simply  to  avoid  in- 
convenience in  book-keeping.  Being 
appealetl  to,  the  Viceroy,  Lord  Lytton, 
minuted  to  the  following  effect : — 

"  The  sole  justification  for  the  increased  taxa- 
tion which  has  just  been  imposed  }iyor\  tlie 
people  of  India  for  the  purpose  of  insurinj? 
this  Empire  against  the  woi*st  calamities  of 
future  famine,  so  far  as  an  insurance  can  now  be 
practically  provide<l.  is  the  ])le«l^e  we  have 
given  that  a  sum  not  less  than  £1,600,000 
sterling,  which  exceeds  the  amount  of  the  addi- 
tional contributions  obtained  from  the  people 
for  this  purpose  shall  be  annually  applied  to  it." 

The  people,  grown  shy  by  sad  experience, 
still  doubted,  and  were  severely  rebuked 
by  Lord  Lytton.  He  again  declared 
that  the  sole  purpose  of  the  addi- 
tional taxation  was  to  preserve  from 
famine,  and  he  said  that  to  insinuate 
the  contrary  was  to  insinuate  a  calumny. 
What  now  was  being  done  ?  The  special 
taxes  were  still  being  levied,  producing 
miiinally  about  Rx.  1,750,000,  and  the 
Government    proposed    to    apply   these 


the  finances,  when  there  was  a  balance 
to  the  good,  and  when  taxes  were  re- 
mitted. Comparing  that  time  with  the 
present  it  appeared  that  the  increased 
annual  cost  of  exchange  was  now  aboat 
Rx. 6,000,000,  whereas  the  increased  net 
revenue  was  Rx.8,500,000,  showing  an 
excess  of  Rx.2,500,000.  Or  taking  the 
aggregate  of  10  years  the  total  excess 
was  Rx.  18,500,000,  so  that  the  expansion 
of  revenne  was  enough  to  pay  for  the 
cost  of  exchange  twice  over.  The  real 
cause  of  the  financial  difficulty  was 
the  excessive  unreproductive  expen- 
diture upon  the  Military  and  Civil 
Services.  In  all  other  departments, 
including  those  most  beneficial  to  the 
people,  the  reductions  had  been  very 
large.  As  compared  with  10  years  ago, 
the  saving  amounted  to  Rx.4,644,683, 
which  exceeded  the  cost  in  ex- 
change for  those  departments  by 
Rx. 873,602.  On  the  other  hand,  instead 
of  reductions,  the  Military  and  Civil  Ser- 
vices cost  Rx.8,8o4,346a  year  more  than 
they  did  10  years  ago  ;  and  this,  together 
with  Rx.3,322,786,  the  exchange  con- 
nected with  those  Services,  came  to  the 
great  total  of  Rx.12,177,132,  which 
swallowed  up  the  surplus  inherited  from 
Lord  Ripon,  Rx. 722,622,  the  whole  in- 
crease of  net  revenue,  Rx  .9,604,871, 
and  the  savings  in  other  departments, 
Rx.873,602,  and  in  addition  produced  a  de- 
ficit of  Rx. 976,637.  All  these  figures  had, 
on  behalf  of  the  people  of  India,  been  care- 


proceeds     to    increase    otficial    salaries.  '  fnlly  placed  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Secretary   of    State  ;    but,   as 
already  observed,  he  had  not  considered 
it  necessary  even  to  refer  to  these  con- 
tentions in  the  statement  he  had  just  laid 
before  the  Committee.    Another  point  to 
which  he  took  strong  exception    in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech   was  his 
statement  that  land  revenne  in  India  was 
not  a  tax  upon  the  people,  but  only  a 
,  share  of  the  rent.     This  was,  no  doubt, 
the     theory,     but      the    practice     was 
I  very  different.     He  would   beg  to  com- 
mend    to    his    right    hon.    Friend    the 
perusal    of  certain  Minutes  recorded  in 
the  Indian  Council,  which  he  would  find 
at  p.  134  of  Appendix  I.  of  the  Famine 
:  Commission    Report.      These    Minutes 
'  related  to   a   proposal  of   Lord  Hobart 
I  to  stop  all  enhancements  of  the    Land 
I  Revenue    in    the    Madras     Presidency, 
there    appears     that     the     instnic- 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  call 
these  transactions  by  such  technical 
name  as  he  liked,  but  the  people  of  India 
considered  that  a  distinct  pledge  had 
been  broken,  and  that  a  great  injustice 
had  been  done.  He  desired  now  to 
notice  one  or  two  points  in  the  Financial 
Statement.  Mr.  Westland,  as  Finance 
Minister,  hjid  declared  that  exchange, 
and  exchange  only,  was  the  cause  of  the 
present  deficit.  And  the  Secretary  of 
State  a])peared  to  endorse  this  view  ; 
also  Mr.  Westland  maintained  that  the 
increased  cost  of  exchange  exceeded  the 
inctrease  of  net  revenue.  He  (Sir  W. 
Wedderburn)  ventured  to  differ  entirely 
from  both  these  conclusions.  To  ascer- 
tain the  facts  he  had  taken  a  period  of 
10  years,  dating  back  to  the  happy  time 
when  Lord  Ripon  and  Sir  Evelyn  Raring 


(now  Lord  Cromer)    were    in  (diarge  of  j  It 
Sir  IV,  Wedderburn 
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excuse  for  thetse  ©uliancoments  was  the 
alleged  frandfl  on  the  part  of  the  ofHcfaU 
who  made  the  erigiua]  settleinetita.  Tha 
objectioQ  taken  to  the  militarv  expendi- 
ture was  one  of  policy  more  than  accouot. 
He,  Id  agreement  with  the  right  hoii. 
Geutleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Deun,  did  not  grudge  money  for  the 
true  defence  and  safety  of  India.  Bu| 
what  he  objected  to  was  the  policy  or 
aggression  upon  our  weaker  neighbours, 
a  policy  equally  unjust  and  dangerous. 
India  was  surrounded  by  a  frontier  of 
steriie-mountainoiis  regitms,  inhabited  by 
wild  tribes.  This  constituted  a  natural 
rampart,  like  a  thorny  hedge,  and  it 
was  perfect  foUy  either  to  penetrate 
into  that  hedge  or  to  destroy 
This  policy  of  aggression  was  foreseeii 
and  denounced  in  the  Viceroy's  Council ' 
by  Mr,  Ilbert  and  Sir  Auckland  Calvin 
when  the  first  great  addition  of 
30,(KK)  men  was  m»*le  to  our  Army  with 
reference  to  tlie  attack  on  Uurmu.  These 
gentlemen  said  this  increased  force  would 
be  used  for  purposes  of  aggression,  and 
not  of  defence,  and  this  prophecy  had 
come  true*  For  purposes  of  defence  in 
India,  an  eflfictent  Regular  Force  was  no 
doubt  required,  but  the  true  safety  of  the 
country  depended  upon  this  force  l>eing 
backed  by  a  full  treasury  and  a  contented 
people.  Another  important  question 
was  the  fair  distribution  of  the  military 
burden  Itetween  India  and  Great  Britain. 
The  eonquest  of  Upper  Burma  was 
undertaken  purely  for  supposed  Imperifl 
interests,  and  it  i^  as  a  burning  shame  1 " 
the  whole  expense  had  been  placed  upoB 
the  Indian  taxpayer,  who  was  entirely 
opposed  to  the  whole  business.  During 
the  last  eight  vears  a  charge  of  so 
£12,600,0<K)  had  fallen  upon  India  m 
account  of  Upper  Burrnii,and  it  appeare 
h'kely  that  this  charge  would  continue  at 
the  mfe  of  about  £1,500,00(3  annually* 
Wii  h  such  treatment  was  it  to  be  wondered 
at  that  India  was  in  financial  diflfioulty  ? 
Among  the  remedies  tiow  re(|uireJ,  oneof 
the  most  important  was  a  fair  distribu- 
tion of  military  expenditure  between 
India  and  thi^  country*  Then  there  seemed 
no  good  reason  why  the  Military  and  Civil 
expenditure  should  not  be  brought 
to  the  figure  it  stood  at  in  1884-5,  during 
the  happy  time  of  Lord  Hipon.  The  com- 
pensation to  the  Services  should  be  sus- 
pended until  the  finances  could  afford  this 
3  I 


Iron  of  Sir  Charles  Wood  was  that 
the  land  revenue  should  not  exceed 
one  half  of  the  free  rent.  But  it  was 
admitted  that  this  was  a  **  mere  paper 
instruction.'*  Sir  Bartld  Frere,  than 
whom  there  was  not  a  better  prac- 
tical authority  on  this  point,  stated 
that  the  State  demand  rarely  if  ever  ful- 
filled the  requirements  of  the  India  Office 
instruction,  and  that  with  the  exception 
of  a  very  few  localities,  infinitesiraally 
**tnall,  a  true  Land  Tax  was  practically 
unknown.  As  regards  the  Bombay 
Presidency,  ho  said  that  the  assessment 
came  under  three  classes.  First,  a  Land 
Tax  fi?eed  more  or  less  arbitrarily ;  second, 
a  full  rent  leaving  nothing  to  the  cultivator 
but  the  wages  of  his  labour  and  the 
interest  on  his  capital  ;  and,  third,  a  rent 
and  something  more  trenching  on  the 
wages  of  la^K)u^  or  the  profits  of  capital* 
To  those  three  classes  8ir  Louis  Mallet 
added  yet  another,  where  the  land  yielded 
no  rent  at  all,  and  the  assessment  was 
tnken  wholly  from  that  portion  of  the 
emp  which  represented  the  wages  of 
labour.  When  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
leisure  to  read  the  Famine  Commission 
Heport,  the  Report  of  the  Dekkhan  Riot^ 
Commission,  and  the  IJebates  in  Council 
regarding  the  Dekkhan  Agriculturists 
Relief  Act,  he  would  doubtless  modify 
very  materially  liis  views  regarding  the 
Indian  ciiltivator*s  burdens  and  condition. 
The  right  hon.  (xentleman  had  said  that 
the  cultivator's  improvements  were  not 
tAxe<l.  How  did  he  account  for  the 
enhancements  in  the  Pan  well  Taluka 
which  had  been  brought  to  bis  notice  by 
a  question  in  the  House  ?  An  instance 
had  been  given  where  a  cultivator's 
assessment  had  been  raised  from  4  rupees 
to  45  rupees.  Was  the  difference  the  in- 
crease in  the  value  of  the  laud  apart  from 
the  cultivator's  industry  ?  He  would  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  clue  which 
he  might  follow  up.  Let  him  inquire  what 
"  Pot-Kharab'*  means  in  the  Bombay  Pre* 
sidency,  and  he  will  find  that  tliese  en- 
bancements  are  upon  reclamations  and 
improvements  within  the  cultivator*s  hold- 
ing which  he  %vhs  encouraged  to  make  by 
the  promise  that  they  would  not  be  taxeti. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  in- 
dignant because  the  Member  for  Flint- 
shire said  that  there  was  corruption 
among  the  Settlement  officers,  but  if  he 
will  inquire   be  will   find  that   one  main 
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indulgence.  And  us  regarded  the  fiitore^ 
care  and  eeouomy  would  be  i  11*5 n red  if 
only  £5  of  the  salary  of  the  HecretAi'y  of 
State  for  India  wero  put  npou  the 
Imperial  Estimates.  What  did  Mr. 
Disraeli  say  on  this  point 't 

'*  Have  the  p«x>ple  of  Englaud  tver  oared  ooe 
jot  abtmt  Indian  reform  '  No,  they  hsiV<c  boi ). 
and  for  this  very  simplt  reason—  that  the  people 
of  flngland  do  not  pay  for  India  \  1>ecauae  so 
long  AS  Indian  finance  is  Bcparatetl  from  Eng- 
lish finance,  and  so  long  aa  the  people  of  England 
do  not  pay  in  consequence  of  misgovemment  in 
India»  so  long,  depend  upon  it,  they  Mrill  not 
care  for  IndiaTi  reform," 

This  wa^  a  formidable  indictment  against 
ouruafioual  honesty  ami  nnselfishness.  He 
trusteil  his  right  hou.  Friend  would  do  his 
best  to  eoavince  the  people  of  India  that 
their  welfare  was  his  first  object, 
•Mr.  H.  H.FOWLEU  :  It  ia  tw^w, close 
on  midnight,  and,  ibis  l^eiog  the  third  day 
that  the  question  of  Indian  F^inance  has 
been  under  discuesiOOj  I  think  it  will  not 
be  iinr6a2!K)aabIe  to  ask  the  Comroitteo  to 
cloee  the  Debate  au<l  let  this  interesting 
conversation  corae  to  an  eud,  1  regret 
that  I  cannot  review  at  length  the  various 
critrcisims,  many  of  thera  very  interesting 
and  valuable,  which  have  been  made  upon 
my  statement.  I  trespassed  upon  the  time 
of  the  Committee  at  great  length  at  an 
early  period  of  the  evening,  and  not 
even  for  the  sake  of  answering  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  raised  do  I  think  lam 
justitied  in  asking  the  Cojumittee  to 
undergo  the  weariness  of  lii^teuing 
to  me  again  ;  btit  1  can  assure 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  spwken  tliat 
the  Biiggestions  they  have  thrown  out 
will  not  be  lost  sight  of.  Two  or  three 
of  the  questions  which  liave  been  put  to 
me,  however,  I  will  at  once  reply  to. 
My  right  hou.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean  put  a  very  direct  and 
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Secretary  of  Stnto.  I  may  make  that 
clear — certainly  not.  That  is  a  question 
for  hoD.  Members  to  bring  before  tliis 
House — it  is  a  ijue*»tion  of  policy.  The 
Committee  ia  t<l  inqoire  into  the 
various  itetm*^  of  oxpenditiiris  solely 
from  a  financial  point  of  view*  and  to 
see  how  the  money  is  spent.  There 
are  various  points  which  would  come 
iKjfore  the  Committee  for  inquiry  from 
the  financial  point  of  view^as  to  whether 
expenditure  is  exeeat^ive^  the  expetiseo  of 
administration,  and  that  much  vexed 
question,  the  apporiionment  of  charges 
paid  hero  and  in  lodin.  But  I  warn  the 
Committee,  and  I  warn  my  lion*  FrieudB 
who  are  so  de:^; irons  that  these  ques^ 
tions  should  lj»e  raised,  that  the 
responsibility  of  the  inquiry  must  be  with 
those  who  desire  it.  There  are  those  who 
think  that  India  pays  too  little,  aud  there 
are  friends  of  India  who  think  t»he  pays 
too  much,  autl  the  result  may  l:»€  dis- 
appointing t'O  either  side.  I  express  00 
opinion,  for  I  have  not  had  time  to  make 
investigation,  but  the  Committee  nMy 
report  tiiat  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  eniitle^l  to  a  larger  contribution 
from  India  than  India  pays^  and,  if  bo,  it 
will  not  be  upon  my  head  the  blame  will 
rest  for  reopening  this  ditticult  •"**^ 
complicated  question.  Various  ] 
have  been  raised  by  the  right  hoOi  ^nren- 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  as  to  the  character  and  ext<5ut  of 
the  inquiry,  but  do  not  let  him  be  under 
any  delusion.  We  propose  a  Committee 
of  a  })urely  financial  charact.er,  to  deal 
with  tinaucialquestions,  and  not  to  deal 
wiU»  questions  of  policy  and  general 
administration.  My  hon.  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  complains  that  I  have 
not  answered  the  Memoratidum  he  sent 
to  me*  That  Memorandum  has  been 
carefully  considered  in  the  India  Otiice, 
aud  I  have  a  eomplet-e  reply  to  most 
of  the  variouis  iwints  raised   in  it ;  bwt 


pertinent  question  as  to  the  nature  of  the  j  when  addressing  to  the  Committee  a  three 


inquiry  which  has  been  promised  for 
next  year.  I  thought  I  had  made  it 
perfectly  clear  that  it  would  be  most  un- 
tlesirable  to  have  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  policy  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  India.  The  Government  have 
no  intention  of  the  sort.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  put  to  mo  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  Committee  should  deal  with 
the    position    of    the    Council   and   the 
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hours'  speech  on  finance  I  tliought  it 
would  be  unnecessary  to  go  into  dis- 
putable questions  in  which  I  could 
not  probably  have  couvinced  my 
hoiu  Friend,  and  he  could  not  have 
convinced  me.  The  hon*  Member  for 
Colne  Valley  (Sir  J.  Kitson)  spoke 
with  reference  to  the  railway  ayetem. 
He  made  an  interesting  speech 
at     au    unfortunate     hour     in    a     thin 
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House,  and  his  sjxjech  was  worthy  tUe 
atteotiou    of    a    much    larger  autiience. 
His  views  were  re-ecboeil  by  subsequeot 
iipeiikers,  and   all   I    can   say  \»    that  I 
absolutely  synipatliise  with  the  desire  of 
the  hou.  Member  for  an  extension  of  the 
railway   gystem   in    India.     1   recognise 
that    we  cannot   extend   the   guarantee 
ayi«teui,     and    what     we    have     to     do 
is     to,  encounige     private     capital     to 
invest    in   the    con  struct  ion   of  railways 
in     India,       There     is     a     controversy 
now    goiug    on    between    the    Govern- 
ment of  India  and   those  who  are  inte- 
rested in  Railway  Companies  as  to  terms, 
and  all  I  am  at  iiljerty  to  »tate  is  that  at 
the  present  time  the  whole  question  is 
under  the  i  jo  mediate  consideration  of  the 
Government  of  India  to  see  what  modi* 
fications    may    be    introduced    into    tbe 
terms   of  which   several  Members  have 
complained.     Into  the  field  of  b i- metal- 
lism   I    will    not   at    this   hour   attempt 
to  enter,  and  I  hope  Members  who  have 
•devoted  time  to  that  will  not  complain  if 
I  do  Mot  attempt  a  reply.    I  can  only  ^^ay 
ithat  we  Jiha,ll  proceed  with  the  experi- 
tmeat  we  arc  trying — that  of  closing  the 
Miu ts.    An  hon.  Member  near  me  thinks 
the   experiment    has    been    an    absolute 
failure,  and  he  has  criticised  it  in  stroug 
language,  but  at  all  events  we  have  acted 
upon  the  opinion  of  those  most  competent 
to  give  advice ;  we  attach  importance  to 
the  ju<lgmoiit  of  exf*erts  on  the  subject, 
And  we  i*ee  no  reason  to  doubt  the  wisdom 
•of  the.  policy  we  have  adopted.     I  hope 
the  Committee  will  be  satisfied  with  this 
Debate,  whichj  extended  over  three  days 
upon   various  ludian   mattor»,  haa  been 
full   of  interest.     I  hoi>o    the  inereasoti 
interest  Uikeu  in  Indiau  matters  will  be 
productive    of    gond    results,    that    the 
criticisms    made   will    be   considered   by 
those  upon  whom  rei*ponsiltility  devolves 
to  dotennine  whether  proposals  shall  be 
carried   out,  and  that  in  auy  event  the 
discussion  we  h*i ve  had  may  tend  to  the 
advantage  of  India. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Re^oWed,  That  it  apiMfars.  by  the  Accounts 
laid  before  thla  Houm;,  that  the  Total  Beveuii<? 
of  India  for  the  year  ending  the  31st  day  of 
March  1893  wils  R x.«>0,i 72,43ft ;  thftt  the  Total 
Ej:pentlitare  in  India  anil  m  Eug'lAnfi  chjiT^ed 
against  the  Kevenue  wos  Bx.Ul,uuri,^^u  ;  Miat 
there  was  an  excess  of  Exuenditure  oter 
Revenue  of  Rx.8a8,412  ;  and  that  the  Capital 


Outlay  ou  Railways  f\nd  Tr nidation  Works  v^m 
Rx,H,98rt^2yO. 

Hcsdutioa  to  be  reported  To-niorrow. ' 

STATUTK  LAW   RUVISION  BILL  [Lord*], 

(No.  ii54.) 

(JOMMltTEE. 

Gou^idered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

0  u  Mo  tion  of  Til  c  A  t  i  <  >  k  %!•  \  G  i:  n  k  r  a  L 
(Sir  J.  Rigby,  Forfar),  the  following 
Amendment  was  agreed  to  : — Page  2, 
line  39,  leave  out  Sub-section  (1)* 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  tbe  Clause, 
a,^  amended^  stand  part  of  the  BilL*^ 

Mit.  T,  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  said, 
he  wifihed  respectfully  to  enter  his  objec- 
tion, not  Inteuding  to  do  more  than  make 
it  formal,  to  the  f^ystom  the  Statute  Law 
He  vision  Committee  bad  adopted  pf  re- 
viving enactments  formerly  repealed.     It 
practlcaUy  amounted  to  a  surprise  upon 
Parliannjut  and    to  the  legal  profession. 
As  he  iniderstoo*!,  by  the  sub-section  it 
was  proposeil  that  a  cert^dn  Scotch  Act 
repealed  many  years  ago — in  16>*8 — au 
Act   or  part  of  an   Act  which  had  laid 
dormant  all  this  time,  should  now  be  re- 
vived.    This   might  be  very  proper ;  he 
was  not  complaining  of  the  revival,   but 
the  revival  should  be  by  a  new  Act,  and 
not  by  the  machinery  of  a   Statute   Law 
Revision   Bill,     If  be  desired  he  might 
raise  what  he  believed  would   be  a  fatal 
objection   in  calliug  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  title  of  the  Bill  indicated  repeal, 
whereas  this  Bill  revived  an  enactraent 
already  repealed.     It  should  be  the  duty 
of  the  very   eminent  geutlemoa  who  re- 
presented   the    legal    profession    or  the 
Treasury     Bench     to     insist    that    the 
Stiitnte  Law  Revision  Committee  should 
do  one  of  two  things — either  not  revive  an 
Act,  or  if  there  was  any  <louht  as  to  its 
having     been      repeale<i     by    luadver- 
fence    they    should  •  revive    it    by  sub- 
stantive Aet.     He  could   not  lay  great 
blame    an    the    Sutute    Law   Revision 
Committee,  considering   their   enormous 
labours,  because  they  now  and  then  made 
a  mistake.     He  had  himself  come  across 
four  mistakes  in  repealing  operative  Acts 
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canning  great  iucooveuience  to  mstiy 
persons.  But  when  (he  Coramlttee 
fonml  they  had  made  a  mistnke  they 
should  come  fraukly  to  PdrliHiuent  and 
aay  so,  aod  have  the  niistake  rectified  by 
ft  Bill.  To  do  this  by  the  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bill  led  to  daugerous  misnuder- 
standiiigs  in  ibe  profet^sion.  He  wanted 
the  Attorney  General  to  express  an 
opinion  in  regard  t-o  the  section  be  had 
amended. 

•Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Undonbtedly  there 
are  cases  in  which  some  slips  have  been 
made.  It  iri,  and  it  has  l>een  the  praetieei 
*»o  I  am  told,  for  many  years,  where  it  has 
heen  made  clear  to  the  CommiUee  that 
accidentally  such  a  slip  has  taken  place, 
to  correct  it  in  the  Statute  Law^  Revision 
Bill.  Of  courfie,  such  methods  of  cor* 
reetion  are  to  be  exercisetl  with  the 
utmost  care,  and  in  every  such  case  it  has 
been  the  practice  since  I  have  knoMTi 
anything  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Joint 
Committee  to  refer  to  every  person  who  by 
any  cbaueo  could  throiv  any  light  on  tiie 
8ul>ject,  and  the  Comuiittee  only  proceed 
in  the  way  of  reviving  a  sectiofi  when  it 
ig  quite  clear  that  what  has  been  done  has 
been  done  inadveHeutly,  and  by  a  slip. 
In  this  particular  ease  there  has  been  no 
departure  from  the  usual  practice.  There 
had  been  an  undoubted  slip  in  reference 
to  H  Scotch  Act.  This  wiis  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  Joint  Committee  when  it 
was  thought  that  a  slip  had  occurred, 
and  the  course  pursued  was  that 
which  liad  been  taken  in  previous  years, 
opportunity  being  taken  to  remedy  the 
inadvertence.  Wherever  there  is  a 
doubt  as  to  that  being  the  proper  course 
to  pursue^  the  invariable  practice  of  the 
Joint  Committee  has  been  to  give  way 
and  not  attempt  to  revive  an  enactment 
when  there  is  any  doubt  as  to  the  abso- 
lute safety  of  the  course  to  be  taken. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  said,  he  had 
listened  with  great  care  to  tlie  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Genrlenian,  but  it 
was  no  clearer  to  him  now  than  it  was 
before  the  explanation  what  the  Com- 
mittee was  doing.  As  he  understood,  a 
Scotch  Act,  or  a  portion  of  a  Scotch  Act, 
had  been  repealed,  and  now  the  repeal- 
ing stamte  was  to  be  repealed.  But 
«urely  ihey  had  l>een  iu  the  habit  of 
knowing  what  they  were  enacting,  and 
he  desireil  to  know  what  was  the  Act 
Mr,  T,  M.  Healy 


repealed  :  wlmt  was  its  object,  and  what 
had  been  the  result  ? 

♦Sir  J.  RIGBY :  In  this  particular 
instance  it  is  only  making  the  Statute 
Book  in  accordance  with  what  has  t^eeu 
done.  By  some  slip  in  a  Statute  of  1888 
some  words^one  or  two  words — of  the 
Statute  were  left  out  enabling  d iff e rent 
authorities  to  collect  taxes.  They  have 
gone  on  as  if  there  hail  been  no  altera- 
tiou  at  all  ;  it  was  not  nottcetl  that  an 
alteration  had  taken  place,  and  there  was 
no  alteration  in  practice. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  The  Local  Authorities 
in  Scotland  have  tieeu  collecting  taxe^ 
illegally  ? 

•Sjit  J.  RIGBY  :  No,  not  at  all.  It 
was  only  a  doubt,  a  certain  doubt.  The 
point  had  never  been  raised  by  anyone- 
Of  course,  if  there  bad  been  a  repeal  of 
tltis  power  it  would  never  have  been 
usetl.  It  is  only  a  certain  doubt,  to  be 
clearer!  awav  by  this  alteration. 

Dr.  CLAKK  said,  he  did  not  yet 
know  the  object.  Who  were  the  Ix»caI 
Authorities — were  they  Poor  Law 
Authorities,  were  they  Municipal  Autho- 
rities who  had  been  acting  iu  this  fashion  ? 
lie  thought  before  they  re-enacted  a 
law  wb id  1  had  been  repealed  they  ought 
to  know  specifically  what  they  were 
doing.  Perhaps,  as  this  was  a  Scotch 
oitttter^the  Lord  Advocate  would  be  able 
to  tell  Meml»ers  of  the  Cominittee  what 
they  were  doing  .^  AH  he  had  gathered 
was  that  \\\  1888  there  was  a  clause 
repealed,  that  municipal  or  other  autho- 
rities did  not  know  that,  and  had  gone 
on  collecting  t^axes  when  they  actually 
had  not  authority  to  do  so,  or  there 
was  a  doubt  about  it,  and  now  the  Local 
Authorities  were  to  have  the  power  given 
them.  Really  the  Committee  should 
know  more  about  this. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
Ijorue)  s^aid,  there  was  one  point  upon 
which  perhaps  the  Attorney  Genernf 
could  enlighten  the  Committee.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  Local  Authorities  had 
hail  no  legal  power  to  make  the  col  lee* 
tions  tluring  the  years  since  1888.  Was  it 
competeiit  for  anyone  who  had  made 
payments  during  the  time  to  bring  a& 
at?tion  aRftin^t  a  Local  Authority  for 
illegal  collection  of  taxes  ,*' 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  if  no  explanation 
was  forthcoming  he  should  take  a 
Division,     There  should  Vie  some  refer- 
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ence  to  the   subject    by  the   Attorney 
General  or  the  Lord  Advocate. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London)  sug- 
gested  they  might  be  allowed  to  know 
the  name  of  the  Act  in  question. 

Question  put.    . 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  58  ; 
Noes  none.— (Division  List,  No.  234.) 

Remaining  Clauses  and  Schedule 
agreed  to. 

Preamble. 

•Sir  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)8aid,  he 
had  ventured  to  suggest  on  the  last  occa- 
sion when  the  Bill  was  before  the 
House  that  a  little  more  time  should  be 
allowed  to  consider  it ;  and  as  the  result 
of  such  examination  as  he  had  been  able 
to  make  he  had  one  or  two  suggestions 
to  offer,  which,  however,  he  would  defer 
to  the  Report.  As  the  object  of  this  legis- 
lation was  simplicity  and  the  pnvention 
of  repetition,  was  it  not  foolish  to  deal 
with  two  clauses  of  the  old  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts,  seeing  that  the  House  had 
passed  an  Act  repealing  the  whole  and 
consolidating  the  provisions. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  with  an  Amendment ; 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  To- 
morrow. 

BURIALS    BILL. -(No.  88.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  1)  (Canals  of  the  Great 
Northern  and  certain  other  Railway 
Companies)  Bill, 

Oanal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  3)  (Aberdare,  &c.  Canals) 
Bill. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  5)  (Regent's  Canal)  Bill, 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  7)  (River  Ancholme,  &c.) 
BiU,  ^ 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  8)  (River  Cam,  Ac.)  Bill, 
VOL.  XXVIII.  [fourth  series*] 


Amendments 

Prize  Courts  Bill  [Lards}. 

Crown  Lands  Bill, 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order    (No.    4)     (Birmingham    Canal) 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  10)  (Lagan,  &c.  Canals) 
Bill, 

Changed  from — 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  11)  (Lagan,  &c.  Canals) 
Bill,  with  Amendments, 

Uniforms  Bill,  with  an  Amendment. 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS— (N(x  348) 
[changed  from  "  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES 
(ANIMALS)  "3-.BILL. 

THIRD    READING.      [ADJOURNED 
DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question 
[14th  August],  "That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  the  third  time.'^ 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  wordb  "  now  read  the  third  time,** 
and  add  the  words  "re-committed  in 
respect  of  Clauses  24  and  25.** — (Mr. 
Chaplin,) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


COPYHOLD    CONSOLIDATION    BILL 

[L^rrds], 

As  amended,  considered ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  with  an  Amend- 
meAt. 

COAL  MINES  (CHECK  WEIGHER)  BILL 
[Lord4l'-CSo.  344.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  Amendments 
made ;  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  with  Amendments. 

TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  359.) 
Read  a  second   time,  and  committed 
for  SiM»rdaj. 
3  K 


1356  .  Armif  GvAs  {COMMONS}    (Rifled,  Irtm,  and  Steel),  1356 

Distiiote  in  the  CoiiutT  fHv  Act]  :  to  lie 
upou  the  Tlibiei 

KAVy   (COUKT&    iMAUTLAL). 
Copy  pr«3sente<l,^ — of   Returna   of  tbd 


TRAMWAYS     (iKELAND)      [REDEMPTION']. 

Conwdered  in  Comtaitted. 

(To  the  Committee.) 

KosolvcJ.  Tlirtt  it  Is  expedient  to  aatboriae 
ll  !  their  lialnlity  m  respect 

%ji  i  on  the  share  capdtal  of 

Tramway  t  umtjauiea  m  Ireland  by  payment  erf 
IV  capitttl  sum,  to  authorise  the  National  Debt 
jC">^  •  '  -'  M^rs  t<5  advance  the  sum  required, 
ftt^  rise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys 

pr  V  Parliament  for  the  serrice   of  the 

Board  of  VV'orks^  or  (if  not  somatie^  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  of 
any  terminable  annuity  created  for  the  rejMiy- 
ment  uf  ^uch  ativance  in  pursuance  of  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  to  amend  The  Tramways 
and  Public  Companie*  (Irelaiiil)  Act,  1883. 

BeiKilutiipa  ^  be  re(>orteil  To-morrow. 

NATIOKAL    GALLERY    (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented, — of  lleport  of  the 
Director  to  the  Board  of  G  overtiora  and 
Guardians  for  the  year  1893  [hy  Coui- 
maml]  ;  to  lie  upon  tho  Table. 

STAMP8  (CONTRACT  OF  MESSRS.  DK  LA 
RUE), 
Copy  preseutcd, — of  Treasury  Miuute, 
dated  6th  August,  1894,  relating  to  the 
Contract  of  Messrrs.  Dtj  la  liue  for  the 
Supply  of  Stamps  for  the  U!<e  of  the  In- 
land Revouue  and  Post  Office  Depart- 
ments, including  tho^e  on  Postcards  and 
Wrappers  [by  Conimnnd]]  ;  to  lie  upou 
the  Table. 

CONVICT    PUlSnXS   (ENULANU,    A:a) 
Copy  preseuted,^— of  Report  of  Direc- 
tors for  189:3-4   (Piirt^  I,   and  IL)  [by 
Comma u<l]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES). 

Copy  preseuted, — of  Seventeenth  Re- 
port  of  tho  Coram is.Hioners,  with  Appen- 
dix (Parte  I.  and  II.)  for  the  year  ended 
3Ut  Marf'Ii.  IH91  •  tn  li^  '  nyuMi  the 
Table, 

JUDICIAL  STATLSTlCf<  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES). 
Copy  presented,— of  Judicial  Stati^^tic^i 
for  England  and  Wales  for  1H93  (Ef|uity, 
Common  Law,  Civil  and  Cauou  Law), 
hitherto  published  as  Part  IL  of  the 
Judicial  Statistics  of  England  and 
Wales  [bv  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table, 

POLLING    DISTRICTS    (BREcbNSHIBE). 

Copy    presented,— of    Ordei*    of    the 

Brecon  County  Council  altering.  Polling' 


number  of  Courts  Martial  held  during 
1893  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table, 

NAVY   (HEALTH), 
Copy  preseute<l, — of  Statistical  Report 
of  the  Health  of  the  Navy  for  the  rear 
l«93   [by  Command]  ;   to  lie  upon  the 
Table, 

NAVY  (SKA-GOINO  WARSHIPS,  Jko). 
Return  presented, — relative  thereto  (in 
continuation  of  Parliaraentary  Papers, 
No,  396,  of  Session  1890-91,  and  No,  a72, 
of  Session  1893-4)  [ordereil  19th  July; 
Lord  Gearge  Hamilton^  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed,    [No.  299,] 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  (FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 
Address  for  ''*  Return  of  any  State 
Regulations  in  force  in  the  United  States 
of  America,  France,  Germany,  Austria- 
Hungary,  Italy,  Belgium,  and  Sweden 
and  Norway  to  secure  the  honest  Ad* 
ministration  of  Trusts,  and  as  to  the 
office  and  remuneration  of  a  Public 
Trustee." — (Colomi  Howard  l^incent,) 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  (COLONIES). 
Address  for  "Return  of  any  State 
Regulations  In  force  in  Canada,  New 
Zealand,  Victoria,  New  South  Wales»  or 
Cape  Colony  to  secure  the  honest  Ad- 
ministration of  Trusts,  and  as  to  the  office 
and  remutierutiou  of  a  Public  Trustee,'* — 
{Colonel  Moipard  VinceniS) 

ARMY  GUNS  (RIFLED,  IKON,  AND 
STEEL). 

Address  for  "  Return  showing  the 
number,  description,  name  of  designer, 
place  of  manufacture,  and  actual  cost  ol 
the  various  Uitled  Iron  and  Steel  Guns 
supplied  to  the  Naval  and  Land  Services 
during  the  year  IJS92-3,  showing  whether 
each  Gun  is  Laud  or  Naval  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  166,  of 
Session  \m^)r—{Mr,  BatUj  Lan^ley,) 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order 
of  the  House,  this  day,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Questioii 
put. 

House  adjoanierl  at  twcuty-five  minutes 
'  before  One  o'clock. 
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COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
Assent : — 

Charitable  Trnsts  Acts  Amendment. 

Industrial  Schools. 

British  Museum  (Purchase  of  Land). 

Locomotive  Threshing  Engines. 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts 
Amendment. 

Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland). 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment. 

Prize  Courts. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children. 

Tramways      Orders      Confirmation 
(No.  1). 

Tramways      Orders      Confirmation 
(No.  2). 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  15). 

Education  Provisional  Order  Confir- 
mation (London). 

Elementary  Education  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  &c.). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  1)  (Canals  of  the  Great 
Northern  and  certain  other  Railway 
Companies). 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgewater,  &e. 
Canals). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  3)  (Aberdare,  &c.  Canals). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  5)  (Regent's  Canal). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  7)  (River  Ancholme,  &c.). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  8)  (River  Cam,  &c.). 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisiomil 
Order  (No.  9)  (Canals  of  Caledonian  and 
North  British  Railway  Companies). 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  11)  (Grand  Canal, 
Ac). 

VOL.  XXVIII.   [foukth  series.] 


CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 
Moved — 

"That  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (^Lttrd  Twetd- 
nwuth)  do  take  the  Chair  thin  day  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  in  the  absence  of 
the  Chairman  of  Committees." —(TV/f  MarqueHM 
of  Ripon,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.--(No.  212.) 

REPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

*The  lord  privy  seal  (Lord 
Tweedmouth)  :  My  Lords,  I  think,  in 
moving  that  the  Report  be  received,  it 
would  be  convenient  that  I  should  state 
shortly  the  course  the  Government  mean 
to  take  with  regard  to  the  principal  points 
left  over  from  yesterday's  discussion. 
The  first  point  arises  on  Clause  19.  Upon 
that  clause  I  was  asked  whether  some 
change  would  not  be  regarded  as  ad- 
visable by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
reference  to  determining  the  elections  of 
chairmen  of  Parish  Councils  by  lot. 
After  looking  at  the  clause,  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  words  referring  to  that  pro- 
vision are  not  required  at  all,  because  in  the 
previous  Sub-section  5  it  is  provided  that 
the  chairman  shall  have  in  cases  of 
equality  a  casting  vote.    The  words  are-^ — 

"  At  every  meeting  the  chairman  shall  have 
a  deliberative  as  also  in  cases  of  equality  a 
casting  vote." 

I  think  the  case  is  completely  met  by 
that  provision,  and  I  propose  to  leave 
out  the  words  as  to  decision  by  lot. 
The  Duke  of  Argyll  proposed  an  altera- 
tion in  Clause  26  in  regard  to  crofters' 
holdings  being  exempted  from  this  Act, 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  have  looked  into  this 
question  closely,  and  I  think  there  would 
bo  very  great  difficulties  in  making  such 
an  alteration  in  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 
The  words  were  not  inserted  as  the 
measure  was  originally  introduced  by  the 
Government,  but  were  put  in  in  Grand 
Committee  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Angus 
Suth^land,  and  were  agreed  to  unani- 
mously. AH  parties  having  approved,  I 
think  to  go  behind  that  position  now 
would  not  bo  desirable  or  conducive  to 
the  harmony  of  the  two  Houses.  I  come 
now  to  Clause  30,  with  regard  to  chari- 
ties.    Upon  that  I  would  make  an  offer, 
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Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  moved  three  or 
four  Amendments  on  this  clause,  and  I 
think  has  got  rather  more  than  he  ex- 
pected. At  any  rate,  not  content  with 
hitting  me  with  one  barrel  he  has  hit  me 
with  two.  He  argued  that  it  was  right 
to  put  in  a  limitation  of  40  years,  both 
prospective  and  retrospective,  so  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  giving  power  to 
Parish  Councils  over  parish  charities  in 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  trustees 
on  the  various  Trust  Boards,  should  not 
apply  to  charities  until  that  time 
had  elapsed  from  the  date  of  their 
foundation,  or,  in  the  case  of  charities 
where  the  donor  was  still  living,  not 
until  40  years  from  the  date  of  the  passing 
of  the  Act.  The  noble  Lord  urged  that 
he  was  following  the  provisions  in  the 
English  Act.  As  he  has  attained  his 
object  as  to  the  40  years,  I  think  he 
might  agree  to  the  English  precedent 
with  regard  to  this  question  of  trustees. 
I  can  give  my  noble  Friend  this  assur- 
ance— ^that  if  he  is  willing  to  assent  to 
the  restoration  of  the  Bill  to  the  condi- 
tion it  was  when  it  came  to  us  with 
r^ard  to  the  appointment  of  trustees  by 
Parish  Councils  for  charitable  trusts, 
I  will  undertake  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  that  the  clause  shall 
receive  no  other  Amendment  in  the 
House  of  Commons — that  any  Amend- 
ment in  it  will  not  be  supported 
or  agreed  to  by  the  Governmeut.  I 
hope  my  noble  Friend  will  agree  to  this. 
The  other  Amendments  standing  in  my 
name  are  purely  in  drafting.  As  to  my 
noble  Friend's  other  two  Amendments, 
I  shall  be  glad  to  assent  to  the  second  in 
reference  to  gas,  but  I  cannot  give  the 
same  assent  to  the  first. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
desired  to  say  most  frankly  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  noble  Lord  had  met  the  views 
of  those  on  his  side  of  the  House  in  a 
conciliatory  spirit,  although  he  thought 
that  the  concessions  that  had  been  made 
were  not  any  greater  than  they  were  in 
fairness  entitled  to.  He  thought  the 
suggestion  might  have  been  accepted  that 
a  distinction  should  be  drawn  between 
land  cultivated  by  the  crofters  and  town- 
ship pasture  land.  On  the  distinct  un- 
derstanding that  the  Government  would 
support  the  clause  as  altered,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  accede  to  the  proposal  that  his 
Amendment  limiting  the  number  of  trus- 
tees should  be  deleted  from  the    Bill, 

Lord  Tweedmouth 


the  proviso  as  to  the  40  joani  remaining 
in  and .  being  supported  by  the  Govern* 
ment  in  another  place  should  any  excep- 
tion  be  taken  to  it.  As  to  his  nexl 
Amendment,  the  County  Coaucil  of 
Stirling,  at  whose  instance  it  was  sug- 
gested, would  be  gratified  to  hear  that  it 
had  been  accepted.  That  aceeptanoe 
would  be  welcomed  in  all  parts  of  Soot« 
land,  certainly  wherever  large  pcnpuladons 
existed  within  the  limits  of  landward 
parishes.  He  regretted  that  the  second  of 
the  Amendments  standing  in  his  naiae^ 
which  referred  to  Sub-section  2  of  Claose 
1 3,  could  not  be  accepted.  While  realising 
the  difficulty  that  the  Grovemment  wonld 
have  to  meet,  he  pointed  oat  that  the 
clause  as  it  stood  gave  rise  to  a  yerj 
great  anomaly.  For  example,  Mother- 
well, in  the  parish  of  Bothwell,  Lanark- 
shire, contained  only  eight  electors,  with 
a  valuation  of  £230.  They,  however, 
would  be  entitled  to  elect  one  Connoillor, 
the  same  as  each  of  the  other  wards  of 
the  parish,  none  of  which  contained  a 
population  of  less  than  6,000  persons. 
The  want  of  fairness  of  representation 
that  would  exist  if  the  clause  was  not 
altered  was,  he  thought,  conclasivdi7 
proved  by  the  fact  he  had  just  cited. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
asked  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
particularly,  in  going  through  the  Amend- 
ments, to  those  on  which  any  question  of 
substance  arose. 

Verbal  and  drafting  Amendments. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN,  on 
Clause  24,  suggested  that  an  oversight 
had  occurred,  no  provision  having  been 
made  that  in  the  event  of  Parish  Coun- 
cils not  requiring  land  for  the  public  pur- 
poses for  which  they  had  acquired  it  the 
original  proprietor  should  have  the  right 
to  re-acquire  it. 

•Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  any 
alteration  of  that  kind  would  require  the 
addition  of  considerable  machinery  to 
give  effect  to  it ;  and  though  he  sympa- 
thised with  the  noble  Marquess  in  his 
proposal,  it  could  not  be  accepted. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
urged,  as  discussion  had  become  some- 
what irregular,  that  unless  provision  of 
this  kind  were  made,  great  nuisance  and 
annoyance  might  be  occasioned  to  a  pro- 
prietor. A  precedent  existed  in  the  case 
of  railways  and  other  undertakings,  and 
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the  matter  was  of  cousiderable  import- 
ance. This  might  happen  :  unused  hind 
might  be  acquired  by  some  person  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  causing  annoyance  to 
the  former  proprietor,  who  would  be 
compelled  to  pay  an  enormous  ransom 
price.  It  was  certainly  a  case  for  con- 
sideration by  the  Government. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  added 
that  it  would  be  inadvisable  to  put  so 
great  a  temptation  in  the  way  of  Parish 
Councils,  who  might  compulsorily  acquire 
land  at  a  small  price  and  re-sell  it  to  other 
persons  at  an  enormous  profit. 

Lord  T  WEEDMOUTH  thought  these 
apprehensions  need  not  be  seriously 
entertained.  All  these  matters  would 
require  the  assent  of  the  Board,  who 
certainly  would  be  memorialised  from  the 
locality  in  any  such  case  of  the  disposal 
of  surplus  land  as  the  noble  Marquess 
suggested  ;  and  in  that  case  the  Board 
would  refuse  its  consent. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said 
that  would  be  so  only  where  money  was 
borroweil. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  they 
would  hardly  be  able  to  acquire  land 
without  borrowiu*^. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  was 
not  so  sure  of  that. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  must  suppose  that  the 
Parish  Councils  were  going  to  have 
command  of  enormous  sums  of  money. 
It  was  quite  clear  they  would  have  to 
borrow  for  these  purposes  and  the  trans- 
actions would  recjuire  to  be  sanctioned 
by  the  Board.  He  would  jwint  out  that 
the  House  was  noAv  on  Report  and  not  in 
Committee,  and  ho  could  not  see  his  way 
to  accept  the  Amendment  now,  though 
the  matter  would  be  considered  if  pos- 
sible. 

Verbal  Amendments. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
moved,  in  Clause  44,  after  Sub-section 
(4),  to  insert — 

"  Upon  the  formation  of  a  si)ecial  lighting 
district  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  district  committee  to 
adopt  the  Burghs  (Scotland)  Gas  Supply  Act, 
1876,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  principal 
Act  with  respect  to  capital  expenditure,  borrow- 
ing, and  audit  of  accounts  ;  and  in  the  applica- 
tion of  the  former  Act  the  expression  *  burgh  * 
shall  be  construed  to  mean  special  lighting 
district,  *  Commissioners/  '  Town  CounciV  and 
*  CJommissioners  of  Police,*  to  mean  district 
committee,  an<l  *  elector'  and  'ratepayer*  to 


mean  a  person  registered  as  a  county  elector 
the  subject  of  > whose  qualification  is  situated 
within  the  special  lighting  district.** 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  con- 
sidered (according  to  Order) and  dispensed 
with. 

Bill  read  3*  with  the  Amendments. 

On  Question,  That  the  Bill  do  pass  ? 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN 
called  attention  to  the  proviso  with 
regard  to  crofters'  holdings,  and  he  urged 
that  the  Government  should  take  into 
consideration  the  difference  between 
arable  and  pasture  land  under  the  Crofters' 
Holding  Act.  As  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
reminded  the  House  on  the  previous 
occasion,  these  pasturage  holdings  were 
of  large  extent,  and  along  the  coast  and 
in  the  Western  Islands  lands  were  ac- 
quired for  fishing  purposes  and  for  other 
I  puhlic  uses.  If  there  were  no  power 
to  deal  with  the  holdings  it  would  be 
impossible  for  hind  to  be  taken  where 
required.  That  was  a  matter  which 
should  receive  attention,  for,  as  many  of 
these  holdings  were  of  large  acreage, 
great  incouvenienco  might  result  if  no 
change  was  made  in  that  direction. 

;    'LoHD    TWEEDMOUTH    said,    the 
I  noble  Earl   had   in  his   remarks    rather 
I  overstated   the   position.      If   a  change 
i  were  now  made  it  might  not  be  accepted 
I  in  the  other  House  and  might  be  sent 
back.      The    words    in    question    were 
i  adopted  unanimously  in   Standing  Com- 
mittee.    For  the  other  point,  as  to  the 
distinction     between     arable    land    and 
pasturage  in  the  occupation  of  crofters, . 
there  appeared  at  first  sight  something  to 
be  said,  but  on  consideration  it  raised  much, 
difficulty.     The  invariable  complaint  of 
crofters  had  been,  not  that  they  had  in- 
sufficient  arable    land,    but    that   their 
I  pasturage,  their  outrun,  was  not  sufficient. 
There  might  be  pasturage  in  the  hands 
of  crofters  which  could  be  properly  used 
for  these  purposes,  but  whenever  necessary 
probably  means  would  be  found  to  give 
effect  to  the  wishes  of  the  noble  Earl. 
On  the  whole,  substantial  justice  would 
be  done  by  leaving  the  clause  as  it  was, 
and  it  would  be  much  wiser  not  to  make 
any  further  change  in  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill. 

Verbal  Amendment. 
I  3  L  2 
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Local  Government 
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Privilege  Amendments. 
•^LoRD  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
desired  to  express  the  satisfaction  which 
all  must  feel  that  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  come  so  near  complete  agreement  in 
the  shaping  of  this  measure.  It  had 
never  been  their  practice  in  Scotland  to 
make  municipal  and  local  concerns 
matter  of  Party  conflict  ;  and  he  was 
glad  to  think  that  this  Bill,  which  was 
in  great  measure  the  complement  of  the 
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much  better,  in  his  opinion,  to  have  post- 
poned the  election  until  the  antamn  of 
next  year.  The  Government,  he  was 
certain,  had  under-estimated  the  necessary 
ditiiculties  which  would  ariee  in  making 
so  considerable  a  change  in  administra- 
tion. Between  the  1st  of  April  and  the 
loth  of  May  the  business  of  900  parishes 
would  have  to  be  transferred  from  the 
Parochial  Boards  to  the  Parish  Councils, 
and,  as  the  rural  parishes  in  Scotland 
had,  generally  speaking,  no  expert  staff, 


measure  passed  by  the  late  Government  I  very  considerable  difficulty  was  certain 


in  1889,  should  have  passed  both  Houses 
without  strong  cleavage  upon  Party  lines. 
For  himself,  he  desired  to  say  that  he 
should  use  whatever  influence  he  might 
possess  to  secure  that  the  Bill  should 
receive  a  hearty  welcome  and  be  fairly 
tried.  He  believed  a  great  deal  might 
be  done  to  make  the  measure  work  sue- 


to  arise.  He  hoped  that,  at  any  rate,  the 
Government  would  constitute  the  Central 
Board  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  in 
order  that  correspondence  with  reference 
to  the  transfer  of  duties  might  at  once  be 
begun.  He  «vas  sorry  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  away  with  the  unofficial 
element  on  the    Central  Board.     There 


cessfully  if  they  continued  as  they  had  {  were  three  or  four  unpaid  members  on 


begun,  and  did  not  regard  it  as  a  Party 
victory  on  one  side  or  the  other.  On  one 
or  two  points  in  the  Bill,  however, 
he  was  sorry  to  say  he  did  not 
entirely  concur,  speaking,  of  course, 
simply  for  himself.  He  regretted 
the  constitution  of  the  Central  Board  was 
fixed  as  it  was,  as  some  danger  might 
arise  in  connection  with  it.  He  sincerely  ! 
hoped  the  tendency  of  administration 
inuler  the  Bill  would  not  be  to  remove  i 
business  to  London  which  ought  to  be 
decided  in   Edinburgh,  where  at  present 


the  Board  of  Supervision,  and  he  was 
certain  that  their  presence  was  one  cause 
why  by  the  smoothing  of  asperities 
among  the  |>ermauent  officials  that  Board 
had  worked  so  harmoniously  in  the  past. 
He  could  only  repeat  that  he  would  do 
everything  in  his  power  personally  to 
enable  the  Act  to  be  brought  into  successful 
operation. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rosebery): 
My  Lords,  I  am  sure  that  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  I  can  fully  reciprocate 


matters  were  dealt  with  by  the  Board  of  , 

Supervision  which  had  been  easily  acces-  [  the  feeling  expressetl  by  the  noble  Lord. 
sibleto  representations  and  to  deputations  •  It  is  only  what  we  should  have  expected 
of  all  kinds.  He  looked  with  some  from  so  conciliatory  and  so  able  a  Member 
jealousy  on  the  position  which  was  of  this  House.  I  am  inclined  to  attribute 
assigned  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  i  the  easy  and  well-oiled  passage  of  the 
on  the  new  Board.  In  his  opinion,  the  |  Bill  to  two  considerable  circumstances. 
Secretary's  position  ought  to  be  one  of  In  the  tirst  place,  I  attribute  it  largely  to 
two  things — either,  as  in  the  English  '  the  beneficent  experiment  of  a  Scotch 
system,  he  outjht  to  be  personally  respon-  Grand  Committee,  in  which,  by  a 
sible,  or  he  should  not  be  a  member  of  '  mechanism  which  might  well  be  carried 
the  Board  at  all,  the  Board,  however,  '  further  with  advantage,  the  affairs  of 
reporting  to  him,  and  he  having  a  power  '  Scotland  have  been  dealt  with  in  a  man- 
of  recommendation  or  veto  or  even  direct    ner  more   complete,    more   efficient,    and 

less  annoying — if  I  may  so  speak  without 
offence — to  the  general  body  of  Members 
of  the  Sister  Kingdom  than  has  hitherto 
been  the  case.  In  the  second  place,  I 
attribute  it  to  something  more  j>ermanent, 
some  disappointment.  He  thought  the  I  I  am  happy  to  say,  than  even  the  Scotch 
mode  in  which  the  Act  was  to  be  brought  I  Grand  Committee — the  abiding  common 
into  operation  and  the  time  at  which  the  sense  of  the  Representatives  of  Scotland 
first  election  was  to   take  place  were  ex-    in  both  Houses.     The  noble  Lord  coin- 


control.  He  feared  there  would  be  a 
tendency,  not  great  at  first,  but  ever  in- 
creasing, to  transfer  more  and  more  the 
business  of  the  Board  from  Edinburgh  to 
London.     Upon    another    point    he    felt 


treniely  unfortunate.    It  would  have  been 


plained  of  the  Bill  being  brought    into 


Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
CommoDS. 

THE  NATIONAL  FEDERATION  AND 
EVICTED  FARMS. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  ok  COURTOWN,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Earl  of  Arran,  asked  Her 
Majesty ^s  Government  whether  it  was 
the  case  that  last  autumn  Mathew 
Leonard  took  an  evicted  farm  in  County 
Sligo,  that  he  was  then  summoned  to 
appear  before  the  Bunnimadden  branch 
of  the  Irish  National  Federation,  that  he 
refused  to  obey  the  summons,  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Federation  was  shortly 
afterwards  held  about  a  mile  from 
Leonard's  lands,  that  at  that  meeting 
one  speaker  said — 
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operation  so  early  ;  but  that  is  the  result 
of  the  general  agreement  of  Scotch  Re- 
presentatives in  the  other  House,  which 
the  Government  cannot  afford  to  disregard. 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  a  little  overrates 
the  ability  of  his  fellow-countrymen,  in 
bringing  an  Act  of  this  kind  into  early 
operation.  I  can  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  Government  will  use  every  exer- 
tion to  bring  the  Central  Board  into 
power  at  as  early  a  date  as  is  possible. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Board,  the  noble  Lord  is  afraid  the 
Board  will  suffer  from  the  absence  of  the 
unofficial  non-salaried  members.  But 
this  is  to  be  a  working  Board.  Is  it  wise 
that  there  should  be  ornamental  members 
on  that  Board,  whooulyatteud  occasionally, 
and  in  many  case^  do  not  attend  at  all  ? 
What  object  is  to  be  gained  by  contact 
with  those  elements  of  light  and  leading  ? 
Can  the  noble  Lord  point  to  any  case  in 
which  the  Board  of  Supervision  has 
practically  benefited  by  the  attendance  of 
unofficial  members  ?  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  was  notorious  that  the  Board  of 
Supervision  was  a  body  which  could 
have  been  comprised  by  a  much  smaller 
number  of  hats  tban  were  worn  by  its 
members.  I  am  averse  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  those  nominal  Committees  or 
Boards  which  have  so  long  obtained  in 
Scotland  for  the  transaction  of  business. 
The  whole  tendency  of  the  age  is  to 
have  business  Boards,  and  that  every 
Board  should  l)e  composed  simply 
of  the  people  who  really  do 
the  work.  I  have  always  failed 
to  see  the  advantage  arising  from 
the  ornamental  constitution  of  such  bodies 
as  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  in  Scotland,  and  I 
will  never  agree  to  any  extension  of  the 
principle.  J  think  the  apprehension  of 
the  noble  Lord  that  the  fact  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  being  Chairman 
of  the  Board  will  have  the  tendency  to 
draw  the  Board  to  London  is  rather 
illusory.  What  is  the  case  in  Ireland  ? 
The  Chief  Secretary  is  Chairman  of 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Board,  but 
that  does  not  produce  any  tendency  to- 
wards bringing  the  Board  to  London. 
Where  the  work  is  there  the  Board  must 
remain,  and  I  can  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  influence  of  the  Government 
will  be  used  in  the  direction  of  making 
his  fear  illusory. 


"There  is  o  passage  of  Scripture  which  says 
that  the  lei)ers  came  to  our  Saviour  to  be  cured, 
some  with  their  loes  off  and  some  with  their 
joints  loose  ;  they  repentetl,  and  he  cured  them 
of  their  disease.  There  are  three  toes  off 
Mathew,  and  let  him  not  stay  until  his  ten 
toes  are  off,  ami  we  will  not  take  him  back.  He 
will  be  late  then,  aud  we  will  have  the  farm 
....  The  two  principal  shopkeepers  of 
Tobercurry  who    are  supplying  Mathew  with 

rxls  will  be  known.    So  much  for  g^abberism. 
will  denounce and  every  one  of  them. 

There  are  good  men  here  who  would  do  seven 
months — seven  years — for  a  slimy  land-grabber 
like  that.    Shun  him  like  a  mad  dog." 

That  another  speaker  said — 

"There  are  numerous  graveyanls  around 
here,  but  Mathew  will  hardly  be  buried  in  one 
of  them.  The  limekilns  are  more  numerous 
aud  I  would  venture  to  say  ho  will  be  buried, 
in  one  of  them." 

That  in  consequence  of  that  meeting 
four  people  (including  the  above  speakers) 
were,  by  order  of  the  Attorney  General, 
charged  at  the  Ballymote  Petty  Sessions 
with  incitement  to  violence  ;  that  no 
evidence  was  called  for  the  defendants  ; 
that  the  Bench  being  equally  divided, 
the  order  was  "No  rule"  ;  whether  the 
Attorney  General  took  any  further  steps  ? 

Lord  MONKS  WELL  replied  that  he 
regretted  to  say  language  substantially 
the  same  as  that  quotetl  was  used  at  a 
meeting  on  August  20,  1893.  The  pro*- 
secution  to  which  the  noble  Earl  referred 
was  the  subject  of  a  question  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  6th  of  No- 
vember, 1893.  On  that  occasion  Mr.  J. 
Morley,  in  justifying  the  withdrawal  of 
the  prosecution  as,  in  all  the  circum- 
stances, the  best  course  to  be  adopted, 
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added  very  significantly  that  the  hands 
of  the  Crown  were  not  tied  if  the  de- 
fendants should  provoke  further  action 
against  Leonard.  Leonard,  who  had 
full  police  protection,  had  not  since 
been  interfered  with  by  the  Federation, 
-and  no  proceedings  had  therefore  been 
taken.  His  information  was  to  the  effect 
that  Leonard  had  been  severely  boycotted, 
but  that  he  was  now  relieved  to  a  certain 
extent.  The  Magistrates  having  disagreed, 
it  did  not  appear  to  the  Executive  that 
there  was  any  certainty  that  if  a  prose- 
cution was  entered  upon  it  would  be 
successful.  The  Executive,  therefore, 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  on  the  whole 
the  best  course  would  be  to  drop  the  pro- 
secution and  to  trust  to  the  warning  given 
to  the  men,  first  by  the  initial  action  of 
the  Attorney  General,  and,  secondly,  by 
the  answer  of  Mr.  Morley  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  That  course  had  so  far 
had  the  merit  of  being  successful,  because 
the  Federation  had  not  since  interfered 
with  Leonard.  In  reply  to  the  further 
questions  asked  by  the  Earl  of  Courtown, 
he  stated  that  the  speeches  referred  to 
were  published  in  the  local  Nationalist 
journal,  and  two  Resident  Magistrates 
were  in  favour  of  the  prosecution.  One 
of  the  other  Magistrates  was  appointed 
in  August,  1893,  three  weeks  before  the 
proceedings  were  taken. 

MARINE  INSURANCE  BILL. 
BILL  PRESENTED. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell),  in  presenting  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  codifying  the  law  relating  to 
Marine  Insurance,  said  :  I  desire  to  state 
that  of  course  I  do  not  do  so  with  any 
idea  of  proceeding  with  the  measure  this 
Session.  The  Bill  is  an  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  subject  of  marine  insurance  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  Legislature  has 
already  dealt  with  the  subject  of  bills  of 
exchange  and  the  law  relating  to  the  sale 
of  goods.  It  has  been  drawn  by  Judge 
Chalmers,  of  the  Birmingham  County 
Court,  who  has  rendered  invaluable  ser- 
vice in  connection  with  former  Acts  codi- 
fying particular  branches  of  the  law.  The 
work  has  been  done  by  him  in  addition 
to  his  official  duties,  which  are  heavy, 
simply  from  a  desire  to  render  public 
service.     I  liave  myself  been  through  the 

Lord  Monkswell 


{LORDS}-  ffA^riMn)  BHU      "^    18* 

provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  I  belieTe  that 
it  states  the  exiisting  law  on  the  -sabjeot. 
My  object  in  presenting  the  Bill  now  is 
to  invite  criticism  and  snggeBtions  apon 
it  from  those  conversant  with  the  snbjeot 
before  it  is  brought  before  Parliamwit 
next  Session. 

Bill  for  codifying  the  law  relating  to 
Marine  Insurance — Was  presented  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be 
printed.    (No.  219.) 


EQUALISATION  OF  BATES  (LONDON) 
BILL.— (No.  207.) 
OOXMITTBE. 

House    in   Committee  (according    to 
Order). 

Clause  1. 

*LoRD  WELB  Y  moTod  an  Amendment 
to  Sub-section  7,  providing  for  an  audit 
by  a  district  anditor  of  the  accounts  of 
the  parishes  which  receiyed  grants  nnder 
the  Bill.  He  said,  that  he  shonld  have 
hoped  for  some  encouragement  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  but  that  perhaps  at  thttt 
period  of  ^e  Session  he  mnst  not 
be  sanguine ;  that  in  another  plaoe 
fears  had  been  expressed  that  the  Bill 
would  lead  to  extravagance,  and  its  object 
thus  frustrated ;  that,  in  the  words  of 
Mr.  Goscheu,  the  gain  to  the  constituents 
would  be  loss  to  the  Metropolis,  and 
ultimately  to  the  constituents  them- 
selves, unless  the  Bill  were  so  hedged 
round  as  to  secure  increased  efficiency 
in  the  application  of  the  funds.  On  the 
point  of  financial  check  there  lies  an 
obvious  deficiency  in  the  Bill,  since  it 
only  required  the  rendering  of  a  state- 
ment of  expenditure  by  the  Sanitary 
Authority,  unaccompanied  by  any  provi- 
sion for  independent  audit.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  an  independent  audit 
did  not  necessarily  stop  extravagance, 
but  it  would  stop  irregular  expenditure, 
and  would  have  a  tendency  to  curb  ex- 
travagance if  the  Report  of  the  auditor 
was  published.  It  might  be  said  that 
there  was  already  a  local  auditor  of  these 
charges  appointed  by  the  ratepayers. 
That  was  so,  but  that  auditor  was  not 
an  expert,  and  the  Bill  did  not  even  pro- 
vide for  the  appending  of  his  certificate 
to  the  account.  Appending  the  certifi- 
cate of  a  local  auditor  would  hardly  be 
satisfactory,  and  an  unaudited  account 
was  worthless.     They  had,  however,  at 
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hand  an  expert  in  the  district  auditor 
appointed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  he  suggested  that  the  Report 
of  that  officer  upon  the  expenditure  of 
the  grant  should  be  obtained  before  any 
further  issue  was  made  to  a  Sanitary 
Authority  out  of  the  equalisation  grant. 
Some  day  an  extended  public  audit  of  all 
local  expenditure  would  be  required,  but 
that  day  was  possibly  distant.  In  the 
meantime,  there  could  be  no  harm  in 
adopting  the  system  suggested  in  the 
Amendment. 
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Friend  in  the  leisure  of  the  recess  will 
undertake  to  deal  with  this  question  as  a 
whole,  and  bring  in  a  well-considered 
measure,  or  suggest  one  to  be  brought  into 
the  other  House,  I  am  sure  it  will  receive 
the  most  favourable  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty^s  Government. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 
Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 


y  J    Amendment  moved,  in  Sub-section  7, 
"*  page  2,  line  27,  add  at  end  of  the  sub- 
section the  words — 

i('*  and  the  amount  of  such  expenses  shall,  before 
any  further  payment  is  made  to  such  authority, 
be  audited  by  a  district  auditor  "). 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  My 
Lords,  I  welcome  this  Amendment  with 
the  greatest  sincerity,  though  I  am  quite 
unable  to  adopt  it,  because  it  has  afforded 
jny  noble  Friend  an  opportunity  for  the 
ifirst  time  of  making  a  contribution  to  the 
Debates  in  this  House  upon  a  subject  in 
which  he  is  an  expert.  I  trust  we  shall 
often  have  similar  opportunities.  I  am 
far  from  contending  that  the  system  of 
auditing  the  accounts  of  District  Boards 
is  perfect,  and,  in  fact,  I  am  very  much 
inclined  to  agree  with  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  Lord  that  an  independent  audit  is 
desirable.  I  think,  however,  that  the 
present  proposal  will  rather  tend  to  in- 
crease the  anomalies  of  the  present  system 
than  to  diminish  them,  because  in  the 
parishes  which  pay  the  result  will  re- 
main as  at  present,  and  in  the  parishes 
which  receive  the  grant  there  will  be  a 
double  audit  —  audit  as  at  present 
and  audit  by  the  district  auditor.  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  such  a  large 
reform  as  this  would  imply  still 
larger  reforms,  and  the  suggested 
reform  is  not  one  which  can  be  brought 
about  on  this  occasion  or  in  this  Bill.  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  carefully  con- 
sidered whether  some  reform  of  the 
HVStem  of  audit  should  not  be  adopted 
for  all  Boards  instead  of  for  a  part  of 
them  ;  but  iri  order  to  do  this,  more  time 
will  be  needed  for  the  consideration  of 
the  subject  than  could  be  obtained  at 
this  period  of  the  Session.  Full  oppor- 
tunity should  also  be  afforded  to  the 
bodies  affected  to  express  their  opinions 
and  to  offer  suggestions.     If  my  noble 
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COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  I  agreed  to. 
Clause  2. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  said,  he  had  some  drafting 
Amendments  on  this  clause,  but  they 
made  no  alteration  in  its  substance. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  said,  that  at  the  end  of 
Clause  2  he  proposed  to  insert  this 
section — 

'*  Shall  not  come  into  operation  until  12  months 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act." 

That  was  to  comply  with  a  pledge  that 
was  given  in  the  other  House  that  that 
provision  should  be  inserted. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  3  to  9,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell),  after  Clause  9,  moved  to 
insert  a  new  clause,  which  provided  that 
on  the  dissolution  or  winding-up  of  a 
Company  the  persons  who  had  received 
an  advance  should  only  be  required  to 
repay  under  the  conditions  of  the  Society 
the  money  which  had  been  advanced. 
This  also  was  in  accordance  with  a 
pled'ge  given. 

•Lord  BALFOJCTR  of  EtRLEIGH 
asked  if  the  cla?  ase  proposed  to  l)e'P8erted 
was  in  the  te:rms  of  either  of  the  ctd^es 
on  the  Papier  ? 

The  Iz^ORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hersci^ell)  said.  No  ;  it  was  a  combi- 
nation/of  Amendments  put  down  by  Mr. 
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**  In  the  dissolution  or  winding-up  of  a 
Society  under  the  Building  Societies  Acts,  a 
member  on  whose  shares  an  advance  has  been 
made  shall  not  be  liable  to  pay  the  amount 
payable  under  any  mortgage  or  other  security, 
or  under  the  Rules  of  the  Society,  except  at 
the  time  or  times  and  subject  to  the  conditions 
expressed  in  the  security  or  Rules." 

Amendmeut  agreed  to. 

Verbal  Amendments  in  Clause  10. 

Clause  11. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hersciiell)  said,  his  Amendments  were 
merely  with  regard  to  providing  voting 
papers. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  proposed,  in  line  35,  after 
"  Scotland,"  to  insert  "  Ireland."  This 
also  was  to  fulfil  an  undertaking  given 
in  the  other  House. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  agreed  to,  with  drafting 
Ameudment. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  said,  that  then  there  was  a 
new  clause  extending  the  powers  for  in- 
vestments, which  also  was  practically 
agreed  upon  in  the  other  House.  Its 
object  was  to  give,  in  addition  to  their 
l)owers  of  investment,  powers  to  Trustees 
to  invest.  Substantially,  it  was  the  same 
as  the  proposal  made  by  Mr.  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clauses  lo  to  19,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hkrschell)  said,  he  had  to  propose 
several  draf!;ug  Ai2jrjudnieuts  which  had 
been  ma.'i*e  with  a  view;  to  making  the 
clause  workable. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  io^ 

Clause  21  agreed  to.  '- 

Lord  Herschell 


these        Clause  22. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  he  understood  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  did  not  object  to  insert  1856  for 
1856  in  this  clause. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  No. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  said,  that  then  there  was  a 
new  elause  proposed  after  22 — 

"  The  forms  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Act  shall, 
after  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  be  used 
under  the  Building  Societies  Acts." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
asked  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  whe- 
ther he  objected  to  the  insertion  of  the 
new  clause  suggested  by  Lord  Wemyss, 
which  would  come  in  after  Clause  23  if 
at  all  } 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  did  not  think  it  was  possible 
to  accept  this  clause.  It  was  a  provisioin 
that  Building  Societies  might  register 
under  the  Companies  Acts,  but  it  pro- 
vided they  might  do  so  notwithstanding 
that  neither  the  amount  of  capital  nor  the 
number  of  shares  was  fixed.  Those  were 
two  things  which  went  to  the  very  root 
of  the  Companies  Acts.  It  was  proposed 
that  the  Companies  Acts  should  apply 
with  such  modifications  as  might  be 
found  necessary,  but  there  was  no  pro- 
vision as  to  who  was  to  determine  the 
modifications,  and  it  would  not  work 
without  the  requisite  machinery. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  23  to  26,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  moved  to  leave  out  the  first 
Schedule  and  insert  a  new  Schedule  in 
the  form  of  a  table  containing  particulars 
to  be  set  forth  in  the  case  of  a  mortgage 
where  the  repayments  are  not  upwards  of 
12  months  in  arrears,  and  the  property 
has  not  been  upwards  of  12  months  in 
possession  of  the  Society,  and  where  the 
present  debt  exceeds  £5,000  ;  also  par- 
ticulars to  be  set  forth  in  the  case  of 
property  of  which  the  Society  has  been 
upwards  of  12  months  in  possession,  and 
in  the  case  of  a  mortgage  where  the 


repayments  are  upwards  of  12  months  in 
arrear  and  the  property  'has  not  been 
upwards  of  12  mouths  in  possession  of 
the  Society. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

SECOND    SCHEDULE. 
Verbal  Amendments. 

Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  The 
Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
on  Monday  next. 

ALLEGED    PERJURY    IN   THE    DUBLIN 
BANKRUPTCY  COURT. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  CLONCURRY  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  they  had 
read  in  the  Dublin  papers  of  the  15th 
August  tlie  following  : — 

"Yesterday,  in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy, 
Judge  Boyd,  with  reference  to  the  case  of 
Carew,  an  arranging  debtor,  said  that  certain 
bills  were  produced  and  tendered  to  the  as- 
signees for  distribution  to  the  creditors.  Those 
bills  were  suspected  not  to  be  all  right,  and  it 
was  also  suspected  that  the  names  of  the  surety 
on  them  and  of  the  witness  to  the  signatures  of 
the  surety  were  not  in  the  handwriting  of  the 
parties  represented.  In  consequence  of  this, 
witnesses  were  examinetl,  inclucling  Mr.  Carew, 
who  stated  that  the  signatures  were  right  and 
that  he  saw  them  attached,  and  he  produced  an 
affidavit  of  a  witness  to  the  signatures — a  clerk 
of  his  own — certifying  that  he  was  present  and 
that  he  saw  the  documents  executed.  That 
clerk  was  subsequently  examined  before  him 
(Judge  Boyd),  and  had  to  admit  that  not  one  of 
the  signatures  of  the  surety  was  attached  in  his 
presence,  and  that  he  had  signeil  several  of  the 
names  himself.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
(Judge  Boyd)  thought  it  right  for  the  due  ad- 
ministration of  justice  that  the  depositions 
taken  in  the  case  should  be  sent  to  the  Attorney 
General  with  a  view  to  prosecuting  the  clerk 
for  perjury,  and  Mr.  Carew  for  subornation  of 
perjury,  Mr.  Carew,  in  his  opinion,  being  the 
chief  offender.  He  found  that,  in  the  exercise 
of  his  discretion,  the  Attorney  General  sent  up 
no  bill  against  Carew.  The  dupe,  Ryan,  the 
clerk,  who  was  tried  at  the  Clonmel  Assizes,  was 
sentenced  to  six  months*  imprisonment.  The 
Lonl  Chief  Justice,  who  trietl  the  case,*  was 
pleased  to  express  the  opinion  at  the  time  that 
he  considerea  Mr.  Carew,  as  he  (Judge  Boyd) 
did,  as  the  chief  offender,  and  that  if  he  had 
been  tried  and  convicted  before  him  he  would 
have  sentenced  him  to  fi^e  years'  penal  servi- 
tude. But  this  gentleman  had  been  allowed  to 
go  scot-free,  notwithstanding  that  he  (Judge 
Boyd)  had  considered  it  necessary  that  he 
should  draw  the  attention  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  this  gross  attempt  to  defeat  justice. 
He  would  consider  what  steps  might  still  be 
taken  to  see  that  justice  was  not  defeated.  He 
had  frequently  to  remark  upon  the  inefficient 
manner  in  which  prosecutions  directed  by  that 
Conrt  had  been  carried  out.'* 
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Also,  what  was  the  explanation  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  of  the 
matter  stated  in  the  Judgment  ? 

Lord  MONKSWELL  seid,  that  the 
Papers  in  this  ease  had  been  placed  before 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  by  the 
Chief  Crown  Solicitor  in  April  last. 
From  these  it  appeared  that  Ryan  had 
committed  perjury,  and  that  there  was 
very  strong  ground  for  supposing  that  he 
had  been  instigated  by  his  employer, 
Carew,  to  make  the  statements,  although 
there  was  no  evidence  to  that  effect.  The 
Attorney  General  had  directed  a  prosecu- 
tion in  the  case  of  O'Brien,  and  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Attorney  General  had  been 
directed  to  the  observations  of  the  learned 
Judge  who  tried  the  case,  and  he  had 
since  called  for  a  Report  and  had  promised 
to  consider  the  question  when  it  came  to 
hand  whether  there  was  sufficient  evi- 
dence to  justify  a  prosecution  against 
Carew.  In  conclusion,  he  assured  the 
noble  Lord  that  prosecutions  were  made 
in  all  those  cases  where  the  evidence 
warranted  such  a  course. 

CONGBSTBD   DISTRICTS    BOARD 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  215.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord   MONKSWELL  :    My  Lords, 
the   object   of    this   Bill   is  to    provide 
facilities  for  the  sale  of  land  to  tenants 
by  the  Board.     Clause    1    provides  two 
methods  whereby,  when   the  Land  Com- 
mission   advance    the   purchase   money, 
either  the  guarantee  deposit  need  not  be 
retained  or  the  provisions  of  the  Purchase 
Act  of  1891  as  to  the  purchaser's  insur- 
ance money  shall  not  operate,  i.jf^    7;" 
annuity  shall  not   be   more   th^  ^ 
cent.  By  the  first  method  thej^^rd  nm^ 
guarantee   the   payment   of  an  amount 
equal  to  the  guarantee  dposit.     Under 
Section  3  of  the  PuroAse  Act  of  1885 
the  Land  Commissiomre  empowered  to 
retain    out    of    thQt>urchase   money   a 
guarantee  deposit  *  not  less  than  onp 
fifth   of    the   adnce.     By   the   second 
method   the   B*a   may  guarantee   the 
payment  of  sr  ^ums  as  would  otherwise 
have  been  .ef^  the  Land  Commission 
against  th^^^^^^ffB  insurance  money 
Under  Sfj^^  ^f  the  Purchase  Act  of 
1891  wi*^^»d^ance  is  less  than  20 
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times  the  annual  *  yalue  of  the  holding, 
then  for  the  first  fire  years  of  the  terin 
the  annuity  must'  be  80  per  6ent. 
of  the  annual  value^  and  the  ex- 
cess of  such  annuity  over  an  an- 
nuity of  4  per  cent,  is  the  purchaser's 
insurance  money.  After  five  years  the 
annuity  may  be  reduced  to  4  per  cent., 
and  after  18  years  to  3  per  cent,  or  less. 
By  Sub-section  2  the  sums  payable  by 
the  Board  under  a  guarantee  are  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  moneys  at  their  disposal 
and  are  to  be  applied  as  if  they  were  the 
guarantee  deposit  or  the  purchaser's  in- 
surance. Under  Sub-section  3  these 
sums  are  to  be  debts  from  the  purchaser 
to  the  Board  and  are  to  be  a  charge  on 
the  holding.  Under  Sub-section  4  the 
Treasury  are  to  fix  the  amount  up  to 
which  the  Board  may  give  guarantees. 
Clause  2  proposes,  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  land  by  the  Board,  to  incorporate 
the  voluntary  provisions  of  the  Lands 
Clauses  Acts.  These  provisions  Include 
powers  for  entering  into  agreements  for 
the  purchase  of  land,  for  ascertaining  the 
amount  of  compensation  in  case  of  parties 
under  disability,  for  applying  the  pur- 
chase money,  for  dealings  by  parties 
having  limited  interests,  &c.  Under 
Clause  3  the  Bill  also  proposes  additional 
powers  with  reference  to  the  appointment 
of  officers  for  the  Board — the  provisions 
of  the  Purchase  Act  of  1891  in  that 
behalf  having  been  found  to  be  incon- 
venient and  inadequate.  Under  Section 
40  (1)  of  the  Purchase  Act  of  1891  the 
officers  of  the  Land  Commission  were 
to  discharge  duties  for  the  Board.  The 
clause  proposes  to  enable  to  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
to  authorise  the  Board  to  appoint  their 
^wu  officers  who  are  to  be  on  the  per- 
manchnt  staff  of  the  Land  Commission  and 
also  to  V)inploy  snch  persons  as  they  may 
require  tei^porarily  who  are  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  vo.fes.  The  Bill  has  a  supple- 
mental provision  iy  t|,e  same  direction 
as  the  Congested -Districts  Board  Act  of 
last  Session.  TKjg  ^^t  enabled  the 
Board  to  acquire  la^i  ^nd  consti- 
tuted them  landlords  ^f  ^^y  land  so 
acquired.  The  land  is  t,^  ^^^  jj^ij  y^^  ^wo 
members  of  the  Board  a.^  Trustees.  I 
may  add  that  the  Bill  is  c^^  absolutely 
non-contentious  measure,  ant^  ^^^^g  ju^jpo. 
duced  in  the  Commons  by  ^^le  Chief 
Secretary  and  Mr.  Arthur  Bak^^^^^  ^^^ 
passed  through  that  House  without 
Lord  Monkswell 


oppoiition.    I  ask  your  Lordahips  to  gnF« 
it  a  Second  Beading. 

Moved, «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
(  The  Lord  Monkswell.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

JURIES  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMBNDMKHT 
BILL.-<No.  816.) 
SECOND  HEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  This  Bill  ia 
to  remove  a  hardship  on  special  jimHra 
in  Ireland,  who  have  under  the  exUtiiig 
law  to  attend  Assizes  whether  there  is 
business  or  not.  I  beg  to  move  its 
Second  Reading. 

Moved,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.*' 
— {The  Lord  Monkswell.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  aoeord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next, 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 
(No.  218.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  MONKSWELL :  I  beg  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  this  BilL 
It  was  drafted  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  presided  over  by  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre,  appointed  in  May  1893,  tp 
inquire  into  the  manner,  in  which  the 
Railway  Companies  had  carried  out  the 
powers  conferred  on  them  by  Parliament 
in  1892,  with  reference  to  traffic  rates. 
While  the  Bill  was  in  the  House  of 
Commons  prolonged  negotiations  took 
place,  at  the  instance  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  between  the  Rail- 
way Company  and  the  trades,  and  by  a 
process  of  concession  on  both  sides  the 
measure  was  practically  made  non-con- 
troversial. Certain  Amendments  were 
put  in  the  Bill  during  its  progress 
through  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  I 
do  not  know  that  I  need  call  atten- 
tion to  them  in  detail.  I  will  only  say 
that  they  were  practically  agreed  upon 
by   both    Companies   and    trades ;    and 
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oonsequentlj  this  Bill  now  comes  to 
your  Lordships  bs  an  absolutely  non- 
contentious  measure. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
{The  Lord  Monkswell.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

COPYHOLD     CONSOLIDATION    BILL 

[H.L.].— (No.  171.) 
Returned  from   the  Commons   agreed 
to,  with  an  Amendment. 

COAL   MINES  (CHECK   WEIGHER)  BILL 
[H.L.].— (No.  153.) 
Returned  from   the  Commons   agreed 
to,  with  Amendments. 

UNIFORMS    BILL.— (No.    175.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

CHIMNEY  SWEEPERS  BILL.— (No.  192.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 


M^ 


HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
(BORROWING  POWERS)  BILL. 
(No.  209.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL.— (No.  204.) 
House    in    Committee    (according    to 

Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
i  ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
^      and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

HERITABLE  SECURITIES  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  202.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments  ;  further  Amendments 
made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons. 

QUARRIES  BILL  [h.l.].— (No.  149.) 
Commons     Amendments     considered 
(according  to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

EXPIRING    LAWS    CONTINUANCE 

BILL.— (No.  217.) 
Read    2*  (according    to   Order),   and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 


DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
to   be   printed ;    and  to   be   read  2*  on 
Monday    next    (The    Earl   of  Chester- 
field).    (No.  220.) 

COPYHOLD  (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL 

[H.L.].— (No.  171.) 
Commons  Amendment  considered  (on 
Motion),  and  agreed  to. 

COAL  MINES  (CHECK  WEIGHER)   BILL 
[H.U].— <No.  153.) 
Commons  Amendments  considered  (on 
Motion),  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  past 

Sizo*clock,  to  Monday  next,  a 

•    quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Friday,  17th  August  1894. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  hfave  agreed  to, — 

Amendments  to — 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill 
[Lords]. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2) 
Bill  [Lords],  without  Amendment. 

ROYAL  ASSENT. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went; — and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Bojal 
Assent  to,^ 

Charitable  Trusts  (Places  of  Religious 
Worship)  Amendment  Act,  1894. 

Industrial  Schools  Acts  Amendment 
Act,  1894. 

British  Museum  (Purchase  of  Land) 
Act,  1894. 

Locomotive  Threshing  Engines  Act, 
1894. 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Acts 
Amendment  Act,  1894. 

Nautical  Assessors  (Scotland)  Act, 
1894. 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Act,  1894. 
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Prize  Courts  Act,  1894. 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Act, 
1894. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1) 
Act,  1894. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No. 2) 
Act,  1894. 

Local  Government  Board^s  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  15)  Act,  1894. 

Education  Department  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (London)  Act,  1894. 

Education  Department  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  &c.)  Act, 
1894. 

Canal    Tolls    and    Charges    (No.    1) 
(Canals  of  the  Great  Northern  and  certain 
.  other  Railway  Companies)  Order  Confir- 
mation Act,  1894. 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  (No. 
2)  (Bridgewater,  &c..  Canals)  Order  Con- 
firmation Act,  1894. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  (No.  3) 
(Aberdare,  &c.,  Canals)  Order  Confirma- 
tion Act,  1894. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  (No.  5) 
(Regent's  Canal)  Order  Confirmation 
Act,  1894. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  (No.  7) 
(River  Ancholme,  &c.)  Order  Confirmation 
Act,  1894. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  (No.  8) 
(River  Cam,  &c.)  Order  Confirmation 
Act,  1894. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  (No.  9) 
(Canals  of  the  Caledonian  and  North 
British  Railway  Companies)  Order  Con- 
firmation Act,  1894. 

Can  ill  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  (No. 
II)  (Crran  I  Canal)  Order  Confirmation 
A<u,  1894. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill. 
Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill. 

Q  UE  ST  IONS, 


BRITISH  TRADE    IN  THE  CENTRAL 

AMERICAN  REPUBLICS. 
Mk.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 


Central  Division  of  Sheffield,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  f<Mr 
Foreign  Affairs  what  success  has  attended 
the  official  visit  of  Mr.  Audley  GoBliog, 
Her  Majesty^s  Minister  in  GaatemaUy 
to  Nicaragua,  Honduras,  Salvador,  and 
Costa  Rica  ;  if  Her  Majesty*6  Cousnl  at 
Managua  has  now  been  received  ;  if  Mr. 
Gosling  obtained  any  information  on 
hardware  samples  useful  to  British  trade 
in  the  Republics  to  which  he  is  accre- 
dited, and  what  has  been  done  with  these 
articles  ;  and  if  Mr.  Gosling  has  used 
his  influence  with  the  Guatemalan  Presi- 
dent to  prevent  the  repudiation  of  the 
debt  of  his  Government  to  England  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick): 
Owing  to  Mr.  Gosling's  long  detention 
at  Managua  on  matters  connected  with 
the  question  that  had  arisen  in  the 
Mosquito  Reservation,  the  rainy  season 
arrived  before  he  could  visit  the  other 
Republics  to  which  he  is  accredited. 
HerMajesty^s  Government  are  not  aware 
that  any  difficulty  has  arisen  with  regard 
to  the  reception  of  the  Consular  Officer 
at  Managua.  Samples  of  hardware  and 
other  goods  have  been  received  from  Mr. 
Gosling,  and  were  sent,  on  the  9th  of 
May  hist,  to  the  Associated  Chambers 
of  Commerce.  Mr.  Gosling,  having 
standing  instructions  to  protect  British 
interests,  will  doubtless  continue  to  use 
his  best  efforts  unofficially  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  debt. 

VENTILATION  AT  ST.  STEPHEN'S. 
Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  during  the  Recess  it 
would  be  possible  to  have  the  windows 
in  the  Library  and  Dining  Rooms  so 
altered  that  they  may  be  opened  from  the 
top  instead  of  the  bottom  as  at  present, 
thus  securing  ventilation  without  the  ex- 
cessive amount  of  dranght  caused  by  the 
present  arrangement  ? 

•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  I  am  afraid  it  is  not  possible,  within 
the  compass  of  an  answer  here,  to  give 
the  detailed  explanation  entailed.  Mr. 
Taylor,  the  surveyor  in  charge  of  the 
building,  will  l)e  glatl  to  meet  my  hon. 
Friend  on  the  spot,  and  discuss  the 
matter  with  him. 
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H.M.S.  "BBNBOW." 
Mr.  MACDONA  (South  wark, 
Botherhithe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  uegotiatious  for  the  sale 
of  H.M.S.  BenboWy  one  of  the  historical 
old  frigates  in  our  Navy,  to  a  Gerinau 
firm  at  Stettin,  for  the  purpose  of  being 
broken  up,  have  fallen  through  ;  and 
whether  the  Admiralty  will  consider 
if  it  would  be  practicable  to  give  this  old 
frigate  to  the  watermen,  lightermen,  and 
seamen  on  the  Thames,  as  a  resort  and 
resting  place  for  recreation  and  refresh- 
ment, and  anchor  it  off  Rotherhithe, 
where  Admiral  Benbow  spent  so  many 
years  of  his  life  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
woKTii,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The 
answer  to  the  first  paragraph  is  in  the 
affirmative.  As  regards  paragraph  2, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  evidently  not 
aware  that  the  Benbow  is  quite  unfit  for 
the  purpose  which  his  question  suggests, 
though  she  is  of  considerable  pecuniary 
value  and  will  shortly  be  advertised  for 
sale. 

BOYCOTTING  IN  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  on  Thursday,  2nd  August, 
Colonel  O'Callaghan,  of  County  Clare, 
who  had  brought  up  a  number  of  sheep 
from  Clare  to  Smithfield  Market,  Dublin, 
for  sale,  was  followed  about  the  market 
by  a  person  named  Malone  from  the 
neighbourhood  of  Bodyke,  County  Clare, 
who  caused  the  sale  of  the  sheep  tobeboj- 
cotted  ;  whether  Malone  has  already  been 
bound  over  to  the  peace  for  threatening 
Colonel  O'Callaghan ;  whether  a  con- 
stable of  the  Metropolitan  Police  to 
whom  Colonel  O'Callaghan  applied  was 
acting  in  accordance  with  the  law  in 
•declining  to  interfere  because  no  assault 
had  been  committed  ;  and  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  protect  the  rights 
of  sellers  in  this  and  other  markets  when 
aecessary  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Mouley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  information  supplied 
to  me  is  not  sufficient  to  enable  me  to  re- 
ply to  this  question  to-day,  and  I  regret, 
therefore,  to  have  to  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  defer  it  until  Monday  next. 


CONSTABULARY  DUTY  IN  WEXFORD. 
Mr.  T.  M.  he ALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  will  he  inquire 
whether  the  10  men  in  the  two  police 
huts  on  the  Brook  estate,  County  Wex- 
ford, pay  4s.  4d.  per  month  for  barrack 
accommodation,  or  £26  yearly,  while  the 
annual  rent  of  the  huts  is  only  £2  lOs. ; 
what  becomes  of  the  surplus  ;  are  police 
in  such  stations  compelled  always  to 
serve  two  years  there  ;  and,  in  view  of  the 
trying  character  of  the  night  duty,  would 
it  be  possible  to  shorten  this  term  ? 
'  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  10  men  in  the  two  police  huts  on  the 
Brook  estate  pay  4s.  4d.  per  month  for 
barrack  accommodation,  or  £26  yearly, 
while  the  annual  rent  of  the  site  of  the 
huts  is  £2  lOs.  each.  The  huts  in  which 
the  men  are  accommodated  are  regarded 
as  police  barracks,  and  were  erected  at 
public  expense.  The  deduction  of  4s.  4d, 
is  made  pursuant  to  Section  2  of  the 
Constabulary  and  Police  Act  of  1883, 
and  is  applied  in  reduction  of  the  amount 
voted  under  sub-head  "  Pay  "  of  the  Con- 
stabulary Vote.  There  is  no  rule  of  the 
nature  indicated  in  the  third  paragraph  ; 
but  having  regard  to  the  necessity  for 
men  of  good  local  knowledge  on  the 
estate,  it  is  considered  that  the  men  there 
should  serve  about  two  years,  and  for 
this  reason  it  is  not  desirable  to  shorten 
the  term. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  will  inquire  whether 
Section  2  of  the  R.  I.  C.  Barrack  Regu- 
lations might  be  relaxed  in  peaceable 
districts  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  section  re- 
ferred to  requires  the  head  constable  or 
sergeant  in  charge  of  a  station  to  make 
an  immediate  report  of  any  man  who 
absents  himself  from  duty  without  per- 
mission, or  from  barracks,  or  from  his 
lodgings  at  night.  The  Inspector 
General  is  of  opinion  that  the  Order  is 
a  very  necessary  one,  and  could  not  with 
advi^ntage  be  relaxed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  what  is  the  present 
intention  of  the  Government  respecting 
the  R.  I.  C.  Force  Fund  ? 
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Mh.  J.  MOBLEY  :  The  Fund  will 
continae  to  exist  until  all  its  obligations 
to  the  families  of  present  members  of  the 
Fund  fwhether  serving  on  pay  or  on 
pension;  shall  be  fulfilled,  and  to  that 
end  the  Fund  and  its  actuarial  concerns 
have  been  placed  under  the  management 
of  the  National  Debt  Commissioners. 

NEW  ROAD  IN  COUNTY  MAYO. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  ho  aware 
that  the  late  Government  expended 
large  sums  of  public  money  in  having  a 
road  partly  made  between  Aasleagh  and 
Louisburgh,  County  Mayo,  in  the  con- 
struction of  which  several  bridges  had  to 
be  erected  ;  aud  that  two  miles  of  the 
road  remain  unfinished ;  whether  he  is 
aware  of,  and  if  not  will  he  make 
inquiries  as  to,  the  general  failure  of  the 

E>tato  crop  in  the  parishes  of  Ross, 
ounty  Galway,  and  Killowen,  County 
Mayo,  through  which  this  road  runs  ; 
and  will  he,  in  view  of  the  great  distress 
that  is  certain  to  exist  during  the  coming 
winter,  have  this  useful  work  com- 
pleted, as  well  as  works  of  a  similar 
character  opened  up  through  the  West  of 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLE Y  :  The  road  referred 
to  in  the  first  paragraph  is  that  between 
Aasleagh  and  Louisburgh,  County  Mayo, 
a  portion  of  which  remains  unfinished.  I 
am  informed  that  arrangements  are  being 
made  to  obtain  a  county  presentment  for 
the  improvement  and  completion  of  the 
road,  and  that  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  iiave  agreed  to  contribute  towards 
the  cost  of  the  completion  of  the  work. 
With  regard  to  the  remainder  of  the 
question,  I  yesterday  stated  in  reply  to  a 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Cork  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  instructed  their  Inspectors  to  keep 
them  constantly  informed  as  to  the  state 
of  the  poorer  class.  No  Reports  of  the 
existence  of  distress  amongst  the  people 
at  present  have  reached  the  Board,  and  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  form  a  reliable 
opinion  as  to  the  yield  of  the  potato  crop 
for  some  weeks  to  come. 

ORDNANCE  STORE  DEPARTMENT, 

WOOLWICH. 
Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE   (West    Ham, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 


for  War  how.  many  of  the  workmen  in 
the  Ordnance  Store  Department,  at  the 
Royal  Arsenal,  Woolwich,  are  paid  at 
the  rate  of  1 9s.  6d.  per  week  ;  whether 
these  men,  since  the  introduotion  of  the 
eight  hour  system,  are  compelled  to 
observe  the  statutory  holidays  without 
pay  ;  whether  the  officials  connected  with 
the  Department  are  paid  for  these 
holidays ;  whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  either  paying  these  men 
for  the  statutory  holidavs,  or  give  them 
the  opportunity  which  formerly  existed 
of  making  good  the  lost  time  ;  and  when 
the  Government  propose  to  give  effect  to 
the  Resolution  of  Uie  House,  and  pay 
these  men  a  minimum  of  2Aa,  per  week, 
which  is  the  standard  rate  of  wages  for 
labourers  in  London.  ? 

•The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  WoODAIXy 
Hanley)  (who  replied)  said :  Six  hun- 
dred and  twelve  labourers  are  employed 
in  the  Ordnance  Store  Department  at 
Woolwich,  at  the  weekly  rating  of 
19s.  6d.,  to  which  the  minimum  has  been 
increased  from  17s.  Since  the  adoption 
of  the  48-hours  week,  the  practice  of 
working  up  certain  holidays  by  overtime 
has  been  discontinued.  But  the  employs 
of  the  Ordnance  Store  Department  have 
five  free  holidays,  and  in  most  cases  an 
additional  seven  days*  leave  with  pay,  so 
that  they  are  enabled  to  draw  their  wages 
on  the  four  statutory  Bank  holidays  and 
to  take  three  days*  holiday  besides.  No 
deduction  is  made  for  holidays  in  the 
case  of  officials  on  fixed  weekly  or  yearly 
rates.  The  improvement  which  hais  been 
made  in  the  position  of  these  workmen  is, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  in 
effective  accordance  with  the  Resolution 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers. 

THE  WILSON  TARIFF. 
Major  JONES  (Carmarthen,  &c.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether,  in  view  of 
a  considerable  amount  of  uncertainty,  he 
will  ascertain  through  the  Legation  at 
Washington  the  date  upon  which  the 
Wilson  Tariff  comes  into  effect  ;  and 
.whether  he  will  instruct  the  Legation  by 
cable  to  forward  official  copies  of  the 
Tariff  to  the  proper  Departments  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  immediately  ? 
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•Sir  E.  grey  :  Copies  of  the  new 
Tariff  will  be  sent  directly  they  are 
obtained  ;  we  have  telegraphed  to  ask  as 
to  the  (late  upon  which  it  may  be 
expected  to  come  into  force. 

BUNKER  COALS. 
Major  JONES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  will  give  instructions  to  the  Bureau 
of  Statistics  to  add  to  the  yearly  Returns 
of  Minerals  given  in  the  Bine  Book, 
under  separate  hearings,  the  bunker 
coals  shipped  "coastwise"  and  "over- 
sea "  ? 

•Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  do  not  know  whether 
my  hon.  Friend  by  his  expression  "  the 
yearly  Return  of  Minerals"  refers  to  the 
Mineral  Statistics  issued  by  the  Home 
Office,  or  to  the  Annual  Statement  of 
Trade  and  Navigation  issued  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  amount  of  bunker 
coal  shipped  for  the  use  of  steamers  en- 
gaged in  the  foreign  trade  has  not  been 
included  in  that  Statement,  because  these 
shipments  are  not  export  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  term,  but  are  like  other  ships' 
stores.  Such  shipments  for  use  in  the 
coasting  trade  would  be  still  less  of  the 
nature  of  exports ;  but  the  hon.  Member's 
suggestion  will  be  referred  to  the  Revising 
Committee,  which  meets  in  the  autumn, 
to  see  if  the  present  record  in  the 
Monthly  Accounts  of  Trade  of  the 
quantity  of  coal  shipped  for  the  use  of 
steamers  in  the  foreign  trade  can  pro- 
perly be  extended  to  coasting  steamer 
coal. 

RAILWAY  CONSTRUCTION  IN  INDIA. 
Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  what  result  has  attended  the  issue 
by  the  Government  of  India  of  the 
Resolution,  No.  924  R.C.,  dated  Simla, 
15th  September,  1893,  in  which  terms 
are  stated  on  which  the  Government  of 
India  are  prepared  to  consider  offers  for 
the  construction,  by  the  agency  of  pri- 
vate Companies,  of  branch  lines  or  ex- 
tensions of  existing  railways,  to  be 
worked,  when  constructed,  by  the  main 
line  administrations,  which  it  was  in- 
tended should  stimulate  the  construction 
of  railways  in  India  by  private  enter- 
prise?    _.     _ 
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•Tub  SECRETARY  or  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  :  Both  the  Government  of 
India  and  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  are  in  negotiation  for  the  forma- 
tion of  Companies  for  extending  the 
Indian  Railway  system  on  the  lines  in- 
dicated in  the  Government  of  Indians 
Resolution  of  the  15th  September,  1893. 
I  am  in  correspondence  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  with  reference  to  some 
modifications  which  are  desired  in  the 
terms  of  that  Resolution. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  WATER  SUPPLY. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  one  set  of  water-closets  off  the 
Committee  Room  corridors  is  supplied 
directly  from  a  cistern  from  which  water 
is  drawn  for  drinking  and  domestic  pur- 
poses, he  will  state  whether  the  main 
tank  of  the  building  from  which  the 
drinkiug  water  in  the  dining-rooms  and 
bars  is  drawn  supply  directly  any  of  the 
water-closets  in  other  parts  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament ;  and,  if  so,  will  steps  be 
taken  to  provide  a  sufficient  supply  of 
water  from  the  artesian  well  for  drinking 
purposes  ? 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  The  main 
tanks  from  which  the  drinking  water  in 
the  dining-rooms  and  bars  is  drawn  are 
very  large,  containing  in  all  about 
36,000  gallons  ;  and  from  one  of  the  fire 
mains  connected  with  these  tanks  two 
water-closets  at  a  considerable  distance 
obtain  their  supply.  Practically,  no  mis- 
chief whatever  can  result  from  this  ;  but 
a  trifling  "alteration  will  be  made  in  order 
to  remove  any  objection.  It  would  not 
be  possible,  except  at  great  cost,  to  have 
supplies  of  water  from  two  separate 
sources  distributed  throughout  the  build- 
ing. 

H.M.S.  "NORTHAMPTON." 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  if  he  will  state 
when  effect  will  be  given  to  the  promise 
that  the  training  ship  Northampton  will 
visit  Stornoway  at  an  early  date  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWGRTH  : 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  promise  as  to  a 
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visit  to  Storooway  by  H.M.S.  Northamp- 
ton, Nor  is  such  a  visit  included  in  her 
present  cruise. 

THE    VICTORIA    INCIDENT    IN 
MASHONALAND. 

Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Commis- 
sioner, Mr.  Newton,  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  Victoria  incident  of  July,  1893, 
in  Mashonalaud,  has  completed  his  in- 
quiries, and  when  the  Report  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Bl\x:tox,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  We 
have  just  received  Mr.  Newton's  Report. 
I  fear  that  there  will  not  be  time  to  print 
and  circulate  it,  along  with  the  other 
Papers  relating  to  the  matter,  before  the 
House  rises.  But  I  will  lay  the  dummy 
at  once,  and  the  Blue  Book  will  be  issued 
and  ckculatcd  as  soon  as  possible. 

CITV  OF  LONDON  FISH  TOLLS. 
Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  an 
alteration  has  recently  been  made  by  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  in 
respect  of  the  market  dues  on  fish  ; 
whether  such  dues,  as  now  charged,  are 
£1  (in  lieu  of  £2)  on  fishing  vessels  ar- 
riving in  the  Port  of  London,  and  carry- 
ing upon  an  average  100  ions,  while  in 
the  case  of  fish  carried  by  land  the  dues 
are  2s.  6d.  per  van  carrying  three  tons, 
which  amounts  to  a  preference  in  favour 
of  sea-borne  fish,  and  whether  it  is  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  regulating  the 
dues  ;  and  whether  there  is  any  remedy 
against  such  differential  treatment  of  sea- 
borne fish  as  against  fish  carried  to 
market  bv  rail  or  otherwise  .'' 

=»Mk.  BRYCE:  As  I  informeil  the 
House  on  the  27th  day  of  July  last,  the 
Corporation  of  London  have  reduced  their 
tolls  on  fisli-laden  vessels  by  one-half. 
The  statutory  provisions  regarding  the 
full  tolls  chargeable  on  the  fish  brought 
to  Billingsgate  Market  by  the  different 
inodes  of  conveyance  will  be  found  in 
the  Schedule  to  the  Act  of  1846  relating 
to  Billingsgate  Market.  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  jurisdiction  in  regard  to 
nriy  reiluc^tion  which  may  be  made  by  the 
Corporation  of  the  tolls  contained  in  that 
Schedule. 

Sir   U,  Kat/'ShuU/eworth 
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THE   STRABANE    REGISTEB. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  had  on  the  Paper 

the  following  question  : — 

"To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord    i^ 
Lieut  eimnt  of  Ireland  if  it  is  proved  to  the<i 
Ix>cal  Government  Board  that  Strabane  Con- 
servatives whose  rates  are  not  paid  are  un- 
objected to  for  the  forthcoming  Register,  what 
notice  will  be  taken  by  them  of  such  oondnct  ?** 

When  he  rose  to  put  it, 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  in- 
terrupted, by  saying — Mr.  Speaker  :  Is  it 
in  Order  in  a  question  put  in  this  House 
to  insinuate  the  possibility  of  a  public 
officer  being  guiltv  of  neglect  of  duty  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  question  is 
certiiiiily  hypothetical. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Does  it  not  impnte 
an  offence  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  1  think  it  does. 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

THE    STRAITS    SETTLEMENTS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
any  decision  has  been  arrived  at  re- 
garding the  amount  of  the  military  ex- 
penditure to  be  contributed  by  the  Straits 
Settlements  ;  and  what  is  the  cause  of 
the  delav  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  can  only  refer 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  answer  I 
gave  him  on  the  13th  instant. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  This 
matter  has  been  under  consideration  for 
three  years.  Cannot  the  hon.  Gentleman 
promise  an  answer  before  the  end  of  the 
Session  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  do  not  think 
I  can  give  such  a  promise.  I  have  more 
than  once  expressed  my  opinion  as  to  the 
importance  of  bringing  it  to  a  conclusion, 
and  I  can  only  regret  the  delay  in  ar- 
riving at  a  decision. 

INTERNATIONAL  REPLY  LETTER 
CARDS. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  will  consult  with  Foreign 
Postal  Authorities  with  a  view  to  intro- 
ducing International  reply  letter  cards 
upon  a  similar  basi>:  to  the  existing 
arrangement  re  reply  post  cards  ;  whether 
lie  is  aware  that  the  French  Postal 
Authorities  have  adopted  and  are  about 
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to  introduce  the  reply  letter  card  for  in- 
land purposes,  and  presumably  for  their 
colouies  ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  proposal  in  question  is  approved  by 
several  Foreign  Postal  Ministers,  by  a 
number  of  Chambers  of  Commerce  at 
home,  abroad,  and  in  the  colonies,  as  well 
as  by  Foreign  Chambers  of  Commerce  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
The  question  of  introducing  an  Inter- 
national reply  letter  card  was  discussed 
at  the  Postal  Union  Congress  held  at 
Vienna  in  1891,  but  was  rejected  on  the 
ground  that  the  difficulties  connected 
with  such  a  scheme  were  considered  to 
be  insuperable.  The  French  Post  Office 
some  time  ago  appointed  a  Technical 
Committee  to  examine  the  question,  and 
a  promise  was  made  that  the  result  of 
their  deliberations  should  be  commu- 
nicated to  the  British  Post  Office,  but 
this  has  not  yet  been  done.  I  am  not 
aware  how  far  Foreign  Postal  Minisiers 
or  Chambers  of  Commerce  may  be  in 
favour  of  such  a  proposal ;  but  having 
consulted  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
in  this  country,  I  find  that  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  them  are  of  opinion 
that  no  real  inconvenience  is  caused  by 
the  absence  of  facilities  for  prepaying 
replies  to  letters  sent  abroad,  and  that  no 
action  is  necessary. 

ST.  PAUL'S   SCHOOL. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Parliamentary  Charity 
Commissioner  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  has  been 
called  to  a  letter  published  in  The  Globe 
of  the  25th  July,  signed  M.  Clementi,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  the  official  sur- 
veyor to  the  Charity  Commission  reported 
that  the  full  value  of  the  estate  on 
which  St.  Paul's  School  was  erected  was 
£32,000  ;  that  the  Charity  Commissioners 
authorised  the  purchase  of  the  same  at 
£41,000;  that,  on  the  11th  April,  1878, 
the  owner  and  Assistant  Charity  Commis- 
sioner conveyed  this  laud  to  a  purchaser 
for  £27,000  ;  and  that  this  purchaser  on 
the  next  day  conveyed  the  land  to  the 
Governors  for£41,0(X) ;  and  what  action 
the  Commissioners  intend  to  take  in  the 
matter  ? 

The  parliamentary 
CHARITY  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
F.  S.  Stevenson,  Suffolk,  Eye)  :  The 
land   which  now  forms  the  site  of  St. 
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PauPs  School  was  valued  in  1877  at 
£32,000  by  a  surveyor  nominated  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  who  thereupon 
refused  to  sanction  the  proposal  at  that 
time  made  by  the  Governors  of  St.  Paul's 
School  for  the  purchase  of  the  land  at 
£46,000.  The  Governors,  however,  urged 
the  purchase  strongly  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  eventually  agreed  to  sanc- 
tion the  purchase  at  an  accommodation 
price  not  exceeding  £41,000,  which  was 
ultimately,  and  after  much  negotiation, 
accepted  by  the  vendor.  The  Commis- 
sioners have  reason  to  believe,  though 
there  is  no  official  record  of  the  fact, 
that  one  of  their  officers  (not  an  Assist- 
ant Commissioner),  who  is  now  dead, 
was,  shortly  before  the  date  of  the  pur- 
chase of  the  laud  by  the  Governors  of 
St.  Paul's  School,  the  owner  of  or  was 
the  representative  of  the  owners  of  the 
land  in  question ;  that  he  had  agreed 
with  the  vendor  who  offered  the  land  for 
sale  to  the  Governors  for  its  sale  to  him 
at  a  price  of  £27,000  or  £28,000,  but 
that  this  sale  had  not  been  completed  by 
conveyance  at  the  date  of  the  agreement 
•for  sale  between  the  vendor  and  the 
Governors ;  and  that  consequently  the 
sale  to  the  Governors  was  completed  by 
the  conveyance  to  them,  by  the  direction 
of  the  vendor,  of  the  legal  estate  which 
still  remained  in  him,  by  the  above- 
mentioned  officer  of  the  Commissioners, 
the  effect  of  the  transaction  being  that 
the  said  officer  received  a  sum  less  by 
some  £13,000  or  £14,000  than  that  at 
which  it  was  sold  to  the  Governors. 
The  officer  in  question  was  in  no  way 
officially  engaged  with  the  transaction, 
and  it  is  believed  that  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners of  that  day  were  not  aware 
until  after  the  completion  of  the  agree- 
ment between  the  vendor  and  the  Gt)- 
vernors  that  the  officer  in  question  had 
any  interest  in  the  land  sold. 

THE  EVICTED  TENANTS  BILL. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (Long- 
ford, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land what  course  the  Government  intend 
to  adopt  in  view  of  the  rejection  by  the 
House  of  Lords  of  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill,  the  passing  of  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  declared  to  be  urgently  re- 
quired in  the  interest  of  social  order  in 
Ireland  ? 

3  M 
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Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  Tliis  Bill  was  iu- 
troiluced  to  meet  eertaiu  social  an*3  m\* 
mmistrative  illflieultks  aiLmitied  in  all 
qimrters  of  the  House  iu  Ire  Ian d.  The 
deplorttbie  action  of  the  House  of  Lonls 
iji  rejectiug  that  measure  is  not  unlikely 
to  nggmvHte  those  difficulties.  In  the 
presence  of  these  difficulties  it  will  uri- 
doulitedly  be  the  duty,  aud  tt  h  the  in- 
teotiou,  of  the  Government  again  to  deal 
with  the  subject  next  Session. 

Mil.  BARTON  (Armagh,  Mi^O  ^  Has 
the  right  hon.  Geotlemao's  attention 
been  drawn  to  certain  speeches  delivered 
in  the  course  of  the  last  few  dny^  by 
prorainetit  Members  of  the  House,  in  Ire* 
land,  forcibly  directing  the  attention  of 
the  people  ugainat  the  new  tenants  now 
occupying  evicted  farms  ;  and  will  he 
strengthen  tho  polico  protection  now 
afforded  to  these  men  ? 

Mk,  J.  MORLEY  :  No,  Sir  :  I  have 
been  otherwise  engaged  with  Irish  affairs^ 
and  my  attention  ban  not  been  drawn  to 
speeches  made  by  Members  of  the  House 
outaide  the  House.  Of  cxnirse^  the  hoti. 
aud  learned  Member  is  well  aware  thai 
we  shall  take  every  step  to  protect  all 
the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty, 

Mi;.  COBB  (Warwick,  SJE.,  Rugby) : 
Have  the  Govenmient  formed  any  inten- 
tion of  taking  steps  to  prevent  like  action 
by  the  Lords  with  regard  to  the  next 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  or  any  othej- 
Bill  ? 

Mb,  macartney  (Aotom,  Mid)  : 
Will  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  wiiich  the 
right  hoD.  Geutlemau  has  foreshadowed 
take  precedence  of  the  Welsti  Disesta- 
blishment Bill  next  Session  ? 

Mr*  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  much  too 
early  to  cousider  what  will  be  done  next 
SeesLon.  We  will  lirst  dispose  of  tills 
Seesion. 

Mii,  COBB :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  answered  my  cjuestion. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
The  hon.  Member  will  perceive  that  it 
would  be  entirely  premature  to  give  an 
answer  to  bis  question, 

THE  SOOTH  MEATH  REGISTER. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  regard 
to  the  allegations  as  to  the  state  of  the 
South  Meath  Register  of  Electors, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  imputations  made 
being  cleared   up^  he  will  direct  an  in- 


formal inquiry  by  the  Revising  Barrister, 
or  some  other  gentleman,  into  the  exist- 
ence of  the  errors,  discrepancies,  and 
mistakes  alleged,  and  order  a  Report  to 
l>e  made  to  him  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  J*  MORLEY  :  1  quite  agree  that 
it  is  desirable  that  these  matters  should 
lie  cleared  \\]\  and  that  some  account 
ttbould  bo  given  of  tho  digvTepancies, 
Whether  the  method  pointed  OAit  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  the  ouc  most 
convenient  to  adopt,  I  am  not  euro  ft( 
this  moment  ;  but  I  will  seriously 
consider  it,  aud  will  certainly  take  thi^i 
or  some  other  method  in  onler  to  meet  iDy 
hou»  Frieod*s  views* 

NEW  MEXIBER  SWORN. 
Lord  Edmund  TallK>t,  for  the   County 
of  Sussex  (South-VN  estern  nr  Chichester 
Division), 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAW 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee* 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL    SERVICES   A5D    KEVENUK 
DEPARTMENTS  ESTIMATES, 

Class  I* 

L  £11,064,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Harbours  in  the  United  Kingtlom  and 
Lighthouses  Abroad  under  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Dk,  CLARK  (Caithncj*^ :  ^aid,  he  ha4l 
to  coucrrutulato  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  faet  that  there  was  a  red  net  ion  on 
this  Vote  of  £1,685,  and  he  hoped  that 
next  year  the  reduction  would  be  even 
lai-ger.  Hii*  contention  was  that  Holy* 
head  Harbour  ought  not  to  be  maintained 
by  the  country.  The  Harbour  existeJ 
for  the  benetit  of  the  Loudon  atid  Kortli 
Western  Railway  Company,  and  for  the 
country  to  keep  it  up  was  simply  to  give 
that  Company  a  subsidy.  No  doubt,  rid 
Holyhead  was  the  nearegt  route  to  Ire- 
land, but  there  was  no  rea^ou  why  they 
should  give  the  Railway  Company  £5,000 
or  £6,000  a  year.  There  was  another 
point  worthy  of  notice*  The  harbour* 
master  was  a  retired  com m antler  of  the 
Royal  Kavy,  aud  drew  a  pension  of  £370 
a  year  in  addition  to  hia  salary  of  £800 
annually.     Surely  it  was  not  ucces&ary 
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bat  tke&e  iippoiDtniouts  should  be  given 
pensioners.  Were  there  uot  many 
ipable  of  filling  the  post  who  were 
uot  jilreaily  proviUed  with  sinecures  ? 
*fovv  that  the  Liheral  Goveniineot  were 
power  ht;  hoped  they  wouhl  cany  out 
further  retreuehmeuts.  If  the  country 
were  going  to  inuiutuin  harbours  theix; 
were  many  places  in  Scotlauil  and  Ireland 
where  money  might  bo  advantageou^iy 
spent ;  bnt  personally  ho  did  not  think 
that  this  dnty  should  be  undertaken  by 
the  State,  Holyhead  Harbour^  in  his 
pinion,  should  be  maintainetlby  theLon- 
On  and  North  Westcni  Company,  itud 
5e  therefore  hoped  that  soon  the  payment 
of  this  giibsidv  would  t?ease. 

Mr.  T.   M.   HEALV   said,  that   the 

andou    and    North- Western    Company 

Sauted  to  spend  £l,nO(),(K)0  on  Holyhead 

Harbour,  bnt  t[>e  la»e  Tory   Government 

refused  them  permission  to  do  so* 

Mr.  WEIU  took  exception  to  the 
Bm  for  thu  harbour*mat^ter  at  Holyhead, 
le  thought  it  was  very  unfair  that  men 
Irho  were  in  rc»teipt  of  handsome  pon- 
Tlons  should  bo  told  ofFto  fill  such  posts.  He 
Tiought  that  the  Goverumeut  might  vote 
Bore  money  for  harbours,  and  that  some 
^  it  shouhl  be  expended  in  the  North  of 
Icotland,  The  Government  seemed  to 
lim  to  spend  money  freely  on  what  wore 
Jt  after  all  useful  pnr[>asesand  to  refuse 
» where  it  was  re;Uly  needed.  For  in- 
s^nee,  Portmahomack  Harbour  (required 

he  put  in  order 

Tjie    CHAIUMAN:    Order,    order! 
That  does  not  arise  on  this   Vote* 

Ma.   WEIR    said,    he    would    content 
limself  with  a  protest  against  the  prac- 
fee  of  conferring  well-paid  posts  on  men 
llio  were  already  in  receipt  of  handsome 
Dusions  when  there  were  many  deserving 
&n  really  needing  employment* 
^The  TRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
TRADE  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) 
^id|  the  point  of  the  hon.    Member   for 
lithness  appeared  to  be  that  the  advent 
a  Liberal    Government  ought    to  l>e 
signalised  by  a  reduction  of  expenditure. 
With  that  ho  agreed,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  find  that  this  Vote    had  l»een 
decreased  by  about  £1,600.     As  to   the 
salary    of    the  harbour-master  at  Holy- 
he   certainly    did   uot  think    that 
lid  be  considered    excessive.     The 
Bition,    it    should   be   remembered,  in- 
blved  a  great  deal  of  responsibility,  and 
iiU  posts  of  this  kind  it  would  be  diffi- 


cult to  find  better  qualified  persons  Ifiaa 
gentlemen  who  had  hehl  commissions  la 
Her  Majesty's  Navy.  It  would  be  fulse 
economy  to  exclude  such  personsi  from 
the  rublic  Service.  Ho  could  not  iigree 
with  the  view  expressed  by  the  hon^ 
Member  for  Caithness  as  to  the  loasotk 
for  the  existence  of  Holyhead  Harbour^ 
Wliether  further  retrenchment  In  respect 
of  its  inaintcnance  could  be  eflfected 
would  no  iloulit  be  considered  when 
present  contracts  canjo  to  an  end. 

Db.    CLARK  :    How    long    do    the- 
contracts  run  ? 

Mk.  bryce  said,  ho  would  endeavour 
to  find  out  and  let  the  hon.  Geutlomatu 
know. 

♦  Sift  A.  BOLLIT  said,  he  vr^uied  to* 
say  n  word  on  8ub-soction  B^  in  whiclii 
was  included  the  Vote  for  Spurn  Head 
Works,  Ho  ditl  not  wish  to  lessen  ibe 
number  of  workmen  or  delay  the  works^ 
but  he  thought  the  nature  of  the  works 
should  be  specified  in  detail,  especial l)j 
as  he  noted  that  there  was  some  incon- 
sistency in  the  figures.  The  total  sum 
asked  for  was  £600,  and  the  detalla 
showed  that  it  was  supposed  to  iuchid^ea 
groyne  wliicli  would  oost  a  sum  of  £700; 
while  there  was  £7o  set  down  for  local 
superintendence.  That  made  up  £175^ 
while,  tiS  he  luul  said,  the  total  amount 
to  be  voted  was  only  £6tX),  It  would 
be  very  much  better  if  the  works  w^re 
specified  in  detail. 

Mu.  TOMLINSON  nsked  for  mor^ 
information  with  regard  to  the  mainten- 
ance and  re|mirs  of  Black  water  Harl»our* 
CoMMAXPEH  BETHELL  said,  ho  had 
some  very  heavy  artillery  <o  bring  to 
bear  on  the  Treasury  with  regard  to  the 
east  coast  of  Yorkshire.  He  would  not^ 
however,  enter  upon  the  matter  now, 
but  simply  ask  the  right  hon.  Geuikmau 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  prcp:u*c 
himself  for  it  next  Session. 

Dr,  CLARK  said,  he  did  not  soe^ 
why  retired  men  with  pensions  should  be 
taken  for  this  work.  If  the  man  who 
did  the  work  got  £375  a  year  he  ought 
to  be  content.  He  was  doubtful  of  the 
necessity  for  spending  money  on  the 
Bahama  lighthouse.  There  wad  a  tender 
which  went  out  to  the  lighthouse  which 
cost  no  less  than  £o,2U6  10s.  4d.  a  year. 
Either  this  lighthouse  was  used  for  our 
benefit  or  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  world^ 
and  he  did  not  see  any  reason  in  the  latter 
ease  why  it  should  l>e  kept  up  by  tliia 
3  M  2 
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country  alone.  Very  high  salaries  were 
paid  in  this  instance,  too,  although  the 
Treasury  was  very  economical  elsewhere. 
It  was  his  belief  that  the  whole  British 
trade  which  was  done  was  not  equal  to 
the  cost  of  maintaining  the  lighthouse, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Treasury  would 
effect  some  retrenchment  in  this  respect 
next  year. 

Mji.  BRYCE  said,  he  was  afraid  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  listened 
with  much  attention  to  what  he  had  said ; 
otherwise  he  would  not  have  attributed  this 
amount  to  one  lighthouse,  seeing  that  it 
applied  to  all  the  lighthouses. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  had 
complained  every  year  with  regard  to 
this  Harbour  Vote,  and  they  always  had 
the  same  excuse.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
this  harbour-master  was  a  very  excellent 
person,  but  while  there  were  so  many  un- 
employed persons  in  this  country  he  did 
not  think  they  ought  to  give  posts  to 
men  already  in  receipt  of  good  pensions. 
Seeing  the  many  claims  that  there  were 
upon  the  Government  these  offices  ought 
not  to  be  given  to  pensioners  so  long  as 
there  was  anybody  else  to  fill  them.  It 
had  never  been  put  to  them  that  this  par- 
ticular gentleman,  the  Inspector  of  the 
Bahamas,  was  better  than  any  other  man, 
and  no  doubt  he  received  the  appointment 
because  he  was  the  favourite  of  a 
Minister.  He  warned  the  Government — 
a  Liberal  and  a  Radical  Government — 
that  their  supporters  in  the  country,  from 
whom  they  received  both  their  places  and 
their  salaries,  would  not  stand  these  sort 
of  appointments  much  longer. 

%SiR  A.  ROLLIT  asked  for  an  answer 
to  the  point  he  had  raised. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  was  not  sure  he 
understood  what  the  point  was. 

SiK  A.  ROLLIT  said,  the  point 
was  that  only  £600  was  to  be  granted 
this  year,  which  appeared  to  include 
£700  for  a  new  groyne  and  £25  for  super- 
intendence. He  had  no  objection  to  make 
if  such  an  economical  feat  could  be 
performed. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  they 
ouirht  to  have  some  further  information 
about  this  groyne. 

•Mr.  BRYCE  said,  it  was  intended  to 
expend  £700  for  a  new  groyne,  but  the 
expense  was  not  to  be  incurred  this 
year. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Dr.  Clark 


2.  Motion  made,  and  QuestioD  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £21,800,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  snra 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  willoome 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1895,  for  oonstractini;  a 
new  Harbour  of  Refuge  at  Peterheati." 

•Mr.  WEIR  said,  he  should  move  to 
reduce  this  sum  by  £100  in  order  to  call 
attention  to  the  large  amount  of  salaries 
paid  on  these  works.  He  should  like  to 
hear  what  the  engineer-in-chief,  who 
received  £800  a  year,  and  the  resident 
engineer,  who  received  £750  a  year, 
found  to  do.  He  considered  that  one  man 
ought  to  be  able  to  manage  the  work,  and 
that  one  of  these  men  ought  to  be 
cleared  out,  and  the  work  managed  by 
one  competent  man.  The  Government 
ought  not  to  keep  a  lot  of  idle  men 
about. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  £21,700  be  granted  for  the  said 
Service."— (A/r.   fTetr.) 

*Mr.  TOMLIXSON  said,  some  facts 
had  been  brought  to  his  notice  which 
showed  that  the  local  feeling  upon  this 
matter  was  that  the  money  spent  yearly 
on  the  works  was  not  spent  in  the  most 
judicious  way.  More  care  ought  to  be 
taken  to  see  that  it  was.  He  thought  it 
was  understood  that  faster  progress 
would  be  made.  What  money  was  voted 
ought  to  be  expended  on  the  portion  of 
the  works  which  it  was  most  necessary 
sliould  be  advanced. 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Dundee)  said,  he  thought  there  was  a 
great  detil  of  force  in  the  demand  that 
more  money  should  be  voted  for  this 
work.  The  amount  asked  for  this  year 
was  tiie  same  as  was  asked  for  annually. 
With  regard  to  the  other  point,  he  could 
not  agree  that  the  engineers  did  nothing. 

Mk.  WEIR  said,  it  was  for  the 
Jion.  (ier.tleman  to  find  out  which  of  these 
two  gentlemen  had  little  or  nothing  to 
do.  He  might  go  down  to  Peterhead  and 
find  out. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON'  said,  if  that 
was  all  that  was  askal  of  him  he  would 
certainly  j)romise  to  find  out  which  of 
these  two  gentlemen  had  little  or  nothing 
to  do. 

Dr.  CLARK  thanked  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  his  answer,  because  he  thought 
these  works  were  being  carried  out  in  an 
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unusually  costly  manner.  More  couvict 
labour  ought  to  be  made  use  of  upon  the 
works.  He  was  glad  that  something  was 
to  be  done  to  the  outward  breakwater  in 
order  to  render  it  serviceable.  As  to  the 
expense  on  salaries,  he  did  not  think  that 
a  resident  engineer  at  £750  a  year  and 
an  assistant  engineer  at  £250  a  year  was 
too  much,  but  he  did  not  see  the  necessity 
for  a  consulting  engineer  at  £800  a  year. 
The  cost  of  construction  and  of  superin- 
tendence seemed  to  him  to  be  too  much, 
and  he  urged  that  a  more  economical 
state  of  things  should  be  brought  by 
utilisation  of  convict  labour. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  the  works 
ought  to  be  carried  on  faster,  especially 
the  construction  of  the  breakwater,  so 
that  there  might  be  some  return  for  the 
great  expenditure  of  money  and  labour 
that  had  already  been  made  upon  the 
works. 

Mr.  weir  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

3.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceecUng  £137,482,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  Warch  1895,  for  Kates  and  Con- 
tributions in  lieu  of  Rates,  &c.,  in  respect  of 
Government  Property,  and  for  the  Salaries  and 
Exjienses  of  the  Rating  of  Government  Pro- 
perty Departments." 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  that  on 
the  occasion  of  the  last  Vote  on  Account, 
he  put  a  similar  Motion  on  the  Paper  to 
that  which  appeared  now,  but  unfortu- 
nately he  was  not  present  when  the  Vote 
was  called  on.  The  statements  made  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could  not 
l>e  regarded  as  satisfactory,  and  he 
desired  for  two  minutes  to  refer  to  the 
subject,  and  make  some  reply  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman.  In 
the  first  place,  he  wished  to  point  out 
how  extremely  important  this  question 
was.  It  was  not  exclusively  a  Metro- 
politan question,  but  applied  to  all  places 
where  Government  property  was  situated. 
So  far  as  the  Metropolis  was  concerned, 
there  were  some  parishes  in  which  the 
matter  was  of  vital  importance.  Take 
the  parish  of  St.  George's.  In  regard  to 
this  parish,  where  the  Government  esta- 
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blishments  occupied  so  large  an  area,  the 
matter  was  of  great  interest.  Now  that 
the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill  had  been 
passed,  it  was  more  than  ever  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  fair  valuation  over 
the  whole  of  London,  and  he  sincerely 
regretted  that  owing  to  the  opposition  of 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  he  was 
not  able  to  proceed  with  the  new  Vilua- 
tion  Bill  which  he  introduced  to  the 
House  on  behalf  of  the  London  County 
Council.  It  was,  however,  possible  for 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  make 
some  approach  to  equality  and  equity  as 
between  the  different  districts  in  London, 
and  he  desired  strongly  to  urge  him  to 
do  what  he  could  in  the  matter.  The 
Government  property  in  London  fell 
naturally  into  two  classes.  One  class 
was  covered  by  Statute,  for  instance,  the 
High  Courts  of  Justice.  It  was  pro- 
vided in  this  case  that  rates  to  a  certain 
amount  should  be  paid — that  was  to  say, 
the  amount  of  rates  which  were  payable 
over  the  site  before  the  Courts  of  Justice 
were  erected.  It  was  obvious  that  such 
an  arrangement  was  unjust,  but  it  could 
not  be  altered  except  by  Statute.  With 
regard  to  the  bulk  of  Government  pro- 
perty in  London  the  case  was  different, 
the  rating  being  governed  by  a  Parlia- 
mentary engagement.  Ever  since  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  that  House, 
whenever  this  question  had  been  raised, 
they  had  always  been  put  off  by  succes- 
sive Secretaries  to  the  Treasury  by  state- 
ments that  the  Local  Authorities  were 
satisfied.  He  thought  that  statement 
might  be  explained  in  this  way.  The 
valuer  for  the  Government  was,  no 
doubt,  a  good  Government  servant,  and 
a  very  diplomatic  gentleman,  and  some 
way  or  another  Local  Authorities  were 
led  to  believe  that  unless  they  accepted 
at  once  the  valuation  which  he  put  upon 
the  property  they  would  get  nothing, 
and  that  it  was  a  case  of  Hobson's  choice. 
This,  however,  was  not  really  so,  because 
the  payment  of  rates  on  Government 
property  was  not  an  act  of  grace,  but  a 
matter  of  right  which  could  be  claimed, 
and  which  rested  upon  as  high 
authority  as  could  be,  short  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament  itself.  He 
proposed  to  examine  for  a  moment  the 
value  of  the  explanation  which  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  gave.  In  the 
first  place,  Somerset  House  was  men- 
tioned.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
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that  the  Governmeat  valuatiou  of 
Somerset  House  was  based  upon  the 
valuatioD  of  Kiog^s  College  which  ad- 
joined.: The  Government  valuer  put  it  at 
£12,000.  The  basis  of  the  case  for  the 
new  Valuation  Bill  was  that  it  was  not 
fair  and  just  that  the  Local  Authority 
should  be  allowed  to  place  its  own  value 
on  the  property.  The  value  placed  on 
the  site  of  Somerset  House,  irrespective 
of  the  buildings,  bj  the  valuer  of  the 
London  County  Council  was  £27,450. 
On  the  last  occasion  when  this  subject 
was  before  the  House,  the  care  and 
accuracy  with  which  the  valuations  of  the 
London  County  Council  were  made  were 
touched  upon  by  as  high  an  authority  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  R.  Webster).  The 
next  cases  were  those  of  the  National 
Gallery  and  the  British  Museum.  It  was 
not  contended  by  the  Government  that 
the  valuations  of  these  buildings  fairly 
Tepresented  the  values,  but  they  craved 
in  aid  the  Act  of  1843,  by  which  such 
institutions  as  Museums  and  Art  Gral- 
leries  were  exempted  from  local  rates. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
-exempt  those  buildiugs  on  the  engage- 
ment then  given  that  Government  pro- 
perty should  bear  its  fair  and  equal  share 
of  the  local  burdens.  The  valuation  of 
the  Foreign  Office  was  tixed  at  £11,500. 
The  Government  said  the  explanation  of 
this  was  that  it  did  not  include  the  India 
•Office.  The  valuation  of  the  India  Office 
was  £2,900,  and  if  the  two  valuations 
were  added  together  an  aggregate  sum 
of  £14,400  was  obtainetl,  whilst  the 
valuatiou  placed  upon  the  sites  alone  of 
these  buildings  by  the  valuer  of  the  Lou- 
don County  Council  was  £32,580.  It  was 
Admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Foreign  Office  valuation  was 
■fixed  as  long  ago  as  1878.  Since  then 
there  had  been  no  fewer  than  three 
quinquennial  valuations,  and,  even  as- 
suming that  the  valuation  of  1878  was  a 
fair  one,  it  was  altogether  out  of  date 
now.  The  last  case  cited  was  that  of 
the  Treasury  buildings.  It  was  stated 
that  they  had  been  valued  by  the  Go- 
vernment at  £8,500,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  gross  valuation 
was  something  under  £7,000.  The  valuer 
to  the  London  County  Council,  however, 
put  the  site  value  alone  at  £15,386. 
Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 

Mr.  Pickersyill 


Local  Authority  oonoemed  was.  satitfied 
with  the  valuation  fixed  by  the  Govern- 
ment valuer  in  this  case,  and  he  tried  to 
establish  this  by  quoting  a  letter  10  years 
old.  A  few  days  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  a  signed  letter 
appeared  in  The  TimeSj  stating  that  the 
Vestry  had,  two  months  before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  that  statement, 
requested  their  Finance  Committee  to 
approach  the  Government. 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  th«  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbkbt,  Oldham) 
was  understood  to  say  that  the  Treasury 
had  not  been  approached  on  the  eubjeet. 

Mr.  PICEERSGILL  said,  that  at  aU 
events  the  Vestry  were  not  satisfied,  and 
had  requested  their  Finance  Committee 
to  approach  the  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
Local  Authorities  themselves  should  be 
allowed  to  fix  the  values  of  the  Grovem- 
ment  property  in  their  areas*  He  should 
have  no  objection  to  that,  but  he  thought 
the  Government  might  reasonably  object 
to  the  suggestion,  as  they  would  in  that 
case  be  putting  themselves  entirely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Local  Authority.  A 
private  person,  if  he  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  value  fixed  by  the  Assessment  Autho- 
rity, could  always  appeal  to  a  Court  of 
Law,  but  it  would  not  be  possible  for  a 
Government  to  appeal  to  a  Court  of  Law, 
because  these  buildings  were  not  rate- 
able in  law.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
Government  should  consent  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  on  the  subject. 
He  had  discussed  the  matter  with  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  London  County  Council, 
and  that  Committee  took  the  view  that 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry would  fairly  meet  the  exigencies  of 
the  case,  provided  that  the  London 
County  Cou!icil  was  represented  upon  it. 
The  question  had  become  more  urgent 
since  the  passing  of  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  £137,382  be  granted  for  the  said 
Service."— (3/r.  PickersgilL) 

•Sir  A.  ROLLIT  said,  he  was  glad  his 
hon.  Friend  had  brought  the  matter  again 
under  the  notice  of  the  Committee.  It 
was  one  of  the  most  important  practical 
questions  in  local  administration  that 
could  possibly  be  raised.  He  believed 
that  the  figures  with  regard  to  Gro- 
vernraent  property  in  the  provinces  were 
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even  more  ridiculoua  as  raluationa  thau 
those  affeuCing  the  Metropolis  with  wbicb 
he  had  previoasly  dealt  on  tbe  Vote  on 
Account.  It  would  hardly  be  believed 
that  the  whole  Customs  property  of 
the  couutTj  was  vulued  ratcably  at 
-£4,300  a  year.  The  Inland  Revenue 
property,  which  was  to  a  great  extent 
composed  of  new  buildings  in  largo 
towns,  was  only  vakied  nt  £i>,3W, 
or  rather,  that  was  the  total  aniouut  of 
the  rate  paid.  The  whole  of  the  Tot^t 
Office  [)roperty  piiid  only  £33,700,  while 
the  whole  of  the  Law  Courts,  inelutUug 
the  County  Courts  and  the  Metropolitan 
Police  CourtH,  paid  only  £54,530.  It 
was  quite  n  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
Local  Authorities  bad  acquie^iced  in  the 
present  valuations.  He  would  take  only 
one  teat  instance  of  valuation — tbe  eiise  of 
KingVColleg'iand  Somerset  House,  He 
was  ft  mcml>Gr  of  the  Council  of  Kinj^'s 
College,  and  therefore  did  not  want  to 
increase  the  rating  of  tin?  building,  and 
he  was  quite  content  to  take  King'n  Col- 
lege as  the  standard  on  wlircli  Somerset 
House  ought  to  be  valued.  Btit  it  must 
he  remembored  that  King*s  College  had 
no  frontage  whatever  except  a  gateway, 
whilst  Somerset  House  hjw.1  a  very  long 
frontage  to  tlje  Strand  and  another  to 
the  approach  to  Waterloo  Bridge.  It 
also  bad  a  frontage  to,  with  entrances 
from,  tbe  Embj*nknient.  These  facts 
ilifferentiated  the  position  of  Somcr^^et 
House  from 
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position 
that  of  King*s  College^  but 
fiuppoAiug  that  Kiog\s  College  Avas 
properly  valued,  tbe  valuation  of  Somer- 
set Hou?ie  ought  to  bo  10  or  20  times  as 
muoh  as  it  was.  Yet  it  was  only  about 
four  times  as  much.  He  trusted  that  a 
detinite  and  clear  Btatemeut  would  be 
made  by  the  Government  to  the  effect 
that  something  would  bcdone,  in  reference 
to  this  nnitter,  wbicb  had  become  mucfi 
more  im[K>rtaut  m  consequence  of  tbe 
passing  of  the  Equal isatifui  of  Hates 
Bih,  He  was  ghid  that  the  highest 
authority  in  another  place  Umi  stated  that 
that  Bill  did  rough  justice,  as  such  a 
eiAtement  might  be  regarded  as  a  tardv 
reparation  to  those  on  the  Opposition 
Bide  of  tlje  House  of  Commons  who 
had  taken  an  independent  and  a  different 
view  from  their  colleugiies.  He  truate<l 
that  if  the  right  lion,  (Tentleman 
tras  not  able  to  say  be  would  provide  a 
remedy  for  tbe  present  state  of  things  he 
would,   at   all    events,  assent  to  the  ap- 


poiDtmeni  of  an  impartial  Committee  by 

whom  tbe  (government's  own  valuation 
would  not  be  accepted  as  entirely 
authoritative. 

Un.  A.  L\  MOllTOiS  (Peterborough) 
said,  bo  wa9  glad  to  hear  that  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  determioeil  to  taki3  a 
Division.  Ever  since  be  bad  been  in  the 
Ihnise  of  Commons^  and  he  did  not  know 
bow  long  before,  complaints  hail  been 
made  every  year  on  this  subject,  and  yet, 
although  promises  bad  been  made  by  the 
Government,  nothing  had  been  done.  He 
had  had  some  experience  himself  in  this 
work,  and  he  knew  what  happened.  He 
had  no  particular  objection  to  a  Com* 
mittoo  so  long  as  it  was  not  a  Depart- 
mental one.  If  tliey  had  a  Conimittoe  at 
all,  it  should  be  a  Comtnittee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  on  which  the  Local 
Authorities  as  well  as  the  London 
County  Couucilishould  be  represented.  He 
bad  always  thought  that  so  far  as  London 
was  concorned  they  did  not  want  an  in- 
quu*y.  In  Loudon,  nuliko  tbe  rest  of  tbe 
United  Kingdom,  aquinquouinal  valuation 
w^as  held  under  iliftbront  auspices  to  any 
other  valiiatiou  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  at  tbe  meeting  of  Assessment  Com- 
mittees a  Government  otHcer  was  always 
present  to  see  that  the  property  of  private 
individuals  was  properly  assessed.  He 
knew  from  experience  that  as  a  rule  this 
officer  valued  Government  property  at 
about  half  its  real  value,  and  when  he 
wasappealed  to  for  redress  be  replied,  very 
ot'ten  impudently,  that  the  Government 
were  not  corn  pel  led  to  pay  anything,  and 
if  his  proposals  were  not  accepted  nothing 
at  all  would  be  paid.  That  was  the  only 
reply  they  got  from  the  Government 
valuator  or  the  police  authority  — 
although  the  police  would  come  under 
another  Vole.  He  kuew  as  a  fact  that 
this  valuator  never  listened  to  what  they 
had  to  say,  and  be  hoped  that  something^ 
would  bo  done.  There  was  a  l&T^ 
amotiiit  of  Government  property  in  son 
parislies,  and  little  or  none  in  others,  ani 
the  only  way  to  arrive  at  a  fair  valuation 
was  to  value  all  on  the  same  basis.  Pay- 
ment, however,  was  not  an  act  of  grace 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  for  it  had 
been  declared  by  Act  of  Parliament  in 
]Hl'i  that  they  should  pay  rates,  and 
they  ought  U)  do  so  honestly*  If  there 
was  no  other  way  of  getting  out  of  this 
except  by  having  a  Committee,  let  them 
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have  a  Farliamentarj    Committee    that 
would  be  open  to  the  public. 

Mk.  BARTLEY  said,  he  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Geutle- 
mau  opposite.  He  could  show  how 
obviously  the  valuation  of  Government 
property  was  below  the  mark.  The 
gross  amount  taken  for  this  service  was 
something  like  6s.  in  the  £1.  The  sum 
taken  this  year  was  some  £264,300, 
which  would  show  that  the  absolute 
rateable  value  of  the  whole  property 
belonging  to  the  country  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales  was  only  £800,000. 
Of  course,  such  an  idea  was  absurd.  If 
they  looked  through  the  Estimates  they 
would  see  that  £1,000,000  a  year  was 
spent  on  new  buildings.  For  100  years 
they  had  been  spending  this  amount,  in 
addition  to  all  the  land  and  property 
belonging  to  the  Crown.  To  suppose 
that  £800,000  covered  the  net  value  of 
this  property  was  ridiculous.  It  was 
double  or  treble  that  amount,  and  some 
districts  were  affected  very  hardly  indeed. 
It  might  come  to  pass  that  a  large  part 
of  a  district  was  taken  up  with  public 
property,  and  though,  in  some  respects, 
this  might  be  an  advantage  from  a  rate- 
payers' point  of  view  it  was  an  enormous 
disadvantage.  The  Equalisation  of 
Rates  Bill  made  the  matter  worse  than 
it  was  before.  No  doubt,  it  was  only 
a  question  of  paying  money  from  one 
pocket  into  another  ;  but,  no  doubt,  it 
was  only  fair  and  honest  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  the  localities  that  they 
should  pay  proper  rates  ou  the  buildinge 
they  chose  to  erect. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  must 
protest  against  the  doctrine,  which  hon. 
Members  appeared  to  favour,  that  the 
rest  of  the  country  ought  to  defray  the 
local  rates  of  London.  A  grant  of  some 
millions  a  year  was  made  from  Imperial 
sources  in  aid  of  local  taxation,  and  thi^ 
being  the  Metropolis  of  the  three  King- 
doms it  had  the  advantage  of  having 
centred  within  it  a  large  number  of  in- 
stitutions  which  ought  fairly  to  be  dis- 
tributed all  through  the  rest  of  the  King- 
dom. They  could  not  have  it  both  ii] 
meal  and  in  malt.  They  wished  to  have^ 
the  advantage  of  the&e  institutions,  an<i 
what  was  paid  for  their  upkeep,  anci 
then  they  wanted  to  have  an  advantage 
in  the  matter  of  rating.  He  protested 
against  the  doctrine.  He  objected  to  the 
system  started  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Mr,  A,  C.  Morton 
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tleman  the  Member  for  St.  G^orge'Sr 
Hanover  Square,  of  making  grants  out  of 
Imperial  taxation  in  aid  of  local  rates.. 
He  thought  the  system  a  most  mis- 
chievous one,  and  all  he  could  say  to 
the  Government  was,  that  if  they  once 
entered  on  this  plan  it  would  involve 
much  more  than  London.  They  in  Ire- 
land got  very  little  indeed  in  respect  of 
(Toveniment  buildings. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  Ire- 
land got  the  largest  share  of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  knew 
what  she  got.  She  got  a  composition  in 
lieu  of  the  actual  amount  of  rates  that 
.should  be  her  due.  The  Government 
did  not  pay  their  full  share  of  the  rates. 

Sir  J.   T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  a» 
this  question  was  fully  discussed  on  tke 
Vote  on  Account,  he  did  not  propose  to 
go  into  it  again  at  any  length.     But  he 
entirely  dissented   from    what  his   hon. 
Friend  had  said  as  to  these  valuations 
not  being  allowed.     He  was  prepared  to 
lissert  that  the  gentleman  who  was  accus- 
tomed  to    value    Government   propwty 
was  quite  as  competent  to  value  property 
as   the  valuer  of   the   London    County 
Council.      The   valuer  of    the    London 
County  Council  set  up  his  valuations  in 
contradistinction  to  those  of  the  Govern- 
ment valuer,  but  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  valuer  of  the  London  County 
Council    understood      the     principle    on 
which  public  buildings  were  to  be  valued. 
The  Government  valuer  did  not   adopt 
the  course  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  Government  valuer  went  to  the 
Local    Authority    and   said,    **  Here    is 
Hobson's  choice  ;  take  it  or  not."     [Mr. 
A.   C.  Morton  :   That  is  so.]     Surely 
the  Government  valuer  was  a  gentleman 
who  could  be  trusted  to  speak   the  truth 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  and  he  reported 
that  he  ha^l  in  every  case  furnished  the 
Kating   Committee    with    his    proposed 
valuation,  and  then  in  person  discussed 
his  proposal  with  the  Committee,  carry- 
ing on  his   negotiations  until   a  satisfac- 
tory arrangement  was  arrived  at.     That 
was  not  Hobson's  choice.     He  had  many 
letters  from  Rating  Authorities  in  various 
parts  of    the   Metropolis   showing   that 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  valuations. 

Mr.  PICKERS  gill  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.)  :  Will  you  give  the  date 
and  the  authority  ? 
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Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  the  com- 
mittee m  Ketniington  were  well  BatiBfietl 
with  the  valuation.  The  Citj  of  Loudon 
also  expressed  their  geaeral  satisfaction 
with  the  state  of  thiQgs,  but  that  was  not 
a  new  ease 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  They  do  not 
in  my  parish — St.  Dinii^tan's  -  iu  -  the 
West. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  had 
the  valuatiou  of  1891  Ijofore  him,  and 
he  saw  that  in  St.  Martin-in-the-Fieldh^ 
St.  Mar j-le-St rand,  St.  Clement  Danes, 
Westminster,  and  other  parishes  the 
ratiug  was  accepted  by  the  eommittees 
as  fair  and  reasonable.  He  could  go 
through  a  great  number  of  others. 

Mr*  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  the 
letters  were  not  from  the  Overaeers, 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  the  letters 
were  from  the  proper  authorities.  The 
Overseerti  were  not  the  Assessing  Authn- 
rities ;  the  Assessing  Authorities  were 
the  Assessment  Committees  of  the 
Unions. 

Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  :  My  right  boii. 
Friend  will  excuse  me 


Hue 


The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  request 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  uot 
to  iuterrupt, 

Mr*  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  the  Secre- 
tary to  tlie  Treasury  was  prepared  to 
allow  him  to  make  an  explauation.  He 
had  been  an  Overseer  for  a  number  of 
years,  and  asserted  it  was  the  Overseers 
who  made  the  assessments  ;  the  Assess- 
ment Committees  only  revised  the  assess^ 
ments. 

Sir  J*  T.  HIBBERT  said,  tiie  principle 
of  the  valuation  of  these  Governraeid 
properties  was  one  that  ought  to  he  eon* 
sidered.  They  eon  Id  not  value  Govern- 
ment  property  like  the  India  Office  or 
Somerset  House,  as  they  would  value  a 
»hop  or  warehouse.  They  had  to  take 
iuto  account  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  value  the  property  according 
to  what  it  would  be  likely  to  let  for  if 
it  were  pnit  in  the  market  to  he  rented. 
When,  however,  there  was  a  small 
valuation  of  Government  property  he 
wa<^  quite  prepared  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
place  the  property  in  the  position  of 
other  property.  He  thought  that  was  a 
fair  otfer.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healv  :  Will  it 
apply  to  the  three  countries  ?]  Cer- 
taiuly.  Since  the  30th  July,  when  this 
question  was  before  the  House,  not  a 
eiiigle  representation  had  V>een  made  by  a 


parish  or  Union  in  respect  to  assessments. 
The  Treasury  were  ready  to  consider 
any  representation  that  any  Ratiug 
Authority  might  wish  to  make  with  a- 
view  to  a  revision  of  a  valuation  of  any 
Govornmerjt  property.  Tliey  were  ready 
to  listen  to  any  representation  maJe  by 
the  County  Council,  but  they  could  not 
(leal  with  the  County  Council  \  they 
could  only  deal  with  the  Rating  Autho- 
rities, As  to  the  proposal  that  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed,  he  would 
confer  with  the  Cliancellorof  the  Exche* 
quer.  He  rpiite  admitte<l  that  the 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill  had  made 
this  a  more  important  question  than  it 
was  before. 

Mu.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finshury,E.) 
said,  he  would  like  to  point  out  to  his 
right  hou.  Friend  that  most  of  the  Local 
Authorities  were  in  recess  at  the  present 
time,  antl  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
have  communicated  with  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleraau  between  the  last  time  this 
question  was  brought  before  the  House 
on  the  Vote  on  Account  aud  now.  They 
must,  therefore^  wait  until  they  met 
again.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  Government  were  prepared 
to  reconsider  the  whole  question  of 
assessments*  Next  year  they  would 
have  the  quinquennial  assessment  iu 
Loudon,  and  all  the  Local  Authorities 
desired  wa8  that  Governmeut  proj>erty 
in  any  of  tlie  parishes  should  be  assessed 
on  the  same  basis  as  property  in  the 
occupation  of  private  ituli  vidua  Is  was 
assessed,  and  that  could  Ite  effected  with- 
out an  Act  of  Parliament.  He  contended 
that  every  buihling,  whether  Govern- 
ment property  or  otherwise*  ought  to 
pay  according  to  ita  proper  ifcssessraent. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  r  What  would 
yon  put  on  the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  said,  he  did 
not  know.  He  was  not  the  authority. 
He  was  prepareil  to  put  on  what  was 
necessary.  lie  objected  to  any  property 
heiiig  exempted  from  ratiug  ;  he  objected 
to  the  whole  priueiph^  of  exemption. 
Every  building  ought  to  pay  accord ir»g 
to  assessment,  however  it  was  occupied. 
He  was  quite  satisfied  with  the  statement 
of  the  right  hou»  Gentleman, 

Mr.  R,  G*  WEBSTER  (St.Pancras, 
E.)  said,  he  did  not  like  to  intervene  iu 
this  family  quarrel  between  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  and  the 
Government  themselves.      He   thought, 
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however,  the  difficulty  would  be 
much  better  met  by  a  Committee — 
either  Dcparrmetittil  or  a  Committee  of 
this  lIouiitG — to  consider  tlie  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  rutea  of  the  Metropolis,  tmd 
to  eudeiivour  to  ostftldiaU  a  uuiforui  s>^- 
tem  of  ratiug  througliout  the  Metropolis* 
Refereuce  had  heen  made  to  Somerset 
Uousc,  aud  to  the  large  froutagu  which 
it  had.  and  to  the  small  amouul  of  cou- 
tributioii  It  ^iWQ  t-o  the  taxatiuu  of  the 
♦Strand,  Primd  facie,  that  would  appear 
unfair  :  but  he  *^athered  from  tlie  oliterva* 
tioud  of  the  rig-ht  hoit.  (Teutleuniu  who 
brought  iu  ihe  Kcjuuliiiatiou  of  Kates 
Bill  that  they  were  not  to  eonsider  the 
question  of  frontay^e,  hut  of  ni^flit  popu- 
latiou.  He  asked,  how  iiiany  people 
lived  ill  Someraot  House  hi  the  eveuiiipf? 
That  argumeut.  he  held,  fell  to  the 
ground.  He  conteuded  that  the  quecitiou 
was  tt  hj'ond  one,  and,  a**  lie  had  said, 
they  shouhl  have  ii  uniform  system  of 
H88cssTijent  for  the  whole  of  London,  aud 
not  only  for  Government  property, 

Mr.  STOUEY  (Sunderland)  -^aid,  he 
reidly  must  objeet  to  the  oirnivorou**  cry 
of  Loiidon.  (Ju  every  topi**  now  they 
had  the  London  Members  gettitig  up  and 
urjring  on  the  ixovcnimeut  that  London 
should  get  t^omcfcbing  more.  He  did  not 
forget  this  fact :  that  if  Loudou  got  more 
the  rei?t  of  tlie  eoimtry  got  les*^*  He 
woidd  willingly  athnit  that  London  got, 
UD  the  whole,  too  little  on  some  Goveru* 
nieut  as^essmontd,  but  he  would  set  otf' 
against  that  tluit  the  whole  expense  of 
the  Hoyaf  Parks  wats  borue  by  the  public 
at  large.  Nobody  eould  say  that  tliose 
parkn  existed  mainly  for  the  beuetitof  the 
country  ;  they  existed  mainly  for  the  good 
of  London.  If  he  were  in  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  [ihice  ho  woidd  make  a  rouglw 
nud-ready  sura.  Speaking  of  the  citie^i 
as  a  rule  wh^re  Government  property 
was  situated,  he  had  never  heaixl  any 
complaint  at  all  that  Government  pro- 
perty was  not,  upon  the  whole,  fairly 
assessed. 

♦Mr*  WEUl  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said, 
that  every  member  of  the  Loui ion  County 
Coimeil,  both  Moderate  and  Progrei^ijtve^ 
had  the  highest  opinion  of  the  abihty  of 
the  Loudon  County  Council  viUuer.  The 
hon.  Member  was  understood  to  ask  a 
queetiou  respecting  the  salary  of  the  Go- 
vernment valuer. 

Sir  J.  I\  HIBBERT  said,  the  pre- 
tient   holder    of    the   office  was  a    very 

Mr.  R.  G,  IVthHer 
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valuable  offieen  He  received  hia  pre- 
sent salary  on  the  condition  that  hi»  suc- 
cessor would  not  as^k  for  the  same 
amount » 

Mu.  VV  EIK  :   What  is  ihe  salary  ? 

SiJt  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  The  salary 
will  be  fixed  when  the  next  appointment 
is  made. 

Mil.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,Hox- 
ton)  said,  he  was  sorry  his  right  hou. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  hud 
not  t^een  his  way  to  make  some  more 
definite  proposal.    It  had  beei»  ed 

iu    the    Hotise     that    the     i'  ju 

London  received  fri^m  the  probate  uod 
other  duties  was  cousidonibly  smaller 
than  it  ought  to  be^  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Kx^ehequer  had  promise<l  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  that  matter.  He 
would  suggest4.hat  that  Committee  might 
be  empowered  to  iuquire  iDto  thecogimCe 
subject  of  the  valuatiou  of  Govertnoeixt 
property. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  said,  lie 
hoped  tlie  Committee  would  ho  ap- 
pointed, and  that  the  Refereuce  would 
be  a  wide  one,  including  not  only  the 
question  of  the  rating  of  property,  but 
the  cost  of  the  proj^erty  over  London. 
He  thought  that  either  a  Departmental 
Committee  or  a  Committee  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  appointed  to  thresh  tbis 
matter  out. 

8tR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  should 
be  glad  to  consider  tiie  proposal  of  hi^  hon* 
Friend  the  lion.  Member  for  8horeditch, 
He  now  appeale<l  to  the  Committee  to 
allow  the  Vote  to  bo  taken. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  should  like  to 
know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleimtn 
mejiut  by  allowing  the  aulhoritiea  to 
appeal  to  the  Treasury  ?  Would  timt 
be  nn  appeal  to  some  )>arty  other 
than  the  valuer  ?  Because  an  appeal  to 
him  was  no  good  whatever*  Again*,  it 
wag  iitterly  inijiossible  to  suppose  that 
one  man  could  value  these  properties  all 
over  the  United  Kingdom.  He  would 
have  no  local  knowledge  which  it  was 
requisite  be  should  have  in  such  matters. 
He  should  like  to  fwiur  out  that  London 
did  pay  a  larger  shtvre  of  Income  Tax 
and  House  Duty  than  any  other  part  of 
the  Cuited  Kingdom,  because  it  was  the 
onlv  part  that  was  properly  asse8se<L 

Mu.  PICKERSGILL:  Relying  on 
the  promise  of  the  right  hou.  Geutle- 
man,  I  propose  to  withdraw  my  Ameticl* 
meut. 
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Ob.  CLAHK  Bald,  ho  mw  that  the 
tHim  payal»lu  in  St^otbiuU  tlii^  year  hiul 
iticreaaod  by  tlie  terrible  leap  of  •>0  per 
oeut.,  ImvJug  riseu  from  £10,800  to 
£16,oOO.  Haw  had  that  great  cliango 
ocuurreil  ? 

Siu  J,  r.  HIBBERT  replied  that 
ttdditioiial  properties  had  come  iuto 
rating  which  had  not  beeu  rated  before. 
He  was  rni^blc  at  pre«eot  to  give  details 
of  the  properties. 

Dr,  CLARK  asked  how  far  tlie  (lO- 
verumeut  were  earrying  out  the  sugge^- 
tiau  which  be  made  ^ouie  few  y«ars  ago, 
and  which  it  was  then  stilted  nbouid  l>e 
considered  ?  Tbey  paid  a  hirge  sum  in 
rejspoet  to  charges  on  buildings  used  In 
this  eountry  by  Ambassadors  and  Lega- 
tions from  abroad.  He  strongly  objecteil 
to  giving  sncb  privileges  unless  there 
was  reciprocity  iu  the  same  matter  on 
the  part  of  other  ooun tries. 

Slit  J.  T,  HIUBERT  was  understood 
to  gay  that  the  charge  on  this  bead  Avas 
ilecreaising  from  yent  to  year^  and  the 
Government  were  proceeding  as  far  as 
possible  in  the  direction  in<licated  by  the 
hou.  Member. 

Mb,  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  on  the  Report 
stage  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wonld  be 
able  to  give  particulars  of  rbe  Increase  in 
rating  with  regard  to  vSeotland. 

SiH  ,h  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  will  inquire 
into  the  details. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Qaestioo  put,  and  agreed  to. 

4.  £109,149,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  ho  wanted 
to  draw  attention  to  certain  matters 
alfeotiog  the  Phoenix  Park,  Dublin.  As 
he  under»tood.  in  that  Park  certain  rights 
had  been  granted  in  the  case  of  certain 
clubs,  and  the  result  had  been  that  a 
good  deal  of  jealonf<y  wtis  excited,  inas- 
much as  the  (4overument  had  not  under- 
taken to  lay  out  a  proper  part  of  the 
Park  for  games  for  the  general  body  of 
the  working  people.  Tp  to  the  present 
it  was  only  the  favoured  classes  who  had 
these  privileges  or  rights  conferred  on 
them.  He  had  frequently  protested 
agaiuHt  the  way  in  which  every  (loverD- 
ment  had  allowed  facilttieii  for  the  erec- 
tion of  bnildiiige  to  l>e  pnt  up  in  the 
Park  for  the  accommodation  (►f  the  fa- 


voured classeSt  In  the  yesir  IHB6  he  got 
an  undertaking  from  the  tlien  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  that  no  further  perma- 
nent buildings  would  be  allowed  to  be 
put  up  for  the  pur[iose  of  certain  games. 
In  spite  of  that,  in  the  case  of  the  Polo 
Club  the  Government  had  allowed  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  thti  Park  to  be  concreted 
and  a  stand-house  pnt  up  for  the  purposes 
of  carrying  on  the  game  of  [)olo.  This 
hud  gone  so  far  that  the  public  when 
they  went  on  the  ground  were  regarded 
as  trespassers,  Everyone  did  not  play 
polo,  aud,  while  he  had  no  oVgectiou  to 
tlie  game,  be  thought  it  was  going  en- 
tiroly  too  far  to  allow  permanent  buildings 
to  be  erected  iu  ibis  way  on  Gove  rum  em 
property.  As  so  much  bad  been  done  f" 
the  privilegetl  classes*  he  thought  some- 
thing ought  also  to  be  done  for  the  general 
body  of  the  people.  In  Parks  in  Eng* 
land  swings,  tV:c.,  were  creeled  for  i 
convenierjce  of  children,  and  places  sel 
apart  where  they  could  play  their  games, 
and  he  would  suggest  that  a  portion  of 
the  Pha?nix  Park  should  be  set  apart 
for  the  benoHt  of  the  cliihh'on  of  the 
w^orking  classes,  to  liave  games  and] 
swings,  Jkcy  snit^ible  for  them.  He  had 
frequently  pretested  against  cattle  being 
allowed  to  graze  in  the  Park,  and  had 
urged  that  only  sheep  aud  deer,  wbioli 
were  an  ornament  to  the  Park,  should  be 
allowed  to  graze  there.  The  result  of 
allowing  cattle  there  some  years  ago 
was  that  they  had  to  pay  several 
hundred  pounds  for  the  alaughter. 
of  the  cattle  because  tbey  had 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  a  pledge  was 
afterwards  given  by  the  Conservative 
(tO verumeut  that  cattle  grazing  iu  the 
Park  would  l>e  restricted  to  a  consider- 
able extent.  Instead  of  that  being  done, 
he  was  now  told  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  again  make  contracts  for  cattle 
grazing  m  the  Park,  but  he  hoped  they 
would  not  do  so.  As  to  cycling*  he 
understood  it  was  intendetl  to  put  a  stop 
to  cycling  races  in  the  Park.  Some 
people  bad  a  prejudice  against  cycling, 
hut  he  did  not  think  cycle  races  had  been 
found  t<>  be  an  inconvenience.  The 
general  bo<ly  of  the  public  attended  them  ; 
and  if  the  police  found  bookmakers  aud 
otiier  otfeneive  per»onB  along  the  roads, 
the  way  to  deal  with  the  matter  was  to 
arrest  the  bookmakers.  The  Association 
which  organisetl  these  races  had  stringent 
rules  against  betting  and  gamblings    and 
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it  was  their  fault  if  the  bookmakers  came 
there.  He  thought  those  sports  should 
be  allowed  to  coutiuue.  He  did  not 
believe  the  Goverument  had  the  legal 
power  to  put  down  this  cycling  racing  in 
the  Park.  He  himself  had  resisted 
several  attempts  at  further  stringency  in 
the  matter,  and  he  had  killed  two  Bills 
introduced  by  the  late  Government  to 
give  further  power  to  the  Board  of 
Works.  He  also  wished  to  refer  to  the 
rule  preventing  market  gardeners  going 
through  the  Park  before  10  o'clock  in 
the  morning  with  their  flowers,  fruits, 
vegetables,  &c.  Those  people  lived 
along  the  valley  of  the  Liffey  towards 
Lucan,  and  it  was  of  great  convenience 
to  them  that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
make  a  short  cut  through  the  Park  before 
10  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The  only 
other  route  was  by  the  public  road  on 
which  there  was  an  enormous  hill,  and  he 
need  not  point  out  the  injury  that  would 
be  done  to  the  flowers,  &c.,  by  being 
jolted  over  a  hilly  and  uneven  road. 
The  Government  for  some  reason  had 
put  a  "Stop  to  that  traffic  through  the 
Park.  It  was  unfair  to  those  people 
who  had  those  rights  for  100  years  ; 
and,  further,  he  would  point  out  that 
while  the  market  gardeners  were  pre- 
vented from  using  the  Park  in  the  way  he 
had  mentioned,  Lord  Iveagh  and  other 
local  aristocrats  were  allowed  to  have 
their  horses  and  carts  going  through  the 
Park  to  any  extent,  sometimes  carrying 
coals.  He  did  not  object  to  these  gentle- 
men having  these  advantages,  but  he 
strongly  protested  against  any  attempt 
l>eing  made  to  restrict  the  privileges  or 
rights  of  the  market  gardeners.  If  it 
was  oomj)ljiined  that  they  caused  the 
road  to  get  out  of  repair,  he  thought 
thoro  Avould  he  no  objection  to  voting 
a  certain  amount  of  money  for  the 
piirj)ose  of  keeping  it  in  proper  condition. 
With  regard  to  the  erection  and  repair  of 
piers,  he  understood  that  the  money  for 
such  purposes  was  now  practically  ex- 
hausted ;  but  ho  got  a  Return  some  time 
ago  in  connection  with  a  proposed  pier 
at  Whitehouse,  County  Louth,  which 
showed  that,  under  certain  circumstances 
where  loans  had  been  paid,  there  still 
might  be  a  (?ertain  amount  available  for 
the  building  of  piers,  and  he  hoped  the 
(Tovernment  would  approach  the  Board 
of  Works  and  see  whether  money  could 
not  be  found  to  enable  piers  of  this 
Mr,  T.  M.  Hmhj 


character,  the  construction  of  which  had 
been  recommended  by  the  Fiahery  In- 
spectors, to  be  made.  In  conclusion,  he 
suggested  that  the  Bull  Wall,  in  the 
neighlK>urhood  of  Clontarf,  should  be 
asphalted  or  concreted  on  top,  so  that  it 
might  be  turned  practically  into  a  pro- 
menade. It  would  only  cost  a  few  hun- 
dred pounds  to  do  so,  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  see  that  the  work 
was  done.  Such  works  were  never  left 
uncompleted  in  England  and  Scotland, 
and  they  ought  not  to  be  in  Ireland. 
Some  contribution  might  be  obtained  from 
the  Clontarf  Town  Commissioners  in 
connection  with  the  matter,  as  it  would 
add  greatly  to  the  amenities  and  facilities 
of  the  township,  and  he  suggested  that 
the  Government  should  ascertain  how 
much  it  would  cost. 

Mr.  T.  W\  RUSSELL  said,  he  shoald 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
some  information  about  the  Green  Street 
Court  House.  Some  years  ago  it  was  re- 
solveil  to  have  a  new  Court  House,  and 
an  arrangement  was  come  to  between  the 
Grand  Jury  of  County  Dublin,  the  Dub- 
lin Corporation,  and  the  Government  for 
the  erection  of  the  necessary  building. 
That  arrangement  fell  through  because 
of  some  claim  made  by  the  Corporation 
which  the  Government  declined  to  assent 
to.  The  Judges  had  refused  to  sit  in  the 
Court  House  because  of  its  insanitary 
condition,  and  now  some  arrangements 
had  been  made  to  patch  the  Court  House 
up.  He  raised  a  question  last  year,  when 
£3,000  were  voted  as  the  contribution  of 
the  Government  towards  patching  it  up, 
and  now  this  year  there  appeared  another 
charge  of  £1,000,  and  there  was  no  state- 
ment in  the  Estimates  as  to  the  probable 
amount  that  would  be  required.  This 
money  woiUd  be  simply  lost,  as  the  ex- 
penditure so  far  had  ibeen  lost,  it  being 
quite  impossible  to  make  the  old  Court 
House  into  a  building  at  all  fit  for  the 
administration  of  justice.  What  has 
occurred  since  last  year  ?  The  work- 
men in  making  some  excavations  came 
upon  a  large  number  of  human  skele- 
tons, and  it  was  then  discovered  that 
the  Court  House  was  on  the  site  of  the 
old  Churchyard  of  Mary's  Abbey.  Whe- 
ther that  accounted  for  the  unhealthy 
condition  of  which  everybody  who  used 
the  Court  House  had  to  complain,  he  did 
not  know  ;  but  the  fact  remained  that  the 
Court  House  was  originally  built  upon  a 
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churchyard.  What  was  the  use  of  goiug 
on  speadiag  public  money  upon  a  build- 
ing that  was  absolutely  certain  to  bo  use- 
less ?  They  could  not  make  it  suitable 
as  a  place  for  the  administration  of 
justice,  and  he  did  not  see,  wlien  the  Go- 
verument,theGrandJury,  and  Corporation 
had  almost  come  to  terms  some  years  ago, 
before  this  expenditure  was  incurred,  why 
they  should  not  be  able  to  come  to  terms 
again.  It  was  certain  that  a  new  Court 
House  would  have  to  be  built,  for  it 
was  not  fair  to  ask  the  Judges  and  pro- 
fessional men  and  litigants  to  spend  their 
time  in  a  Court  House  which  was  in  such 
an  unsanitary  condition  as  Green  Street 
Court  House,  and  which  always  must  be 
so  from  the  nature  of  its  site. 

Mr.  hartley  observed  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Meml>er  for  Louth 
strongly  objected  to  the  rates  on  the  public 
property  in  London  being  paid  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  although  these  pro- 
perties concerned  the  interests  of  the 
whole  country  and  were  located  in  cer- 
tain parts  of  London.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  now,  when  it  was  a 
question  which  concerned  the  Dublin 
ratepayers,  wished  that  the  whole  country 
should  step  in  and  provide  the  Dublin 
people  with  cricket  fields,  swings,  and 
80  on— 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Give  us  a  Par- 
liament of  our  own,  and  we  will  do  it 
ourselves. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  You  want  us  to 
give  you  the  money  with  which  to  pay 
for  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  We  do  not. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  it  was  rather  a 
8troug  order  to  as'<  that  they  should 
assist  to  provide  Dublin  with  these  things, 
considering  that  they  had  to  pay 
thousands  out  of  their  rates.  Again, 
with  regard  to  the  roads  in  Phoenix  Park 
which  were  used  by  the  market  gardeners, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  said  he 
shoulil  not  object  to  voting  a  few  more 
pounds  in  order  to  put  the  road  in  a 
proper  state  of  repair.  He  (Mr.  Bartley), 
as  a  Londoner,  objected  to  having  to  pay 
to  put  the  roads  in  order  which  should 
be  paid  for  by  the  Dublin  people,  in  the 
same  way  as  the  roads  in  the  London 
parks  were  paid  for  by  the  London  rate- 
payers. As  to  the  hon.  Member's 
request  that  money  should  be  spent  on 
the  asphalting  of  the  Bull  Wall  at 
CloQtarf,  as  that  was  a  matter    whioh 


f  would  improve  the  property  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, it  ought  to  be  done  by  the 
Dublin  people,  and  not  at  the  public 
expense. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  he  should  like  to 
support  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  in  regard  to  the  importance 
of  providing  piers  in  Ireland.  On  this  sub- 
ject the  Sea  Fisheries  Select  Committee 
came  to  the  conclusion  in  their  Report 
that  the  small  amount  available  for  this 
purpose  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land was  very  much  to  be  regretted.  No 
one  could  doubt  the  value  of  these  grants, 
and  how  much  they  contributed  to  the 
improvement  of  the  various  districts. 
Baltimore,  in  County  Cork,  had  been 
transformed  by  such  means,  socially  and 
commercially,  into  a  wholly  different 
district.  If  there  was  one  thing  more 
than  another  to  which  they  lay  under  a 
deep  obligation  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  it  was  for  the  industrial 
development  of  Ireland.  His  policy, 
which  had  been  happily  followed  by  his 
successor,  was  one  which  was  economical 
and  sound  from  every  point  of  view,  and 
of  a  most  valuable  character.  He  urged 
that  the  light  railways  in  Ireland  should 
be  continued  downwards  to  the  water 
and  made  available  for  the  carriage  of 
fish  to  the  market  and  manure  to  the  land, 
the  necessity  for  this  being  especially 
urgent  in  the  ease  of  the  Skibbereen  and 
Baltimore  Light  Railway. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT,  referring  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth,  said,  that 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  in  a  moderate 
manner,  raised  several  subjects 
worthy  of  considerationb  With  regard 
to  the  cricket  and  other  clubs  in  the 
Phoenix  Park,  he  quite  agreed  that  the 
stations  set  apart  were  not  altogether 
satisfactory,  but  it  was  hoped  that  in 
another  year  they  would  be  very  much 
improved.  He  quite  agreed  that  when 
accommodation  was  arranged  for  the 
clubs  there  should  also  be  liberal  provi- 
sion made  for  the  public,  and  he  thought 
that  had  been  done.  With  respect  to 
the  permanent  building  the  hon.  Member 
referred  to,  he  believed  it  was  only  a  very 
small  structure.  He  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  deal  in  a  narrow  spirit  with 
respect  to  the  facilities  g^iven  to  the 
clubs,  but  at  the  same  time  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  care  that  these  buildings 
should   not  become  so   numerous  or  so 

•    ••     W  .  .    .- 
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large  as  to  be  objectioimbie*  With  regard 
to  the  use  of  the  parks  br  ehiidren,  he  <lul 
not  ttgree  witli  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Islingtou.  He  ilkl  not  ace  why  ehiklreti 
should  not  eujoy  the  park  like  grown-up 
people.  They  did  a  g^reat  deal  out  of  the 
taxes  for  the  pnblit^  parks  in  London* 
They  did  not  tlo  it  for  all  the  parks,  he- 
caiise  the  London  County  Council  man- 
aged a  considerable  number. 

Mh*  BARTLEY  &aid,  the  expense  in 
Ihrit  ease  came  out  of  the  rates,  and  to 
th«t  he  did  not  object. 

SiE  J.  T,  HIBBERT  said,  that  a  great 
deal  wa^  done  out  of  public  money  for 
Hyde  Park,  8t.  James's  Park,  the  Green 
Park,  Kew  Gardens,  and  other  parks, 
and  he  did  not  think  they  ought  to  be 
at  Jill  narrow  in  vothig  money  for  the 
Phrenix  Park.  He  did  not  see  why 
children  shonhl  not  enjoy  the  park  like 
grown-np  people, 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  I  did  not  suggest 
that  they  should  not. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that 
Phoenix  Park  liad  been  manage<l  as  a 
public  park  :  and  anything  that  ecu  Id  Ije 
done  to  make  it  more  useful  and  enjoy- 
able to  all  clasBe^  wa»  worthy  of  eon* 
i^ideraiion.  It  was  true  the  presence  of 
cattle  in  the  park  had  been  found  to  be  a 
nuisance,  Shc^op  were  to  be  introduced 
in  the  place  of  cattle,  and  the  ugly  hnild- 
iugs  used  for  the  latter  were  to  Ije  re- 
moved further  away  from  sight.  Cycling 
was  still  to  be  allowed  ;  but  cycle  racing 
WU8  to  be  prohibitetl,  as  it  had  been  found 
dangerous  to  the  public. 

Mr,  T,  M,  HEALY  :  H»s  anybody 
been  hurt  ? 

Sir  J.  T,  HIBBERT  said,  the  infor- 
mation he  had  received  was  that  the 
racing  was  likely  to  be  dangerous  to  the 
public,  and  there  was  hIso  the  question 
of  the  bookmakers  who  attended  the 
races.  As  to  the  cart  traffic  through  the 
Park,  pressure  had  l^een  put  upon  tlie 
Local  Anthortty  outside  to  keep  their 
road  in  thorough  repair,  as  it  was  owing 
to  the  bad  state  of  that  road  that  the 
Park  road  was  used.  It  was  hoped  that 
the  representations  niado  would  be  sue- 
ceisfub 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Abolish  the 
Grand  Jury  system,  and  we  will  put  the 
roads  in  repair^ 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  t^aid,  that  in 
reference  to  piers,  he  hatl  to  say  that 
there  was  no  money  available  for  addi- 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibberl 


tjonal  work!*.  It  might  become  a  qtiea^ 
tjon  whether  money  should  not  be  fnurid 
for  currying  out  new  work,  but  that  wa* 
fi  matter  for  the  C^hanccllor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  to  deciile.  VYith  respect  to  the 
question  the  hon.  Member  had  raised 
with  regard  to  ( Montarf,  he  w.ns  Imund  ti> 
^ay  that  it  was  doi*crving  of  congidera- 
tion.  The  improvement  would  not  in- 
volve a  very  great  expenditure,  and  ho 
promised  to  bring  the  matter  under  the 
notice  of  the  Board  of  Works.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
T^Tone  thift  a  goo<l  deal  wtia  to  bo  said 
with  regard  to  the  condition  of  the  Green 
Street  Court  House;  but  the  3um  in 
question  now  was  simply  a  re-Voti?» 
The  work  was  in  charge  of  the  Corpora* 
tion,  and  the  gmnt  in  aid  would  not  be 
paid  until  the  work  wa^  f.*omp[eted.  The 
Corporation  had  been  urged  to  push  on 
\\\X\\  it  without  unni'ce?jgRry  delay, 

CoLoxEi.  NOLAN  said,  that  some 
years  Hgo  £H,fXM)  was  voted  annually  for 
Pier  Works  in  Itelatjd.  That  Vote  bjul 
been  abolished,  the  expenses  being  put  on 
the  Church  Fund.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bristol  when 
Cliief  Se<?retary  held  out  hopes  that  the 
money  would  be  re-grante*L  If  it  were 
re-granto«l  all  thediflicnlties  of  the  Secre- 
tary f«>  the  Treasury  would  vanish.  He 
wisheil  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  his  defence  of  the  expenditure  on 
the  Phoenix  Park.  He  desired  to  point 
out  that  the  Suck  was  in  process  of 
drainage,  and  had,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
l>een  pretty  well  ^Irained.  He  thought, 
however,  that  Her  Majesty *s  Govern- 
ment should  consider  the  important 
question  of  the  draimige  of  the  tribu- 
taries of  the  Suck.  Before  the  ilraiuage 
of  the  Suck  was  fairly  finished,  he  urged 
that  the  Government  ought  to  give  eon- 
sideralion  to  thetpiestion  of  the  drainage 
of  tributaries  of  the  Suck,  and  of  the 
various  districts  in  Ireland  which  were  in 
need  of  drainuge.  The  way  to  facilitate 
the  drainage  of  the  S\ick  and  other 
districts  would  be  to  send  down  an  officer 
of  the  Board  of  Works  to  the  district 
which  was  in  need  of  drainage  to  map 
out  the  area  atfected,  toadrise  the  people 
to  form  Boards,  and  then  to  get  the 
people  to  go  to  work  and  get  the  Govern- 
ment to  help  them.  The  way  in  which 
the  Government  could  help  them  would 
lie  to  supply  some  of  the  money  «nd  the 
people  to  raise  the  rest.     He  gave,  as  au 
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example  of  n  suitable  district  for  opera- 
tions of  this  kind  the  district  of  Dtin- 
more»  in  the  County  Oalway,  and  he 
very  strongly  urged  that  drainage  works 
sjiould  he  inaugurated  in  thi**  district. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  by 
means  of  drainage  a  luiique  chance  of 
improving  the  country.  Irelniul  re- 
quired draining,  and  the  neighlu>urhood 
of  the  Snck  e.^'pccially  would  be  much 
improved  by  drainage,  and  works  might 
very  advantageously  be  undertaken  in 
connei.'tion  with  the  Lower  Bann.  Bur 
the  Suck  had  been  picked  out  ii&  one  of 
the  best  works  in  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
Mr,  Cowon  once  said  that  the  first  thing 
to  be  done  in  Ireland  was  lo  dry  it.  If 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  dry 
Ireland  he  won  hi  confer  as  great  a  boon 
on  the  coujU ry  as  any  system  of  politics 
whatsoever  could.  He  ho}Ded  the  Govoru- 
ineut  would  give  their  attention  to  the 
matter, 

SiK  J.  T.  HTBBERT  said,  the  hon. 
mid  gallant  Gentleman  had  given  him  a 
larger  work  to  do  than  he  had  ever  been 
H^ked  to  do  before.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  a^kal  him  to 
drain  the  whole  of  Ireland,  If  be 
undertook  to  do  that,  he  tliotight  he  wotdd 
soon  drain  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers 
of  the  United  Kingdom  as  well.  He  did 
not  think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man*s  proposal  was  really  practicable. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  had  spoken 
more  particularly  of  the  Suck  and 
Shannon. 

-         Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  many 

fc    works  of  that  kind  had  been   carried  out 

^■fai  Ireland. 

W^  Mr.  storey  (Suuderlaud)  :  Which 

r  of  tliera  lias  been  successful  ? 
j        Sir  J.  T.  IHBtfERT  ;  The  drainage 
I    of  the  Suck,  I  believe,  has  been  successful. 
Mr.  storey  :  I  believe  it  has  been 

I  '    most  unsiicccssfuL 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  It  is  not  yet 
completed,  but  it  is  a  success. 

Sir  J.  T.  IIIBBERT  said,  the  Go^ 
vernment  were  not  prepared  to  undertake 
to  drain  the  tributaries  of  the  Suck.  They 
had  passed  a  Bill  f not  only  through  this 
House,  hat  the  other  House  of  Parlin- 
bient^  which  gave  iucreased  powers  for 
borrowing  money  for  the  Suck  drainage. 
The  Government  would  be  glad  to 
fftcilitiite  drainage  if  it  did  not  coet  a 
large  amount. 


Colonel  NOLAN  said*  this  waa  a 
very  important  subject.  He  had  uot 
liked  the  whole  of  the  speech  of  the 
Secretarv  to  the  Treasury,  though  one 
portion  of  it  was  nice.  The  nicest  part 
was  w^here  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
said  that  if  it  did  not  cost  too  large  a  sum 
of  money  he  won  Id  do  w*hat  he  could  to 
facilitate  drainage  works  in  Ireland.  He 
hopetl  that  during  the  Recess  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  deal  with  the 
matter,  A  large  sum  would  not  bo  re- 
quired. The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
Tvas  quite  wrong  in  the  statement  he  had 
made.  These  drainage  schemes  had  all 
proved  successful,  except  when  it  was 
attempted  to  confine  drainage  with 
navigation.  It  w*as  prematiu'c  to  s^peak 
about  the  success  of  the  operations  on 
the  Suck,  as  the  work  was  not  completed  ; 
but  there  were  many  works  of  arterial 
drainage,  such  as  that  at  Tnam*  and 
which  were  succet^sf  ul,  or  nearly  so.  He 
hoped  that  in  the  comiirg  winter  the 
Government  would  bestir  themselves, 
and  ^ee  where  drainage  works  could  be 
carried  out,  and  advisee  the  population  ats 
to  the  steps  to  be  taken, 

Mr.  BARTON  (Armagh,  Mid,)  said, 
he  noticed  that  the  sum  for  Constabulary 
huts,  which  was  £850  last  year,  was  this 
year  £8(3^.  He  uould  have  wished  that 
the  Estinnite  had  been  larger  for  the 
year,  because  the  item  was  one  on  which, 
perhaps,  it  migiit  be  neceasary  to  have  a 
little  larger  expenditure.  He  did  not 
desire  to  embarraea  the  Chief  Secretary, 
Init  the  matter  was  most  important. 
There  had  been  threats  and  menaces 
thrown  out  within  the  past  few  days  to 
the  effect  that  the  men  who  were  hold- 
ing evicted  farms  would  not  be  com- 
fortable in  their  honses.  There  were 
two  forms  of  giving  police  protectiOD 
— by  patrolling,  and  the  construction  of 
police  butt*  near  lonely  farma.  If  the 
position  !*iiould  become  more  dangerous 
he  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary  would  not 
hesitate  to  incur  necessary  expense  in  in- 
creasing the  number  of  police  hnt^.  These 
hnt»  were  very  efficacious  in  warding 
oU'  danger,  much  more  so  than  patrolling. 
He  assumed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  fail  in  any  way  in  afford* 
ing  adequate  protection  to  persons  who 
might  be  in  danger. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoRLEy,  Newcastle- 
npon-Tyne)  :     The    hon»    and     learned 
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GentleinaD  need  hardly,  I  thiuk,  have 
called  my  atteution  to  the  possible  risks 
arisiug  during  the  coming  winter.  I 
called  atteution  to  those  risks  the  other 
day  in  my  speech  on  the  Tenants  Bill, 
and  if  those  apprehensions  are  realised  it 
is  possible  they  will  lie  very  heavily  upon 
some  of  the  friends  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  However  all  that  may 
be,  he  does  me  no  more  than  justice  when 
he  assumes  that  I  will  do  my  best  to 
preserve  law  and  order  in  Ireland  in 
every  particular.  The  question  of  pro- 
viding police  huts  in  particular  districts 
is  entirely  a  question  of  detail  in  police 
administration.  Of  course,  whatever  the 
number  of  huts  required,  they  will  be 
provided,  and  we  will  not  scruple  to 
expend  whatever  money  is  necessary. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  submitted  that 
it  was  not  in  Order  to  discuss  questions 
of  policy  on  a  particular  Vote. 

The  chairman  said  that  was  so. 

Dk.  CLARK  said,  Ireland  had  always 
been  the  spoilt  child  of  the  Treasury,  and 
for  the  simple  reason  that  Irishmen 
always  fought  for  what  they  wanted, 
and  they  found  the  Treasury  to  be  very 
squeezable,  although  that  was  not  their 
experience  in  the  case  of  Scotchmen. 
He  did  not  so  much  regret  this,  however, 
for  Ireland  was  terribly  overtaxeil  ;  there 
was  an  enormous  amount  of  poverty  in 
the  country,  and  it  was  a  nielan(!holy 
fact  that  the  result  of  two  years  of 
Liberal  Government  had  been  to  add  to 
the  terrible  burden  upon  Irehmd.  vScot- 
land  suffered,  but  not  so  greatly.  There 
were,  for  example,  a  large  number  of 
gnvnts  to  various  Learned  Societies  in 
En  Inland  and  Ireland,  whereas  in  Scot- 
la!id  similar  Societies  got  practically 
nothing  at  all.  Against  this  ho  wished 
to  protest ;  and  although  Scotch  Members 
were  economists,  he  for  the  future  meant 
to  go  in  for  a  policy  not  of  economy,  i 
but  of  extravagance,  in  order  that  Scot- 
land might  get  her  dne,  and  might 
aUo  have  given  her  grants  for  the  Royal 
Society  of  Edinburgh  and  for  her  other 
Learned  Societies.  He  would  not  on  that 
occasion  move  a  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
but  he  hoped  that  l>ef()re  another  year 
some  understanding  would  l)e  come  to  bv 


which    Scotland    would 
treated  in  these  matters. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Mr,  J.  Morley 


lie 


fairly 
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6.  £32,778,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Railways,  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  for  a  statement  from  the  Secretarr 
to  the  Treasury  as  to  the  progress  made 
with  light  railw^ays  in  Ireland.  In  what 
position  did  they  stand  ? 

•SiK  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  the  Glen- 
orlan  railway,  24  miles  in  length,  was 
nearly  finished,  and  should  l>e  opened  in 
Septeml)er  or  October  this  year.  As 
to  the  Collooney  line,  the  total  length 
of  which  was  47j  miles,  the  first 
contract  had  to  be  rescinded,  and  that 
of  necessity  caused  some  delay  in  the 
completion  of  the  undertaking.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  period  allowed  for 
making  the  line  had  had  to  be  extended. 
The  Gal  way  and  Clifden  line,  49  J  miles 
in  length,  should  be  completed  by 
October  or  November,  1894.  Other  lines 
ha<l  been  completed,  and  he  might  in- 
form the  Committee  that,  having  visited 
last  Whitsuntide,  and  also  during  Whit- 
suntide of  last  year,  nearly  all  these  rail- 
ways, he  was  able  to  testify  that  they 
would  l)e  very  beneficial  to  many  dis- 
tricts of  the  country  which  at  present  it 
was  difficult  to  approach  except  by 
C4irts  over  a  common  highway.  He  was 
told  at  one  place,  where  the  railway  goes 
down  to  the  sea,  that  there  were  tons  of 
fish  sent  every  day  over  the  line,  this 
being  previously  impossible  on  account 
of  the  distance  and  inaccessibility  of  the 
markets. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  asked  if  it  was  in- 
tended to  continue  the  extension  of  the 
vSkibbereen  Railway  ? 

•Sir    J.    T.    HIBBERT:    I    am    not 

aware  of  such  an  intention. 

Mu.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he 
thought  the  statement  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  quite  satisfactory,  but 
he  urged  that  the  opening  of  certain  of 
the  linos  should  be  pushed  forward  with 
a  view  to  the  accommodation  of  the 
army  of  harvesters  when  they  returned 
from  England  and  Scotland.  They 
could  not  forget  the  tragic*  disaster  that 
lately  ocrcurred  at  Achill,  and  he  hopeil 
the  works  in  hand  would  be  so  far  ad- 
vanced as  to  render  any  repetition  of  it 
unlikely. 

•Siu  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  hoped 
that  a  temporary  station  would  be  put 
up  at  Achill  as  early  as  possible. 
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CoLmzL   NOLAN  said,  he  did  not 
blame  tbe  Government  for  uot  rushing 

roogli  these  milwaj»*  Tbey  might  give 
work  to  the  peasantry*  for  three  or  four 
^iiiterfi  to  come.     But  he  did  not  quite 
Lti Jerstaud  what  therighthoii,  GeutlemAti 
wd  as  to  the  liue  between  ClaremorriH 
Lid    Collooney.     When    wa-s    it    to    he 
Opeuetl  ?    He  was  aware  that  considerable 
[difficulties  had  arisen  in  connection  with 
|he   ^uanciug  of    the    undertaking.     Fie 
irther    would    like    to    hear    something 
ibout  the  Gal  way  and   Clifden  Railway. 
II  very  one    was    anxious    that    that    line 
should  be  opened  us  soon  as  possible,  as 
the  tiBhing  industry  on  the    West  Coaot 
would     benefit     very     greatly      by     it, 
i^Fiimlly,  i%B  80  much   was    done  in  this 
iireotion    by   the    late    Govenmient,  he 
vonld  like  to  see  the  Liberal  Govern- 
acnt  giving  them    two    or   three  more 
light  railways. 
♦Sir  J.   f.  HIBBERT  said,  pressure 
ras  as  far  as  possible  brought    to  bear 
ipoQ    the    coritmctors    to    expedite    the 
works.      With  regard  to  tbe  grants  made 
by  the  late  Government  and  tbe  sugges- 
Ition  that  the  present  Government  should 
'tierease  them,  he    was    happy   to  state 
"bat   Ireland  generally   was    in  a  much 
etter  condition  than   formerly,  and  he 
thouglit  they  might  look  forward    to  a 
^ood  winter. 

CoLOXEL  NOLAN  :    When   will   tbe 
Collooney  Railway  be  opened  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Probably   in 
)ctober,  181)o, 

Mr,  FOLEY  (Galway,  Conuemara) 
Btid,  he  did  not  know  whether  the 
ordinary  course  was  taken  in  thi©  case  in 
entering  into  the  contract,  because  as  a 
mle  it  was  usual  to  impose  conditions 
both  as  to  time  and  circumstances.  It 
appeared  to  him,  however,  that  the 
'*te  Government  bad  in  this  case  giveo 
lie  Midland  and  Great  Western  Railway 
pf  Ireland  tbe  greatest  possible  latitude, 
tid  the  result  was  that  instead  of  the 
adertaking  being  completed  in  accord- 
fftnce  with  the  contract  the  time  was  ex* 
oeeded  by«somethiag  like  12  months.  He 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  not 
allow  this  to  go  on,  and  would  guard 
itself  against  a  repetition  of  the  ofieuee 
by  giving  contracts  to  people  who  were 
fully  competent  to  undertake  and  com- 
plete them.  Even  now  the  Government 
should  insist  upon  the  Company  carrying 

VOL*  XXVOL      [FO0RTH  SEIHB8,] 


out  tilis  agreement  without  any  farther 
delay. 

*8iR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  naid,  that  the 
Order  in  Council  fixed  December,  1894^ 
fur  the  completion  of  the  Galway  and 
Clifden  line,  and  it  was  not  anticipated 
that  the  time  allowed  would  be  exceeded, 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
&e.)  said,  he  shauld  like  to  put  in  a 
claim  on  behalf  of  Wales.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Galway  had  suggested 
that  the  Liberal  Government  should 
undertake  to  make  two  or  three  fresh 
light  railways  in  Ireland,  but  surely  it 
was  abont  time  that  otiier  parts  of  tho 
United  Kingdom  came  in  for  some  con- 
sideration in  these  matters.  To  the  rail- 
ways themselves  he  liad  no  objection  to 
make,  except  perhaps  thai  tbe  amount 
voted  for  them  was  inadef|uate  ;  but,  stilly 
be  found  that  altogether  a  sura  of  about 
£l,0()O,O00sterliug  had  been  spent  on  24 
or  2r>  railways  in  the  agricultural  di.stricts 
of  Ireland,  and  he  would  suggest  that  it 
was  time  the  Government  undertook 
the  construction  of  simiUir  works  in 
Wales* 

The  chairman  ;  That  question 
does  not  arise  on  the  Vote,  which  is  con- 
lined  to  light  railways  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  he  had* 
of  course  no  wish  to  infringe  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair,  but  he  would  like  to 
remark  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  spoke  in  glowing  terms  of  the 
beneficial  oiJect  of  these  railways  on  the 
industries  of  Ireland,  and  he  ventured  to 
think  equal  benefit  might  l>e  reaped  from 
similar  nudertakings  in  Wales  and  other 
parts  of  the  Unitt^d  Kingdom* 

Mr.  HUMPHREYS-OW^EN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire)  said,  the«e  light  railways 
had  now  been  in  operation  along  time,  and 
he  would  like  to  have  some  details  as  to 
their  working.  Were  they  constructed 
on  the  standard  Irish  gauge  or  on  the 
narrow  gauge  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Most  of  the 
lines  are  on  the  standard  (broad)  gauge, 
but  others  are  narrow  gauge, 

Mr.  HUMPHREYS-OWEN  asked, 
further,  whether  the  companies  w^orkiug 
tbe  lines  used  their  owu  rolling  stock,  or 
was  special  stock  built  for  these  lines  ? 
The  question  of  light  railways  was  about 
to  be  considered  by  an  International 
Railway  Congress^  and  he  would  aak 
whether  a  Return  giving  details  of  the 
construction  of  the  Irish  light  railways, 

3  N 
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»nd  of  the  reveoue  earned  by  tbem,  oouJd 

[ye  p reseated  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HI3BERT  promised  to 
inquire  as  to  where  the  information  could 
be  found. 

Mr.  weir  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  light  rail  wars  were  proving  a 
great  success  in  Ireland.  Perhaps  they 
might  hope  to  have  them  provided  for 
Wales  and  Scotland  as  well  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  have  distinctly 
ruled  such  remarks  to  be  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  a.  a  •MORTON  taid,  he  did  not 
[  all  object  to  voting  money  for  Irish 
light  railways,  but  he  must  say  the  time 
had  arrived  when  they  should  tell  the 
Grovernment  that  similar  railways  were 
required  in  other  parts  of  the  country* 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
This  is  the  third  time  I  have  ruled  such 
remarks  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  was 
only  goiag  to  give  reasons  for  opponing 
the  Motion.  A  great  deal  of  money  hiwl 
been  wasted  on  these  uudertakinget,  and 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  necessity  of  pre- 
venting such  waste.  By  all  means  let 
them  have  railways  which  would  be  use- 
ful and  beneficial  to  the  people,  hut  do 
not  let  them  job  the  ujoney  away  on  con- 
tractors iidd  other  people.  He  was  sorry 
they  were  not  allowed  to  discuss  the 
necessity  for  railways  in  other  parts. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order!  I 
distinctly  ruled  that  out  of  Order, 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  on 
the  point  of  Order  he  wished  to  cull 
attention  to  the  fact  that  whilst  Memhiers 
could  not  move  to  increase  the  Vote  they 
could  move  to  decrease  it  on  the  ground 
that  they  could  not  get  money  in  any 
Other  way.  He  was  sorry  for  the  Chair- 
man *s  ruling,  because  it  prevented  them 
discussing  this  matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  bon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to 
say  that. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  II. 
6.  Motion   made,   and   Question 

posed, 

**Th»it  a  Bum^  not  exceeding  £22,5f»5,  he 
grjint^d  to  Her  Majegty,  to  oompjete  the  soni 
neces»Ary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome 
in  cour^of  payment  during  the  year  endiug  on 
the  3Lst  day  of  March,  1895,  for  the  Salaries 
Awi  Kx  pen  sea  of  the  Officer?*  of  the  House  of 
Lor*i-'*/' 
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Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Louth,  N.)  said, 
the  Government  had  gratefully  acknow* 
ledged  the  aetion  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  reducing  the  Vote  for  the 
House  of  Lords  lattt  year  hj  the  a  urn  of 
£o(X>*  Thi»  was  a  little  teMimoDial  to 
the  vigilance  of  the  Repreaeniativea  of 
the  taxpayers  upon  which  they  had  » 
right  to  congratulate  thomtelves.  There 
appeared  to  him  to  be  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  go  a  little  further  in  the 
same  direetion.  He  did  not  »ee  why,  after 
the  House  of  Lonis  had  been  able  to  act 
in  the  splendid  and  efficient  manner  in 
which  they  had  acte<l  in  the  last  few 
days,  even  after  a  reduction  of  £500, 
there  should  not  be  a  further  reduction^ 
as  it  might  help  them  still  further  along. 
A  good  many  people  besides  himself 
found  it  a  very  trying  thing  to  have  to 
vote  a  large  sum  for  the  Houae  of  Lords, 
He  would  suggest  to  the  trovernmeai 
that  as  the  House  of  Lords  had  managed 
to  get  along  very  well  after  the  reduction 
of  last  yeiir  tiiere  should  be  a  further  re- 
duction this  year,  and  he  would  move^ 
therefore,  to  reduce  the  V^ot4?  of  £4lyo9o 

bv  £*to,ooo. 

Tm:  CHAIRMAN:  1  must  jwint 
out  that  tlie  sum  now  asked  for  h  only 
£22,595. 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  :    Then  I  move 

to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £20,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
*"  That  £2,o95,  be  granted  for  the  said 
Service;*— (jVr.  T.  J/.  Ffraly.) 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  1  must  api>eAl 
to  ray  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  having 
made  his  statement,  not  to  pre^fl  hi« 
Amendment.  Siuoo  the  Vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons  last  year,  reducing 
the  Lords*  Estimate  by  £60U,  we  may- 
say  that  the  House  of  Commons  hae 
achieved  a  victory,  for  the  Treasury  h&a 
not  allowed  the  Estimate  of  the  present 
year  to  exceed  the  amount  allowed  by 
the  House  last  year.  As  we  refused  tb 
comply  with  any  increase  in  the  Esti- 
mates passed  last  year,  a  conference  took 
place  lietween  the  Lords  and  the  Treifc* 
sury,  and  the  House  of  Lords  met  us  in 
a  most  lilxjral  spirit.  [^A  laughj^  Well, 
I  Rpeak  of  a  liberal  spirit  from  a  Bnancial 
point  of  view.  They  have  agreed  to  meet 
the  saggestions  of  the  Treasury,  aod 
place  tlicrr  stall  of  clerks  exactly  on  the 
same  bnsis  as  the  staif  of  clerks  in  the 
I  [on--  ni'  r'ommons.     This  ts  great  pro- 


pro- 
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gressi  because^  after  all,  though  the 
House  of  Lords  may  not  have  an  Joug 
hours  ag  we  have,  they  have  a  very  much 
smaller  number  of  clerks  to  do  the  uece«- 
aary  work  of  the  House.  But  this  i&  not 
all.  A  Cooiniittee  of  the  Lords,  which  sat 
iu  1889,  made  recomuieudatioua  which 
are  heiag  carried  out  at  the  present 
moment,  and  which  will  eventually  lead 
to  a  saving  of  £0,500  on  the  Vote, 
Already  £2^104  of  that  amount  has  been 
saved,  but,  of  course,  the  fnii  reductions* 
can  only  be  carried  out  when  the  meiii* 
bers  of  the  existing  stall' retire.  We  cap- 
tiot  ask  theHousjcof  Lords  to  break  faith 
with  any  geutlemau  who  holds  tlie  posi- 
tion of  clerk  or  any  other  position  in  that 
House.  I  mention  thi8  to  show  timt  the 
desire  of  the  House  of  Lords  is  to  deal 
with  this  matter  iu  a  iihoral  spirit.  They 
have  gone  a  step  further  tlmii  we  even 
a^ked  them  to  go.  In  accordance  with 
the  fttroDg  opiuiou$  expresse<l  in  this 
Honse  last  year  hy  rlie  hon.  Member 
for  Prestou  (Mr,  iranhury)»  that  offi- 
cials of  the  House  of  Loids  should  re- 
tire at  65  years  of  auje,  they  have 
passed  H  llesolutiou  i)roviding  that  retire- 
ment after  the  65 tb  hirthday  should  be 
compulsory  for  every  clerk  appointed  by 
the  Clerk  of  Parliaments.  They  have 
<ioue  this  without  being  requested  by  us, 
aud  they  have  placed  themselves  in  a 
position  not  ouly  in  thti  respect,  but  with 
regard  to  the  reduction  of  expenditure 
which  I  think  deserve?*  tlie  approbation 
of  this  House.  1  would  therefore  a»k 
my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  not  to  prei*« 
his  Amendment  to  a  Division.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Divide,  divtile  I]  Surely  the 
question  is  worth  discussing*  I  have 
flhown  how  the  House  of  Lords  have 
treated  the  Treasury  in  this  matter,  and 
I  ara  bouud  to  bring  forward  every  point 
which  I  think  shows  in  their  favour,  I 
ihLnk  1  should  be  neglecting  ray  duty  if 
I  did  not  do  so.  I  should  just  like  to 
show  the  difTereuce  io  the  distribution  of 
clerks  between  the  Commons  and  the 
Lords.  In  the  Pablic  Bill  Office  in  the 
Lords  there  are  two  clerks,  while  in  the 
Cora  mo  us  there  are  five.  In  the  Com- 
mittee Office  the  Lords  have  one  princi- 
pal clerk  and  four  other  clerks,  or  a  total 
of  ^ve,  whilst  in  the  House  of  Commons 
there  are  one  principal  clerk,  two 
iieuior^,  five  assistants,  and  seven  juniors, 
or  a  total  of  15.  Iu  the  Privute  Bill 
Office  the  Lords  have  two  clerks,  against 


Hve  iu  the  Commons.  In  the  Journals 
Office  the  Lords  have  three  clerks,  and 
the  Commons  have  seven.  Well,  I  think 
I  have  shown  that  there  has  been  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  meet  tlie  wishes  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  respect  of  their  staff,  and  I  again 
appeal  io  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  not 
to  press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

Mn,  'J\  M.  HEALY  :  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gen tlomau  that  I  do  not 
move  my  Amendment  on  the  ground  of 
economy.  I  think  we  ought  to  show  the 
Honse  of  Lords  that  iu  this  matter  the 
House  of  Commons  is  the  predomi- 
nant partner.  It  is  solely  on  that  ground 
that  I  intend  to  take  a  Division  on  my 
Amendment. 

TifK  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  quite  understand  that  my  hon*  and 
learned  Friend  has  nut  raised  this  point 
Hs  a  quesiiou  of  pounds,  shillings,  and 
ponce.  Last  year,  however,  the  reduc- 
tion of  tho  Vote  was  put  on  the  ground 
of  ecouomy^ — that  is  to  say,  that  the 
salaries  wore  at  a  higher  rate  in  the 
Huuse  of  Lords  than  in  the  House  of 
Coinnions.  That  was  a  proper  matter  to 
be  considered  from  a  financial  point.  It 
was  so  considered,  and  1  declined  alto* 
gether  this  year  to  have  put  upon  the 
Estimates  a  larger  sum  for  tho  staff  of  the 
House  of  Lords  than  whs  voted  by  tho 
House  of  Commons  last  year.  As  I  under- 
stand, my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  raises 
tho  question  now  rather  us  part  of  the  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  which  have  arisen 
between  the  House  of  Lords  and  the 
Honse  of  Commons,  I  desire  to  point 
out  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
however,  that  thai  is  a  very  great  ques- 
tion, and  that  it  is  a  qncstion  thut  will 
have  to  be  discussed,  and  probably  liavo 
to  be  detcrraiue«b  but  upon  very  diftei'eut 
grounds  from  that  of  the  salaries  of  the 
officers  of  the  House  of  Lords.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  will  remember  in  the 
play  of  Henry  V,  the  objection  iiiken, 
I  think  by  the  gallant  Welshman,  to 
carrying  on  war  by  killing  the  baggage 
bearers*  That  is  not  the  way  in  which 
this  contest  ought  to  be  waged.  We 
ought  not  to  begin  this  contest  by  an  act 
which  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  laws 
of  war.  It  would  be  a  y&vj  strange  thing 
if  we  began  a  contest  with  a  great  man 
by  cutting  down  the  salaries  of  hjs 
servants.      I   remember   the   very  same 
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question  arising  when  the  Compcusatiou 
for  Disturbance  Bill  came  on  in  1881. 
The  same  proposal  was  then  made  in  the 
House  of  Connnons,  and  it  fell  to  me  then 
to  advise  the  House  not  to  indicate  their 
indignation  on  the  subject  by  a  Vote  of  this 
character.  I  confess  that  I  do  not  think 
it  will  conduce  to  the  dignity  of  this 
House  to  enter  upon  this  conflict — if 
conflict  there  is  to  be — between  the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of 
Commons  by  this  particular  method  of 
procedure.  The  penalty,  such  as  it  is, 
does  not  fall  upon  the  right  persons.  It 
falls  upon  those  who  are  not  Members  of 
the  House  of  Lords — upon  men  who  have 
their  careers  in  life,  upon  labourers  who 
are  worthy  of  their  wages.  [Law^A/er.] 
They  areas  much  worthy  of  their  wages  as 
anyone  else,  as  much  as  the  gentlemen 
who  serve  this  House.  To  reduce  this 
Vote  would  be  an  act  of  personal  injus- 
tice to  individuals  who  are  really  outside 
this  quarrel  altogether.  I  would  press 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  not  to  take 
this  particular  course  of  action,  which 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  appropriate 
to  the  object  he  has  in  view.  If  there  is 
to  be  a  legislative  contest  between  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of 
Lords,  let  us  conduct  it  on  higher  ground 
than  this.  This  is  a  method  which,  in 
my  opinion,  will  bring  down  the  character 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  therefore 
I  sincerely  trust  that  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  press  the  Motion  he  has  made. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  rose  to 
speak 

The  chairman  :  I  must  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  nothing  really 
is  open  to  discussion  on  this  Vote  except 
the  duties  and  salaries  of  their  clerks. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  limit  himself  entirely  to 
such  considerations. 

The  chairman  :  I  cannot  allow 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  go  beyond  them. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  am  confident  that 
neither  the  character  nor  the  credit  of 
the  House  will  suffer  by  anything  that 
may  be  done  on  this  Vote.  It  is  open 
to  the  House  of  Commons  on  this  Vote 
to  take  whatever  course  may  appear 
most  suitable  to  the  judgment,  or  I  would 
even  say  the  just  resentment,  of  this 
House  without  inflicting  any  damage 
whatever  on  this  Institution.  I  doubt  if 
any  direct  injustice  would  follow  to  any 
individual  even  if  the  House  of  Commons 

iSiV  W,  Harcourt 


refused  to  confirm  this  Vote  to-night.  I 
have  no  doubt  but  the  resonrces  of  tbe 
Constitution  exercised  in  one  way  or 
another  will  be  found  capable  of  pro- 
viding the  officials  of  the  House  of  Lords 
with  their  remuneration.  And,  indeed, 
I  would  say  that  even  if  tbe  people  re- 
fused to  provide  these  officials  with  anj 
remuneration,  the  private  resources  of  the 
Lords  themselves  would  be  equal  to  the 
burden  of  paying  their  own  clerks.  We 
cannot  always  be  perfectly  logical  in 
politics.  The  course  of  politics  is  not 
ruled  by  logic  ;  men  are  bound  to  take 
the  best  opportunities  that  offer.  The 
House  of  Lords  themselves  are  not  too 
nice  in  their  dealings  with  this  House^ 
or  with  our  country.  They  act  without 
any  regard  to  our  convenience,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  rests  upon  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  people  here,  and  especially 
upon  the  Representatives  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  to  have  any  nice  regard  to 
their  convenience.  The  House  of  Lords, 
in  my  opinion,  is  an  institution  which 
acts  without  regard  to  the  will  of  the 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom.  It  treats 
the  conclusions  of  this  House  with  con- 
tempt. It  treats  the  necessities,  and 
even  the  sufferings,  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  with  callous  cruelty.  I  heard  it 
said  within  the  last  couple  of  nights,  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  that  it  was  a  matter 
for  regret  that  Ireland  had  any  Repre- 
sentatives here. 

Mr  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  : 
Mr.  Mellor,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order. 
Are  we  discussing  the  policy  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  or  only  the  staff*  which 
serves  the  House  of  Lords  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  have  already 
said  that  I  do  not  think  the  policy  of 
the  House  of  Lords  is  open  to  discussion 
on  this  Vote.  The  Committee  can  only 
discuss  the  duties  and  remuneration  of 
the  officials. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Well,  Sir,  I  have 
stated  my  opinion  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
Now,  I  will  only  add  that  the  only  regret 
I  feel  is  that  a  clean  sweep  has  not  been 
made.  I  would  respectfully  suggest  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  the  best 
course  for  him  to  adopt  is  that  of  with- 
drawing the  Motion  for  the  reduction. 
I,  for  one,  as  a  Representative  of  the  Irish 
people  who  have  been  insulted,  and  the 
peace  of  whose  country  has  been  en- 
dangered in  a  base  political  game — I,  for 
one,  feel  that,  as  long  as  circumstances 


1429  Supply— Civil  Services^    {17  August  1894}  ^c,  EstimaUt.  U30 


remain  as  thej  are,  I  cannot  take  anj 
share  in  voting  any  money  contributed 
by  the  Irish  people  for  the  support  of 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  remember  a  Vote  of  this  kind  being 
snatched  at  the  dinner  hour,  when  the 
Address  was  under  discussion  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session.  A  vote  hostile 
to  tho  House  of  Lords  was  carried  against 
the  Government  by  a  small  majority, 
but  next  day  the  Members  who  voted  for 
it  allowed  their  vote  to  be  reversed. 
What  is  the  use  of  this  child's  play  ? 
Thei Government  are  as  clearly  responsible 
for  the  Estimates  as  they  were  for  the 
Address,  and  nothing  is  more  certain  than 
that,  if  this  Vote  were  refused  to-night,  the 
Government  being  responsible  for  the 
Estimate 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  We  were 
told  distinctly  last  Session  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  responsible. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  This  is  the 
Brst  time  I  have  ever  heard  such  a  doc- 
trine laid  down  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  have  always  understood  that  tho  Go- 
vernment, in  introducing  Estimates,  made 
themselves  responsible  for  them.  What 
is  certain  to  happen  if  the  Committee 
strikes  out  this  £20,00()  is  that  the 
Government  will  have  to  re-insert  it  on 
Report.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  explained  perfectly  clearly 
that  the  reason  why  tho  £o(X)  was  struck 
out  lasi  year  was  that  the  salary  of  the 
Clerk  of  Parliaments  was  a  larger  salary 
than  that  of  the  Senior  Clerk  in  this 
House,  although  the  work  here  is  much 
heayier  than  that  in  the  Lords.  That 
was  a  plain  issue,  and  I  am  very  glad 
that  the  result  of  the  Vote  has  been  to 
amend  that.  Now,  simply  because  of 
the  action  of -the  House  of  Lords  on 
other  matters, you  are  proposing  to  strike, 
not  at  the  House  of  Lords  as  an  institu- 
tion— [^Nationalist  cries  of  "  Yes  "] — 
but  at  the  servants  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  ask  you,  is  it  fair  or  manly  to  strike 
at  the  servants  of  the  House  of  Lords  ? 
Abolish  the  House  of  Lords  if  you  can 
convince  the  country  that  it  ought  to  be 
done.  [A  Nationalist  Member:  *'Let 
them  pay  their  own  salaries.'*]  Very 
well,  then,  take  that  issue.  The  House 
of  Lords  pays  its  own  way  by  the  fees 
it  pays  into  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON:  May  I  give 
the  figures  ? 


Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  hon. 
Member  is  never  backward  in  speaking, 
and  he  can  wait  for  his  turn.  This  House 
has  a  perfect  right  to  deal  with  the  House 
of  Lords  ;  but  I  say  that  tbe  attack  on 
that  House  ought  to  be  made  in  a  straight- 
forward fashion  on  the  Institution  itself, 
and  not  on  the  servants  it  employs.  Just 
as  you  had  to  consent  to  your  child's 
play  on  the  Address  being  reverse.!,  so, 
if  you  insist  on  this  reduction,  you  will 
have  to  restore  the  Vote  to-morrow. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  may  point 
out  that  the  definite  cost  on  the  Estimates 
of  the  House  of  Lords  is  £105,000, 
whereas  the  estimated  receipts  from  fees 
for  next  year  are  only  £44,000.  I  may 
say  that,  so  far  as  I  understand,  the  con- 
stitutional way  for  this  House  to  object 
to  anybody  is  to  move  a  reduction  of  his 
salary. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  There  is 
this  difference  between  the  action  of  the 
House  on  the  Address  and  the  action  it 
is  invited  to  take  on  the  present  Vote  : 
On  the  occasion  of  the  vote  on  the 
Address,  hon.  Members  could  only  vote 
as  a  protest,  and  therefore  it  made  no 
difference  if,  having  recorded  their  pro- 
test, they  afterwards  assented  to  a  dif- 
ferent arrangement  with  regard  to  the 
Address.  I  can  promise  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  that  if 
the  House  rejects  this  vote  for  the 
salaries  in  the  House  of  Lords,  hon. 
Meml>ers  will  not  come  down  to-morrow 
and  reverse  that  vote.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  this  was  a  great 
question,  and  it  ought  to  be  treated  as 
such.  Well,  we  are  all  anxious  to  treat 
it  as  a  great  question,  and  only  want  the 
opportunity  of  trying  it  out,  and  this  is 
the  first  opportunity  we  have  had.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appealed  to  us,  in 
the  words  of  the  play,  not  to  make  war 
upon  the  enemy  by  killing  his  baggage 
bearers  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  said  it  was 
not  fair  or  manly  to  strike  at  the  House 
of  Lords  by  refusing  the  salary  of 
their  servants.  I  reply  to  that  argument 
by  asking  is  it  fair,  or  manly,  or 
courageous  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  strike  at  the  Irish  Members  by 
starving  women  and  children  in  Ireland? 
Are  we  to  be  asked  to  vote  a  sum 
of  £20,000  or  £30,000  to  an  Institution 
which  we  believe  to  be  a  curse  to  both 
England  and  Ireland  ?    If  tbe  House  of 
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Lords  18  to  coutinHe  to  exist  w^  are 
entitled  to  ask  them  to  subscribe  to  pay 
their  own  eervauts.  We  hold  that  the 
work  the  Lords  do  is  not  of  such  a 
cbaracter  aa  to  justify  us  in  voting  the 
mooey  of  the  people  tu  contiuue  it.  For 
my  part,  speaking  as  au  Irish  Member 
and  as  a  Radical  who  believes  that  tliis 
great  question  ought  to  be  brought  to  a 
trial  before  the  country  as  soon  as  po«- 
aible,  I  earnestly  appeal  to  every  friend 
of  Ireland  in  this  Hout^e,  and  to  every 
sincere  Radical  who  really  wishes  to 
make  this  a  live  iKsue  before  the  people 
df  the  country,  not  to  be  led  away  to  vote 
this  aid  to  the  House  of  Lords  by  any 
arguments  such  as  are  usually  put.  for- 
ward on  this  subject,  but  to  vote  on  this 
questiou  in  such  a  way  that  the  people 
can  believe  they  are  in  earnest.  An  argu- 
ment w^as  used  by  the  hon,  Memlier  for 
South  Tyrone  such  as  I  have  never  heard 
used  tiefore.  He  said  that  all  Govern- 
meots  were  responsible  for  the  Estimates 
they  brought  into  this  House*  Did  he 
mean  to  convey  that  the  Committee  was 
not  at  liberty  to  decide  whether  certain 
items  should  be  paid  or  not  ? 

Mr.  T.  W,  RUSSELL  :  No,  I  do 
not  contend  that,  and  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mr*  DILLON  said,  he  earnestly 
appealed  to  every  Radical  in  that  House 
to  show  to  the  jjeople  of  this  country  and 
the  people  in  Ireland  that  they  were  in 
earnest  in  their  opposition  to  the  House 
of  Lords, 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ajen  58  ; 
Noes  67. — (Division  List,  No.  235.) 

Mr.  hartley  :  I  think,  Mr, 
Mel  lor,  you  might  record  the  fact  that 
we  have  again  saved  the  Government 
from  their  own  friends, 

Original  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  66  ; 
Noes  57- — ^(Di vision  List,  No.  236,) 

7.  £28,133,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
House  of  Commons  Offices, 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  1  think  I 
could  very  well  make  out  a  ca^-^e  for  re- 
ducing this  Vote,  because,  judging  by  the 
amount  of  work  we  have  accomplished^ 
Wc  are  not  worth  tlie  money  we  cost. 

Mk.  A.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  wanted 
to  say  a  word  or  two  about  the  accounts 
of  the  Kitchen  Committee.     Early  in  the 
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Session,  on  the  Vote  on  Account^  they 
had  a  balance-sheet  presenteil  to  tbem^ 
but  it  was  not  audited.  He  would  like 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  would  see  that  the  balance-sheet 
presentetl  for  1894  was  audited  by  the 
Auditor  General,  so  thattliey  might  hare 
it  put  before  them  in  proper  form. 

Sir  W,  MARCO URT  was  understood 
to  say  that  he  would  much  more  readily 
grant  this  request  if  the  fooil  was  better 
than  it  w^as.  As  for  the  auditing  of  the 
aceonut,  hehad  no  objection  to  it.  Ther 
were  reckoning  without  their  host,  which 
was  iin  unwise  thing  to  do,  but  be  would 
consider  the  nmtter. 

Mk.  DALZIEL  said,  he  should  like  to 
ask  for  an  assurance  from  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasin-y  that  there  should  be  a 
more  efficient  distribution  of  Papers 
from  the  Vote  Office,  Pari i amen tiiry 
Papers  which  should  be  available  to 
Members  at  the  Vote  Office  in  the 
afternoon  were  often  not  available  eveo 
at  the  time  of  the  atljournraent  of  the 
House.  He  hoped  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  w*ould  see  that  wdien  any 
Papers  were  issued  there  should  be  a 
sufficient  number  in  the  Vote  Office  for 
all  Members. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  tjieee 
Papers  were  distributed  under  the 
authority  of  a  Committee.  He  waa 
aw^are  lliat  complaints  had  been  made  on 
the  suliject,  and  he  would  see  if  the 
Papers  could  be  distributed  earlier. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  he  thought  it  was 
time  that  some  arrangement  should  be 
made  as  to  the  manner  of  the  remunera- 
tion of  the  clerks  iu  tlie  House.  They 
had  four  principal  clerks  beginning 
at  £850,  and  going  up  to  £l,(X)0.  The 
principal  clerks  were  now  getting  the  foil 
sum,  and  in  addition  there  were  eertaia 
allowiiuces.  These  allowances  were 
things  thai  belonged  to  a  past  time,  and 
ought  not  to  be  continued  any  longer. 
One  clerk  got  £3()0  a  year  for  acting  as 
paymaster,  and  an  extra  payment  for 
taking  Divisions,  When  any  change  wa5 
made  these  allowances  ought  to  be  swept 
away,  and  proper  remuneration  made  by 
pavmeot  of  salary. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  clerks  was  under  the 
control  of  the  Speaker,  and  he  wouM 
take  care  that  his  attention  was  called  to 
this  suggestion. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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8,  f  48,476,  to  rompleta  the  sum  for 
Treasury   auiI   Subordinate  Departmeuts, 


: 


•Mr,  weir  said,  the  right  hon.  Geu- 
tlemau  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
tohi  them  on  the  previous  evening  that  if 
they  were  dissatisfied  with  his  sorviceB 
they  might  displace  him.  He  did  not 
think  that  was  a  dignified  position  for 
the  Chancellor  of  tlje  Exchequer  to  take 
up-  He  had  better  hopes  of  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman.  So  far  as  the  High- 
landis  of  Scotland  were  coneerne*.!,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
better  fulfil  his  duties  in  the  fiitnre  than 
in  the  past.  In  other  respects  he  could 
not  make  any  complaint*  He  had  been 
a  most  faithful  supporter  of  the  right 
hou.  Gentlemen.  For  the  last  two 
years  he  had  been  living  on  hope^  but 
**  Hope  deferred  maketh  the  heart  sick/' 
and  to-night  his  heart  was  sick  because 
of^the  conduct  of  the  rigJit  hon»  Gentle* 
man  and  his  colleagues  on  the  Front 
Bench.  So  much  for  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  He  hoped  he  would  do 
better  next  year.  Now,  lie  found  there 
was  in  this  group  a  first-class  clerk  who 
received  £700  a  year,  with  allo%vances. 
He  did  not  like  the  look  of  these  aUow- 
ances  at  all.  It  was  a  sort  of  payment 
by  salary  and  commisgiou.  A  salary  of 
£700  a  year  wns  a  substantial  sum,  and 
tiie  man  who  received  it  ought  to  be  satis- 
fied, and  other  men  should  he  found  to 
earn  the  allowances  of  £150  or  £250  a 
year.  He  had  no  objection  to  large 
salaries  if  they  had  good  men  to  whom 
to  pay  them,  and  the  work  to  do  worth 
large  salaries  ;  but  he  did  not  like  these 
allowances  at  all»  and  he  hoped  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  and  his  colleMgucs 
would  abandoti  theui  in  the  future.  He 
could  not  refrain  from  referring  to  the 
£3,001*  which  was  divided  between 
three  Junior  Lor<ls  of  the  Treasury,  be- 
oanse  he  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the 
conduct  of  one  of  these  gentlemen.  It 
was  a  painful  sight  to  an  ardent  Liberal 
like  himself,  and  an  ardent  supporter  of 
the  present  Govorfiraent,  when  a  Resolu- 
tion  was  moved  in  the  House  on  the 
crofter  que^stiou  to  see  one  of  these 
Junior  Lords  advising  a  Count -out.  He 
objeote<l  to  these  Junior  Lords  being 
paid  when  they  obstructed  the  useful 
business  of  the  couniry,  instead  of  help- 
ing it.  He  did  hope  that  no  liberties 
ivould  be  taken  with  Highland  Members 
in   future.     Was   it  because   they  were 


'small  in  numbers?  Though  few  they 
might  be  able  to  strike  an  ugly  blow* 
He,  however,  would  make  no  threats. 

Tub  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  must  ask 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  to  speak  louder  * 
he  could  not  hear  him* 

Mr.  weir  said,  he  had  t^kcn  objec- 
tion to  the  allowances  to  Treasury 
clerks,  and  to  these  large  sums  of  money 
going  out  to  the  Junior  Lords.  He  was 
sorry  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequetj 
was  not  present  when  he  made  reference' 
to  him,  but  now  he  was  present  he  would 
express  the  hope  that  tlie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  do  his  duty  more  manfully 
in  the  future  than  in  the  past. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

9.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum.  not  exceeding   £60»Kf»3,  he 
graiiteil  to  Her  Majt«ty»  to  eompl€?t<?  the  <5um 
neccBsary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  [myment  iluring  the  year  ending  m 
the  aist  day  of  Marcl^  ]S\K>,  for  the  ^aiarie 
and  Expense*  of  the  Olfio*?  of  Her  Majesty's  ' 
8eerctary  of  Stnt.'  fnr  the  Home    D«>pai'tment 
and  Haboidinate  Ofiicce."' 

•Mr.  8TUART-W0RTLEY  {Shef- 
field, Hal  lam)  said,  there  was  a  large, 
absolute,  and  proportionate  increase  in 
this  Vote,  which,  however,  he  would  not 
complain  of,  because  the  departmeots  in 
res  pet' t  of  which  the  increase  was  made 
were  the  departments  in  which  the  most 
useful  work  was  done.  These  depart- 
menta  to  which  he  referred  were  really 
more  deserving  of  the  name  of  labour  de- 
partments than  the  Board  of  Trade  by 
which  the  name  had  been  most  unjusti^ 
fiahly  appropriated.  The  Factory  and 
Mines  Inspectctrs  were  the  real  labour 
eorrespondents*  and  were  the  eyes  ancj 
ears  whereby  the  Home  Secretary  learne 
of  the  real  conditionof  the  working  classes 
all  over  the  country*  He  noticed  that  there 
were  four  additional  Aissistant  Inspec- 
tors of  Mines  appointed,  and  he  would 
like  to  ask  in  wiiat  district:?  the  Assistant 
Inspectors  would  discharge  their  duties. 
He  would  also  like  to  ascertain  how  the 
experiment  of  making  clerical  altowanceg 
to  Mining  Inspectors  had  been  found  10 
work  out,  and  if  it  had  been  found  to 
give  satisfni'tory  results  .''  It  wa^  an  ex- 
periment entered  into  with  a  great  deal 
of  doubt,  and  he  should  be  irhid  to  find 
it  had  been  sntif*factory.  The  statl*  of 
the  Factory  Inapeetors  he  noticed  was 
jucreased  by  a  number  cf  hidy  Inspectoral 
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It  seemed  to  him  that  if  the  principle  of 
appointing  female  Inspectors  was  good 
at  all,  a  larger  number  than  four  were 
necessary.  It  might  not  \\q  necessary  to 
have  a  female  Inspector  in  every  district 
where  there  was  a  male  Inspector,  but  it 
was  obvious  that  the  number  of  female 
employes  was  extremely  large,  and  they 
were  scattered  over  the  whole  three 
Kingdoms,  and  the  system  of  female 
Factory  Inspectors  might  have  to  l;e 
further  extended.  With  regard  to  the 
sum  sot  apart  for  special  inquiries,  ho 
thought  tbnt  £900  was  hardly  sufficient, 
and  he  would  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
that  no  less  a  sum  than  £1,2(X)  had  to 
be  provided  by  a  Supplemental!  Esti- 
mate at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
and  that  the  £1,200  was  only  pari  of  a 
total  of  £2,800  so  s^Kint  in  189.3-4. 
These  inquiries  wore  conducted  by  the 
Home  Secretary  in  order  to  frame  rules 
under  the  Act  of  1891  with  regard  to 
certain  unwholesome  trades.  The  money 
was  taken  for  work  to  come  to  an 
end  in  March,  1894,  but  he  would 
be  surprised  if  he  were  told  that  these 
inquiries  were  actually  then  completed, 
and  that  no  further  work  remained  to 
be  done.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
policy  of  the  Act  of  1891  was  that  if 
these  inquiries  did  not  go  on  continually 
they  should  go  on  freqiicntly,  and  that  a 
sum  of  money  should  always  be  kept  on 
the  Votes  to  supply  the  Depart  men  t 
with  the  necessary  funds.  Of  course,  the 
object  was  to  secure  that  the  officers  of 
the  Department  siiouhl  be  up  in  the 
very  latest  improvements  that  science 
was  able  to  bring  to  bear  on  the  improve- 
ment of  unwholesome  and  dangerous 
trades,  and  to  enable  them  to  supply  the 
Home  Secretary  with  such  information 
as  would  enable  him  to  frame  rules  to 
render  these  trades  less  unwholesome  and 
dangerous. 

Mu.  JOHN  BURNS  (Hattersea)  en- 
dorsed the  eulogistic  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  with  regard  to  the  work  done 
by  the  Inspectors  of  factories  and  work- 
shops. He  also  agreed  with  the  state- 
ment that  the  number  of  women  Inspec- 
tors was  miserably  inadequate  for  the 
work  which  devolved  upon  the  staff, 
and  he  hoped  that  at  least  10  additional 
women  Inspectors  would  be  appointed  in 
the  next  12  months. 

Mr.  Stuart'Wortley 


•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Geokge  Rusdell,  North 
Beds.)  said,  with  regard  to  the  luspectors 
of  Mines  there  would  be  one  Assistant  In- 
spector of  Metalliferous  Mines  stationed 
in  Cinnl)erland,  two  Assistant  Inspectors 
of  Metalliferous  Mines  and  Quarries  in 
North  Wales,  and  one  Assistant  Inspector 
of  Coal  Mines  in  South  Wales.  In  respect 
to  the  system  of  allowances  for  clerical 
assistance,  it  had  been  found  to  work 
satisfactorily  :  at  least,  no  complaints 
had  been  nmde.  With  regard  to  female 
Inspectors  of  Factories,  he  agreed  that 
their  number  was  inadequate  for  the 
work  that  had  to  be  done,  and  he 
thought  it  would  follow  as  a  matter 
of  rcourse  that  tliey  must  be  increased. 
He  had  been  reminded,  for  instonce,  of 
the  case  of  Belfast,  which,  in  itself,  wonld 
afford  abundant  occu])atiou  for  a  female 
Inspector  having  regard  to  the uunil>er of 
females,  amounting  to  many  thousands, 
employed  in  the  industries  of  that  place. 
That  was  only  one  instance,  but  it  had 
been  very  ditticiilt  to  get  the  powers  that 
be  to  see  the  necessity  for  the  institution  of 
female  Inspectors  even  on  the  smallest 
scale,  and  the  whole  ari-angements  on 
this  head  were  at  present  only  tentative 
and  experimental.  But  the  experiment 
having  been  found  to  answer  satisfac- 
torily, he  did  not  anticipate  any  very 
great  difficulty  in  increasing  the  numl>er 
of  female  Inspectors  employed.  With 
regard  to  special  inquiries,  the  hon. 
(ientleman  was  no  doubt  aware  that  one 
of  these— that  relating  to  white  lead 
works — was  a  very  costly  one,  but  it  was 
a  satisfactory  one  in  many  respects. 
Definite  results  with  regard  to  particular 
diseases  had  been  obtained,  and  these 
had  been  acted  upon  in  reference  to  lead 
working  in  potteries,  and  an  alteration  of 
the  rules  maile.  At  present  there  was  a 
lull  in  these  inquiries  ;  but  he  pre- 
sumeil  that  the  inquiries  would  be  carried 
on  from  year  to  year,  according  as  they 
were  found  necessary  or  as  circumstances 
might  arise  in  any  special  trade  which 
would  appear  to  demand  investigation. 

Mk.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham,  S.) 
said,  he  wished  to  urge  upon  the  Home 
Office  that  female  Inspectors  should  be 
drawn  from  the  ranks  of  working 
women,  who  would  have  the  neces- 
sary practical  and  technical  know- 
ledge to  enable  them  to  understand  the 
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complaiuts  aud  grievauces  of  the  workers. 
He  Limself  was  aware  of  a  case  in  .which 
a  lady  Inspector  was  utterly  uuable  to 
grasp  the  meauiug  of  complaints  which 
were  made  to  her,  aud  he  trusted  that  iu 
future  appointments  practical  working 
women,  otherwise  qualified,  would  get  a 
prefereuce  over  thooc  wiio  were  not  so 
qualified. 

•Mr.  WEIK  (Rosrt  aud  Cromarty) 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  several 
officials  in  the  Home  Office  held  more 
than  one  appointment.  For  instance, 
the  Private  Secretary  to  the  Home 
Secretary  was  also  a  clerk  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  received  a 
salary  in  respect  of  each  appointment. 
He  very  much  objected  to  these  dual  ap- 
pointments. There  was  also  the  case  of 
a  higher  grade  Second  Division  clerk 
drawing  £350  a  year,  who  had  a  pension 
of  £54  15s.  from  the  Royal  Artillery. 
He  thought  a  Royal  Artilleryman  would 
be  better  employed  in  ^ome  department 
of  the  War  Office,  and  thpt  a  civilian 
would  do  equally  well  for  the  Home 
Office.  If  in  Order  he  would  wish  to 
draw  attention  to  a  case  he  had  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Home  Secretary 
a  few  days  ago — namely,  the  case  of  the 
Irish  harvesters  who  were  assaulted  at 
Potters  Bar.  He  went  down  there  on 
last  Wetlnesday  and  saw  these  men  for 
the  second  time,  because  he  did  not  care 
to  trouble  the  House  with  any  matter  into 
which  he  had  not  fully  inquired.  In  one  of 
these  cases  a  man  was  sentenced  to  21  days* 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour  because 
he  happened  to  be  going  home  quietly 
on  a  Saturday  night  with  some  of  his 
countrymen.  The  Home  Secretary  said 
these  harvesters  were  found  by  the  police 
lying  on  some  hay  in  a  hut  in  a  field.  As 
a  rule,  farmers  did  not  provide  spring  mat- 
tresses and  feather  beds  for  Irish  har- 
vesters, and  he  thought  the  observation  of 
the  Home  Secretary  was  not  a  proper  one 
to  make.  These  Irishmen  were  spoken  of 
by  the  farmer  who  had  employed  them 
for  15  years  in  the  highest  terms  as  sober, 
steady  men.  The  man  who  was  sent  to 
gaol  for  21  days  was  going  quietly  along 
the  road  cutting  some  tol>acco  when  a 
policeman  rushe<l  at  him  and  charged 
him  that  he  was  going  to  stab  the  police. 
The  unfortunate  man  had  the  misfortune 
to  be  an  Irishman  ;  hut  for  all  that,  he 
thought  Irishmen  in  this  country  should 
receive  a  protection  from  the  law  which 


iu  this  case  he  did  not  think  they  had 
received.  They  were  treated  insolently 
by  the  police. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  So  long  as  the 
hou.  Gentleman  confines  himself  to  any* 
thing  the  Homo  Secretary  might  have 
done  in  the  matter  he  is  in  Order ;  bat 
he  is  not  in  Order  in  discussing  what  the 
police  have  done. 

•Mr.  weir  said,  it  was  because  the 
Homo  Secretary  had  failed  to  do  the  work 
for  which  he  was  so  handsomely  paid, 
that  he  drew  attention  to  this  most  dis- 
tressing case.  Of  course,  they  were  told 
that  full  inquiry  was  made,  but  others 
could  make  inquiries  as  well  as  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Home 
Secretary  would  take  care  to  see  that  his 
information  was  accurate,  aud  was  not 
inaccurate,  as  it  was  iu  this  case.  There 
was  another  matter  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer.  The  London  County  Council 
had  issued  Rules  relating  to  buildings 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  is  not  in 
Order  on  this  Vote. 

Mr.  weir  said,  he  would  venture  to 
hope  that  the  system  of  allowing  clerks 
and  officials  to  hold  dual  appointments 
would  be  stopped  in  the  Homo  Depart- 
ment. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  con- 
gratulated the  Home  Office  on  having 
appointed  female  Inspectors,  and  ex- 
pressed the  belief  that  those  already  ap- 
pointed were  highly  qualified  for  their 
work.  He  had  no  doubt  whatever  but 
if  additional  Inspectors  were  necessary 
that  ladies  admirably  fitted  for  the  work 
could  be  found.  No  doubt,  practical 
experience  as  urgetl  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Ham  would  be  useful,  but  that 
was  only  one  qualification,  and  there  were 
others  of  great  importance.  He  himself 
had  the  privilege  of  submitting  to  the 
Home  Secretary  the  name  of  a  lady  ad- 
mirably fitted  for  an  office  of  this  kind. 
With  regard  to  the  Inspectors  of  Metalli- 
ferous Mines,  he  would  like  to  know  why 
the  Inspector  recently  appointed  to  Cum- 
berland was  to  be  excused  from  inspecting 
coal  mines  if  necessary  ?  The  system  under 
which  an  Inspector  of  Metalliferous  Mines 
might  be  called  on  in  case  of  emergency 
or  accident  to  inspect  coal  mines  had  been 
found  very  useful,  and  he  would  be  glad 
to  have  some  information  as  to  what 
arrangements  had  been  made  to  enable 
this  particular  Inspector  to  be  excused 
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from  perfomiMig  a  duty  which  he  might 
legally  l>e  ealleil  upon  to  perform, 
♦Mr. THORNTON  (Clapham)  said, he 
wifthetl  to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  the 
junior  clerks  of  the  Second  Division 
in  the  Home  Office,  and  thruugli  their 
cftse  to  that  of  those  employed  in  other 
Office?,  and  to  urge  that  they  should  have 
an  exteusiou  of  the  periotl  of  vacation 
at  present  allowed  to  them.  He  would 
like  the  Committee  to  understand  the 
exact  position  of  these  clerks.  There 
was  an  Order  iu  Council  made  in  March, 
1890,  tixing  the  l^^alary  of  junior  Second 
Biviflion  clerks  at  £70,  with  a  yearly 
increment  of  £»i,  PreviouB  to  this  it  had 
been  £95,  with  an  increment  of  £15,  iu 
each  of  the^e  cases  the  hours  being  seven 
a  day.  The  Order  in  Council  of  1890 
was,  no  doubt,  an  advantage  to  those 
who  were  already  in  the  Service  l>efore 
it  was  issued  ;  but  to  those  who  came  in 
afterwards  it  was  a  disadvantage  both  iu 
respect  to  salary  and  future  prospects, 
whilst  the  annual  leave  of  absence  of 
three  weeks  was  cut  down  to  two.  It 
was  to  gain  that  three  weeks  to  the 
Becoud  Division  clerks  that  he  had  mainly 
put  dowu  his  Motion. 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  interrupt  the  hoin  Gentle- 
man, hut  he  wishtxl  to  point  nut  that  the 
arrangement  as  to  the  pay  and  leave  of 
absence  of  the  clerks  iu  the  Home 
Office  was  regulated  absolutely  by  a 
Treasury  Miiuite,  and  the  Secretary  uf 
State  would  he  c^uite  unable,  even  if  he 
wished  to  \\o  so,  to  meet  liin  hon.  Friend 
in  this  matter  without  the  sauetion  of  tlie 
Treasury-  The  Home  Office  acted  uuder 
a  Treasury  Minute  of  recent  date,  and 
the  scale  of  remuneration  laid  dowu  by 
that  Minute  applied  equally  to  all  De- 
partments of  the  Puhlic  Service.  This 
could  not,  therefore,  be  represented  to  be 
for  any  practical  and  effective  purpose  a 
Home  Office  matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  That  is  f*o.  It 
is  out  of  Order  on  this  Vote,  and  ou^ht 
to  come  ou  the  Treasury  Vote. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  was  quite  pre- 
pared to  accept  what  tlie  Under 
Secretary  of  State  had  said — ^namely, 
that  these  clerks  were  paid  under  a 
Treasury  Minute,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
diseusBion  of  their  salaries,  holidays,  and 
emoluments  should  come  on  the  Tren^urv 
Vote.  There  was  one  matter  with  which 
the  Home  Office  had  to  do,  and  that  was 

Mr.  Tomlinson 
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the  promotion  to  the  hija:her  offices  in  the 
Home  Office.  He  rose  briefly  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  the  Home  Office  had  any 
views  on  the  question  of  the  promotion 
of  the  Second  Division  clerks,  and,  if  so^ 
were  they  going  to  transmit  them  to  the 
Treasury,  under  whose  Department  the 
clerks  were  paid  and  regulated  ? 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  hia 
interposition  had  been  made  with  a  view 
lo  saving  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
He  did  not  want  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clapham  to  have  to  rajike  his  statemeot 
and  then  discover  that  the  matter  was  not 
oue  for  this  Vote,  Without  offering  any 
opinion  ai?  to  the  scale  of  the  remunera- 
tion of  the  Second  Division  clerks,  he 
might  say  that  as  regarded  the  leave  of 
absence  it  appeared  utterly  inadequate  to 
the  proportion  of  the  year  in  which  the 
clerks  were  employed  in  official  duty,  and 
if  it  was  iu  the  power  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  secure  any  re^isonalde  modificA* 
tion  by  the  Treasury  of  this  Rule,  he 
was  quite  confident  hh  right  hon.  Friend 
would  have  gre^t  pleasure  in  ohtainiog 
such  modification,  as  should  he  (Mr.  Rus- 
sell) also.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Battersea,  he  bad  some  views  on  tbe 
subject  of  promotion,  as  had  also  the 
Secretary  for  State,  who,  if  a  question 
was  addressed  to  him  on  the  subject, 
would  probably  give  a  more  definite  reply* 
With  respect  to  the  Private  Secretary 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  a  case  where 
he  chose  his  Private  Secretary  from 
Among  the  clerks  in  a  Public  Office, 
the  universal  rule  was  that  the  Secretairy 
jihould  draw  hi*  salary  as  clerk  in  mlditioii 
to  theemolumentfct  he  received  as  Private 
Secretary.  With  respect  to  the  occur- 
rence at  Potters  Bar,  the  Secretary  of 
State  would  institute  further  inquiries 
into  the  circrimstances.  With  reference 
to  the  ca^e  which  had  been  mentioned 
of  the  ex-Artilleryman,  he  was  employe*! 
as  clerk  to  the  Inspector  of  Explosive?, 
and  he  was  appointed  l>eeausio  of  the  ex- 
perience he  hnd  gained  at  Woolwich, 
He  thought  that  was  a  very  good  and 
sufficient  reason  for  having  ehopen  him. 

Mit.  DALZIKL  (Kirkcaldy,  ^c.) : 
Will  the  case  of  the  Second  Division 
clerki*  in  Scotlwud  be  considered  ? 

Mr.  GEOKGE  RrsSELL:  Thut 
would  not  come  within  my  province, 

♦Mr.    a  1 NS  WOin  H     (Cmuberland, 
Egremont)  said,  that  when  the  question 
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of  the  appoiutmont  of  Mr.  Leek  a«  ati 
Inspector  of  Metalliferous  Mines  iu  Cum- 
berland wa8  raised  iu  the  House  a  short 
time  ago^ — au  occasion  on  which  he  uufor- 
,tumitely  wa,*  absent — it  was  statet!  by  the 
Member  for  Mid  Cumberland  that  Mr. 
Leek  had  been  an  election  agent  of  his 
at  the  last  Elect lou^  and  that  he  bad  paid 
him  £100  for  his  servicer.  He  hml  i»ince 
seen  bii?  hon.  Friend  the  MemV>er  for 
Mid  Cumberland,  and  had  told  him  that 
his  figurea  were  slightly  incorrect*  He 
tliought  it  right  to  mention,  as  a  matter 
of  pern^nal  explanation^  that  Mr,  Leek 
had  been  employed  by  him  as  an  election 
agent  for  a  period  of  10  weeks  at  a  salary 
of  £4  per  week,  and  that  be  there- 
fore received  £40,  which  was  set 
out  in  the  statement  of  his  election  ex- 
penses, He  had  only  to  adil  that  he 
had  known  Mr.  Leek  for  yeans.  Mr. 
Leek  had  been  a  working  miner  who  by 
his  ability  raised  himself  to  the  position 
of  nnderground  manager,  and  subse- 
quently manager  of  mines,  in  which  he 
^r,  Aiusworth)  was  interested.  He  had 
a  thoroughly  practical  acquaintance  with 
the  working  of  metalliferous  mines,  and 
was,  therefore,  the  very  best  man  that 
could  be  chosen  for  the  post  to  which  he 
had  l>een  appointed.  He  was  very 
popular  with  the  miners,  who  were  very 
anxious  that  he  shoukl  be  appointed,  and 
a  great  majority  of  the  mine-owners  of 
the  district  were  also  quite  willing  that 
he  should  got  the  post  of  Inspector.  In 
recommending  Mr,  Leek  to  the  Home 
iSecretar3%  lie  (Mr.  Ains worth)  believed 
he  was  recommending  the  best  man  that 
could  be  obtained  for  the  post,  and  he  did 
not  at  all  consider  that  the  fitness  or  unfit- 
ness of  a  man  for  such  an  appointment  de- 
pended on  his  political  views. 

Mk.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (CnmlKtr- 
land,  Penrith)  was  rcJidy  to  admit  that  as 
to  the  amount  paid  to  Mr.  Leek  he  fell 
into  an  errur^  and  he  apologised  to  the 
hon*  Mcml>er  and  to  the  Committee  for 
havi  iig  saiil  that  Ii  e  bad  paid  Mr* Lee k  £  1 00. 
But  the  difference  iKJtween  the  payment 
of  £40  and  £100  di\i  not  in  any  way 
remove  the  objection  he  took  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  to  tiie  appointment  of  a 
roan  who  had  l>een  actively  engaged  as  an 
election  agent  of  one  political  Party. 
There  was  also  another  matter  in  con- 
uection  with  this  question  to  whidi  he 
desired  to  call  attention.  The  right  hon. 
Crentletti&Q   the  Home  Secretary  said  on 


the  former  occasion  that  X\m  queetiou 
would  not  have  bL^en  brought  before  the 
House  at  all  by  him  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther) 
if  it  had  not  l>een  for  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Leek  was  a  working  man  who  had 
worked  his  way  upwards*  He  should  say 
at  on*^e  that  he  was  unawwe  of  that  fact ; 
ami  even  if  he  had  l>een  aware  of  it^  it 
won  hi  not  have  influenced  him  in  the 
slightest  degree.  As  the  hon.  Member 
for  Battei'sea  had  said  on  the  former 
ot!casion,  the  faet  that  a  man  was  a 
working  man  did  not  entitle  him  to  any 
special  consideration  in  those  appoint- 
ments any  more  than  a  member  of  any 
other  class  of  the  community. 

Mr,  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  when  this  matter  was  first  discussed, 
he  asked  whether  the  Rule  of  the  Civil 
Service  that  there  should  be  a  metlical 
examination  of  the  camlidato  before  the 
appointment  was  made«  had  l>een  carried 
out  in  this  case.  That  Rule  had  been 
I  established  in  the  interest  of  the  Public 
'  Service  with  a  view  to  securing  that  the 
^  candidate  was  physically  able  to  dis* 
charge  the  duties  of  the  office  ;  and  it 
I  was  one  that  he  thought  ought  to  be 
carried  out  in  every  case.  On  the  other 
band,  he  agreed  that  in  an  appointment 
to  a  post  of  this  kind,  where  technical 
knowledge  was  the  chief  qualification, 
there  need  not  be  a  theorotieal  examina- 
tion. He  thought  the  Committee  ought 
to  congratulate  itself  on  having  such  an 
innocent  Gov^ernment.  Here  was  a  gen- 
I  tlemau  recommended  by  the  Uadicals  of 
his  district  -—  a  gentleman  who  had 
actually  actetl  as  a  Parliamentftry  agent 
at  the  General  Election,  and  yet  the  in- 
nocent Home  Secretary  never  knew  of 
that  matter  in  making  the  appointment. 
He  had  recently  drawn  attention  to  a 
somewhat  similar  case  in  which  a  Profcs* 
Hor  had  got  a  large  pension  out  of  tht 
Civil  List,  and  the  Government  was  so 
ituiocenl  that  they  did  not  know  that  tlm 
Professor  was  one  of  tlieir  most  ardent 
supporters, 

♦Mr.  TUMLIXSON  (Preston)  ex- 
pressoil  dissent  from  the  statement  that 
it  was  not  necessary  that  a  man  with 
such  testimonials  and  recommendations 
I  as  Mr,  Lei'k  shouh!  be  required  to 
furnish  satisfaetory  evidence  as  to  his 
titness  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
post  he  sought.  Ju  Mr.  Leek's  case  the 
testimonials  seemed  to  have  l>eeu  testi- 
monials of  the  general  public  estimation 
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in  wbich  be  was  held,  and  not  testimo- 
nials from  people  who  had  the  meaus  of 
knowiug  that  he  was  peculiarly  fit  for 
this  appointment.  He  thought  it  was  a 
matter  of  very  great  importance  in  the 
appointment  of  Inspectors  to  mines  that 
the  Home  Secretary  should  satisfy  himself 
not  only  as  to  the  esteem  in  which  the 
candidate  was  held,  but  as  to  his  Rtness 
for  the  proper  and  systematic  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  the  oftice.  He  should  like 
to  know  what  means  were  taken  to  provide 
that  Mr.  Leek  should  not  be  called  upon 
to  act  as  Inspector  of  Coal  Mines.  The 
intention  of  the  Statute  was  that  an  In- 
spector of  Metalliferous  Mines  should  be 
liable  to  bo  called  upon  to  inspect  coal 
mines.  In  an  ordinary  case  that  was  a 
desirable  arrangement,  as  in  the  case  of 
an  accident  it  might  be  necessary  to  visit 
a  mine  immediately,  and  an  Inspector  of 
Coal  Mines  might  not  be  available  for  the 
purpose  :  but  in  this  case  Mr.  Leek  had 
no  qualification  to  act  as  an  Inspector 
of  Coal  Mines. 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  said,  that  on  the 
Report  of  the  Vote  on  Account  there  had 
been  a  full  discussion  of  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  this  particular  api)ointnient, 
and  he  did  not  in  the  least  com- 
plain that  the  matter  should  be 
raised  again,  because  he  thought  it 
was  of  general  importance.  He  entirely 
agreed  that,  in  respect  to  appointments 
of  this  kind,  the  first  duty  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  was  to  satisfy  himself  of 
the  fitness  and  competency  of  the  person 
recommended  to  him  to  discharge  the 
duties  he  would  be  called  upon  to  per- 
form. In  this  case  the  testimonials  did 
satisfy  him  of  Mr.  Leek's  qualifications, 
apart  from  any  examination.  He  was 
not  a  strong  devotee  of  the  principle  of 
examinations,  for  he  did  not  think  com- 
petitive examination  always  brought  the 
best  men  to  the  top.  Still,  he  felt  that 
it  was  a  great  convenience  to  a  Minister 
whenever  he  could  throw  an  office  open 
to  competitive  examination,  for  it  saved 
him  from  one  of  the  most  invidious  and 
unpleasant  duties  he  had  sometimes  to 
perform,  and  protected  him  from  personal 
and  political  pressure  in  favour  of 
candidates  for  the  appointment.  But 
the  appointments  of  Inspector  of  Metal- 
liferous Mines  and  Inspector  of  Coal 
Mines     stood     on     a     different    plane, 

Mr.  Tomlinson 


owing  to  the  peculiar  duties  to 
be  performed  requiring  the  most 
intimate,  practical,  and  technical  know- 
ledge ;  and  he  found  that  in  such 
cases  competitive  examinations  did  uot 
produce  the  best  men  for  the  purpose. 
It  was  on  those  grounds  alone  that  in 
making  tlie  appointments  in  question  he 
proceeded  in  the  manner  he  did.  As  to 
whether,where  the  necessity  for  an  exami- 
nation had  been  dispensed  with,  the  ordi- 
nary requirements  of  the  Civil  Service  as 
to  health  sliould  be  insisted  on,  he 
found  that  it  had  not  been  the 
practice  to  insist  on  those  requirements. 
If  the  practice  was  to  be  applied  in  one 
case  it  should  be  applied  in  all.  He  should 
like  to  see  a  change  made  whereby  they 
would  insist  on  that  as  a  preliminary  con- 
dition to  any  Government  employment. 
Personally,  he  agreed  that  any  man  who 
entered  the  service  of  the  State  ought  to 
produce  evidence  that  he  was  in  good 
physical  condition.  As  to  Mr.  Leck*8 
appointment,  he  was  recommended  not 
only  by  the  miners,  but  by  the  employers 
of  the  district.  He  had  had  a 
representative  statement  from  a  num- 
ber of  the  most  important  employers 
in  the  district,  in  which  they  said 
not  only  that  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Leek  would  be  a  popular 
ap|)ointmeut,  but  that  he  was  the  best 
man  to  be  employed.  He  was  sorry  if 
he  had  imputed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Lowther)  any  desire  to  exclude 
Mr.  Leek  because  he  was  or  liad 
been  a  working  man.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  know  that  fact  at  the 
time,  and  neither  did  he  himself  know 
that  Mr.  Leek  was  a  prominent  politician, 
so  that  ignorance  of  prominent  facts  in 
Mr.  LeckV  career  was  shared  between 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  himself.  So  far 
as  the  appointment  was  concerned,  he 
believed  Mr.Leck  was  quite  adequate  to  the 
discharge  of  all  his  duties.  As  to  the 
point  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  that  Mr.  Leek  ought  to  be 
capable  of  inspecting  coal  mines  lis  well 
as  metalliferous  mines.it  would  be  a  great 
drawback  to  the  efficient  inspection  of 
metalliferous  mines  if  a  man,  specially 
qualified  for  the  post  of  Inspector 
of  such  mines,  were  to  be  in- 
eligible because  he  had  no  special 
qualification  for  inspecting  coal  mines. 
There  was  a  Coal  Mine  Inspector  at 
Newcastle,   and  Mr.  Oswald,  an  Assis- 
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tant  lospector  at  Whitehaven,  so  that 
it  wag  Dot  likely  that  bqj  emergency 
would  arise  which  could  not  be 
adequately  met.  There  must  be  some 
special Lsation  in  au  appointment  of  this 
kind.  On  the  whole,  the  procedure 
which  the  Home  Office  had  adopted  wat* 
the  best. 

♦Mu.  STUAIIT-WORTLEY  said,  that 
DOW  Mn  Leek  was  uppointed  all  further 
controversy  on  the  question  was  to  lie 
deprecated.  But  the  facts  standing  iin- 
exphiined  loudly  called  for  explanation, 
and  justified  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  course 
ho  had  taken.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
they  now  had  in  the  position  of  Inspec- 
tor a  man  capable  of  less  work  than 
hatl  formerly  been  the  case  ;  but  now 
that  Mr*  Leek  had  been  appointed 
they  must  all  desire  that  he  should 
po8.^es8  as  much  public  confideuce 
asi  possible.  It  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  ascertain  the  possession  of  some 
qualifications  for  the  post  of  Inspector  of 
Mines.  An  employer  of  miners  was  not 
allowetl  to  conduct  his  industry  except 
through  the  ImuJs  and  brain  of  a  maua* 
ger,  who  must  possess  a  cert ili cat e,  to 
obtain  which  he  had  to  pass  an  exaraina* 
tioii.  A^  the  Inspector's  duty  was  to 
supervise  on  behalf  of  the  State,  to 
check,  and  possibly  to  oeuBure  the 
manager,  that  Inspector  ou^i^ht  to  have 
nearly  the  same  qualification  as  the 
mauan^er,  aud  they  should  be  ascertained 
by  a  similar,  if  not  an  identical,  process, 
Mi«.  BALL ANTINE  (Coventry)  said, 
he  desired  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Home  Secretary's  salary  by  £  IOC)  in  order 
to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  the  man 
Smith,  who  was  executed  at  Nottingham 
ju  March  last,  and  also  the  action  of  tlie 
Home  Office  and  the  necessity  for  a 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal,  Smith  was 
charjs^ed  with  the  murder  of  a  young 
woman,  a  hospital  nurse,  by  shooting 
her  with  a  revolver.  Smith  had  held  the 
highest  possible  character,  and  was  in 
most  prosperous  circumstances,  keeping 
a  factory  in  Nottingham  ;  and  there  was 
no  motive  whatever  imputed  to  him  for 
the  crime.  ^He  had  met  the  yotmg 
woman  only  twice  before  the  commission 
of  the  crime  at  the  house  of  hts  own 
mother,  whose  friend  she  was.  On  the 
second  occasion  he  arranged  that  he 
would  take  her  and  her  mother  over  his 
factory,  where  he  had  perfected  various 
iuveutions.     Two    days  intervened^  aud 


during  that  time  Smith  bought  a  revolver 
for  the  purpose,  as  coun?reI  for  the  prose- 
cution suggegteil,  of  killing  the  girl*  But 
that  suggestion  was  incredible,  na  they 
were  on  the  best  possible  terms,  aud  the 
arrangement  made  was  that  the  girl 
should  be  accompanied  by  her  mother  on 
her  visit  to  the  factory.  As  it  happened, 
she  went  aloue,  however ;  aud  after  she 
hiul  been  there  some  time  in  the  company 
of  the  prisoner  three  shots  wer*3  heard. 
The  young  woman  came  out  wounded  by 
one  of  the  shots.  The  grave  fact  that 
three  shots  were  fired  was  thus  explained 
by  the  prisoner — that  he  did  not  know 
the  pistol  was  loade*!  ;  that  it  went  oft* 
accidentally;  and  that,  when  he  found 
that  be  liad  shot  the  girU  he  lost  his  head 
aud  Hred  off'  the  other  chambefs.  The 
girl  died  in  hospital  four  days  afterwards, 
after  liaving  made  several  stntements  to 
the  nurses,  all  of  whicli  exonerated  the 
prisoner  from  blame.  [Mr.  AsQurni  : 
No.]  At  any  rate,  in  her  dying  state- 
ment she  said  that  no  words  passed 
between  them ;  that  Smith  levelled  a 
pistol  at  her  head  saying,  *'  Your  money 
or  your  life^*»  aud  that  she  thought  **  it 
was  in  fun,"  The  prisoner  never  varied 
his  statement  that  the  occurrence  was 
accidental.  The  evidence  at  the  trial 
was  entirely  circumstantial  and  inferen- 
tial* At  the  trial,  after  the  case  for  the 
prosecution  had  lasted  for  two  days  and 
closed  at  6  o^clock  on  the  second  day^ 
counsel  for  the  defence  asked  for  au 
adjournment.  The  Judge  said  that  he 
had  an  engagement  in  London  two  day» 
later,  and  that  the  case  must  [Proceed,  ] 
The  couni&el  for  the  defence  expostulated 
and  apologised  for  the  inadequacy  of  the 
defence.  The  trial  was  concluded  at  9 
o'clock* 

The  chairman  :  The  only  matter 
uuder  discussion  is  the  Home  Secretary *» 
salary.  The  Home  Office  could  not  l>e 
coucenie<i  with  the  manner  in  which  tha 
trial  was  conducted. 

Mr,  BALLANTINE  said,  he  brought 
this  into  conne<ition  with  the  Vote  show- 
ing that  these  were  the  facts  before  the 
Home  Secretary  when  he  considered  the 
question  of  reprieve*  The  next  morning 
the  Judge  summed  up  against  the 
prisoner  in  a  speech  of  two  and  a-half 
hours,  ID  which  he  said  not  a  single  word 
in  favour  of  the  prisoner. 

The  chairman  again  reminded 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Home  Seere> 
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WA8  in  no  w«j  responsible  for  the 
'  eooduct  of  tbe  Judge* 

Mr.  BALLANTINE  said,  that  his 
contention  was  that  the  facts  before  the 
Home  Secretary  would  have  judtified  him 
in  adv^LsIng  a  reprieve  of  tbe  prisoner. 
One  of  the  most  malerial  facts  wa^i  that 
»Smith  did  not  have  a  fair  trial.  The 
jury  recommended  him  to  mercy  on 
account  of  his  hij^h  character,  and  tbe 
Judge  ignored  the  recommendation*  In 
u  civil  case  thi8  injustice  would  have 
been  rectified  by  a  Court  of  Appeal. 
A  wrong  done  could  be  righted.  But  in 
a  criminal  case,  involving  life  and  death, 
the  Judge  and  jury,  though  equally 
liable  to  error,  were  held  to  be  always 
right.  The  only  remedy  in  the  absence 
of  a  Court  of  Appeal  was  to  appeal  to 
the  Home  Secretary.  In  the  case  of  a 
question  of  a  mere  remission  of  seuteuoe, 
the  pretrent  system  might  work  very  well, 
but  where  the  cjuestion  was  whether  a 
verdict  of  guilty  of  wilful  murder  was 
right  or  wrong,  the  system  was  most  nn- 
aatiefactory.  The  Home  8ecretary  might 
be  a  lawyer  or  he  might  not — he  waa 
usually  selected  because  ho  wa^  a  poli- 
tician ;  he  held  his  inquiry  in  secret,  the 
prisoner  was  not  represented,  and  the 
Judge  before  whom  the  case  was  tried 
was  referreil  to  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether,  in  his  opinion,  the  verdict  was 
just  or  not.  In  tbe  present  case,  tbe 
materialM  which  were  put  before  the 
Home  Secretary  were  overwhelmingly  in 
favour  of  a  reprieve  being  granted.  In 
the  iirst  place,  no  motive*  whatever  conUl 
be  alleged  for  the  crime ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  the  two  persons  who  w»3re 
witnesses  of  tbe  occurrence  both  main- 
tained ithat  it  was  an  accident ;  thinlly, 
the  man  had  not  had  a  fair  trial ;  fourthly, 
the  jury  recommended  him  to  mercy  ; 
Hud,  ftfthly,  a  petition  was  signed  by 
10,000  persons,  including  the  jury,  in 
favour  of  a  reprieve.  Notwithstanding 
all  these  circumstances,  tlie  Home  Secre- 
tary refuseil  to  reprieve  the  man  on  the 
most  inconvenient  day — namely,  Good 
Friday^ — and  he  fixed  the  day  of  exeen- 
tion  for  the  following  Tuesday. 

Mr,  ASQUITH:  J  had  noihiug 
whatever  to  do  with  the  matter.  The 
Sheriff  fixes  the  date  of  execution. 

Mr.  BALLANTINE  Kaid,  that  in  any 
case,  the  execution  was  fixed  and  carrietl 
The  Chairman 


out  in  the  Easter  Heceas,  and  no  oppor- 
tunity had  bean  given  to  him  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  tbe  House  in  order 
to  call  attention  to  the  case  before  the 
prisoner  was  executed.  Another  cireum* 
stance  to  which  be  would  refer  waa  with 
reference  to  an  alleged  confession  which 
the  prisoner  wa»  said  to  have  made. 
Rumours  of  that  confession  having  been 
made  had  reached  the  relatives  of  the 
prisoner,  and  a  question  was  asked  in 
the  House  whether  he  had  made  a  cou- 
fessiou  two  nights  before  his  exocutioii 
to  the  cfieot  that  he  had  bought  tbe 
revolver  for  the  purpose  of  shooting  the 
girl,  and  to  whom  the  oonfeesiou  wa« 
made,  and  why  the  fact  had  uot  been 
communicated  to  his  family  in  the  life* 
time  of  the  prisoner  ;  and  to  that  queatioii 
the  Home  Secretary  refused  to  give  aujr 
reply.  The  result  was  that  the  relativea 
of  the  executed  man  were  unable  to  feat 
tlie  truth  of  the  story.  It  was  incredible 
that  the  accused  should  have  bought  the 
revolver  for  the  purpose  of  shooting  a 
girl  whom  he  bad  only  seen  once  befom 
and  with  wliom  he  was  upon  the  besi  of 
terms,  and  the  man  himself  had  mAin- 
taiued  to  his  last  hour  that  ho  wa» 
innocent.  On  the  day  after  the  alleged 
con f 05*8 ion  the  unhappy  man  took  leave 
of  his  fiunily,  to  each  of  whom  he  reite-^ 
rated  iits  assertion  of  his  innocencei 
and  ou  the  following  day  on  the  seaflbld 
he  still  maintained  his  innoceuee. 
This  case»  in  his  opinion,  showed  ioeou- 
testably  the  necessity  for  the  establbh* 
ment  of  a  Court  of  Appeal  lu  this 
country.  In  1^92  the  Judges  had  maile 
a  Report  in  favour  of  the  establishment 
of  such  a  Court  of  Appeal,  and  Uie 
Home  Secretary  had  said  that  the  re- 
sponsibility that  rested  upon  him  in  coin 
nee  tion  with  this  duty  of  granting  re- 
prieves was  too  great  for  him  to  Ijear, 
and  ho  coucurretl  in  the  necessity  for 
establishing  such  a  Court.  That  recom* 
mendatioo,  however,  was  thrown  int^  tho 
wast.e-pai>er  basket,  and  nothing  had  ro- 
suited  from  it.  He  maintained  that  if 
there  had  been  a  Court  such  as  existed 
in  every  civilised  country  \\\  tbe  world, 
presided  over  by  the  Judges  of  the  land» 
ijefore  whom  thi?  prisoner  might  have 
been  represent-od  by  counsel,  this  nmn 
would  not  have  lieen  executed*  Ho 
begged  to  move  the  roductioti  of  the 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £100* 
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MotioQ  made,  and  Qaesiton  propoaed, 
**  TUut  £60,763  be  granted  far  the  said 
8er\rice*" — {Mr,  Ballaniifie,) 

♦Mr,  ASQUITH  said,  that  the  hon. 
GcDtlemaa,  io  the  exercise  of  his  un- 
doubted discretiou^  had  thought  fit  to 
take  upon  himself  the  very  grave  respon- 
sibility of  bringing  this  case  before  the 
Hoa»e,  and»  by  moving  the  redaction  of 
thii?  Vole,  to  ask  the  House  to  pronounce 
a  judgment  upon  the  action  of  the  Home 
"  "Secretary  in  the  discharge  of  the  most 
lalicate  and  responsible  duty  that  could 
be  imposed  upou  him.  Lie  did  not  for 
me  moment  dispute  the  constitutional 
right  of  the  House  to  question,  to  criti- 
isG,  and,  if  necessary,  to  censure  the 
iction  of  a  Minister  in  the  performance 
of  his  duty  ;  but  he  said  in  regard  to  this 
l|»articular  duty,  so  delicate  in  its  cou- 
ditiODB  and  so  grave  in  its  consequences, 
that  the  House  should  not  take  such  a 
Duree  without  huving  the  fullest  infor- 
aation  on  the  subject  before  it.  How 
was  it  possible  for  a  Committee  uf  that 
^  House,  constituted  as  they  were  tiiat 
light,  notone  Member  of  which  had  con- 
bidered  the  evidence  or  had  bestowed 
spon  that  evidence,  as  he  had  bestowed 
"^^pon  it  in  this  particular  case,  hours  iind 
days  of  the  mo^t  minute  and  [min- 
fully  careful  consideration — how  was 
It  possible'  for  such  a  Committee  to 
lischarge  efficiently  the  duties  of  a 
^aurt  of  Criminal  Appeali?  How 
many  of  the  lion.  Members  present 
had  ever  heard  of  this  case  before 
was  brought  under  their  notice 
&y  the  ho D.  Member  that  night,  or 
liftd  read  the  evidence  which  hail  induced 
Judge  and  jury,  acting  under  a  full 
onse  of  their  responsibility,  to  find  a 
ardict  of  guilty  ?  The  only  effect  of 
tlie  hon.  Member' s  Motion  was  to  ask  the 
lonse  to  discharge  a  duty  which,  with 
best  will  in  the  world,  they  could 
ily  discharge  incompletely  and  tmper- 
ctly.  The  hon.  Member  asked  the 
louse  to  review  the  decision  of  the 
fudge  and  the  jury,  and  to  censure  him 
|or  the  action  he  had  taken  in  the  matter, 
ie  could  assure  the  Honse  that  no  duty 
possibly  be  cast  npon  a  Minister 
ilTing  a  graver  responsibility  than 
it  of  determining  whether  a  reprieve 
ithould  be  granted  or  withheld.  No  one 
who  had  not  had  such  a  responsibility 
~  »st  Ufjon  him  could  know  the  anxiety 


that  such  a  responsibility  entailed.  Al* 
though  he  did  not  complain  in  the  least 
degree  of  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  this  matter  nor  question  the 
right  of  the  House  to  determiue  that  a 
Minister  of  the  House  had  acted  wrongly, 
he  maintained  that  the  House  would  re- 
quire far  greater  information  on  the  sub- 
ject than  had  beou  laid  before  it  by  the 
hon.  Member  before  it  would  be  in  u 
position  to  appreciate  the  question  that 
had  been  raised.  He  had  felt  Ixmnd  to 
make  this  preliminary  protest  without  in 
the  least  degree  questioning  the  earnest 
belief  and  sincerit}'  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  matter.  He  would  now  pro- 
ceed to  state  to  the  House  the  circum- 
stances of  tho  case.  The  accused  was  a 
young  man  who  was  convicted  by  a  jury 
of  tho  greatest  otTence  known  to  the  law, 
that  of  shooting  at  a  girl  and  causing  her 
death.  The  case  was  not  one  in  which 
any  extenuating  circumstjinces,  such 
as  provocation,  were  alleged  to  exist 
It  was  a  case  either  of  a  most  brutal 
murder,  committed  in  the  most  deliberate 
manner,  or  it  was  the  death  of  a  woman 
occasioned  by  the  purest  accident.  The 
jiu*y  had  fonnd  the  prisoner  guilty,  and 
tho  learned  Judge  who  presided  at 
the  trial  had  expressed  his  opinion  that 
the  case  was  one  of  the  most  cruel  and 
deliberate  murders  he  had  ever  heard  of 
in  the  course  of  his  long  criminal  expe- 
rience. The  hon.  Member  might  bo  right 
in  contending  that  a  Court  of  Appeal 
ought  to  be  established  in  this 
country,  and,  for  bis  own  part,  having  to 
discharge  this  particularly  invidious  duty, 
he  would  welcome  almost  any  relorni 
that  would  take  away  from  him  some 
share  of  the  responsibility'  imposcil  upon 
him  in  the  discharge  of  this  mostgraveand 
important  duty*  But  this  was  not  a 
question  whether  or  no  it  was  desimble 
to  establish  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal. 
The  question  was  whether,  there  being 
no  sutjh  Court  in  existence,  he  waj?  bound 
in  this  particukr  case  to  overrule  the 
verdict  of  the  jury  and  the  opinion  of  the 
learned  Judge  ?  This  young  man,  who 
was  of  a  respectable  character,  and  had 
some  amount  of  inventive  genius  which 
had  enabled  him  to  invent  a  machine 
which  was  useful  in  his  branch  of  the 
cotton  trade,  lived  at  Nottingham.  He 
became  acquainted  with  the  girl  in  ques- 
tion, who  was  a  hospital  nurse  at  Liver- 
pool, hut  who  was  temporarily  staying  at 
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Nottlagliani  on    a   holiday  TiBii  to  htt 

mother.  Sho  woe  at  the  time  engaged 
to  be  iTiarried  to  a  yonng  mau  lu  her  own 
statiou  of  life.  A  few  days  before  the 
nuirder  t*be  was  invited  to  visit  the 
mother  of  the  accused,  and  it  could  not 
be  doubted  that  the  accused  fell  violently 
in  love  with  her  on  the  firet  occasion  <m 
which  they  met.  The  accused  awke^l  her 
to  conie  on  the  Saturday  morning  to  in- 
gpect  the  machine  which  he  had  invented 
Qd  which  was  at  the  mill.  On  the  io- 
Drveniijg  day  he  went  to  a  gunniaker'is 
shop  in  Nottiniij^hura  and  purehased  a 
revolver.  He  was  totally  ignorant  of 
the  use  of  firearms,  and  a?«ked  the  shop* 
man  how  the  revolver  was  to  be  loaded 
and  fired.  Later  in  the  day  he  was 
beard  in  the  mill  which  be  occupied  firing 
the  revolver  by  way  of  practice  in  order 
to  nee  how  it  worked.  On  the  Saturday 
morning,  the  girl  having  at?ked  her  mother 
to  go  with  her  to  keep  the  appointment, 
and  the  mother  having  declined  to  do  !*o, 
left  for  his  house.  He  asked  those  interested 
in  the  case  to  follow  what  happeue<L 
There  was  an  outride  staircase  leading  up 
to  tiie  set  of  rooms  in  which  the  youitg 
man  was  in  the  habit  of  working* 
8m i ill  went  up  the  t*taircatie  with  tlie 
girl,  unlocked  the  door  at  the  top,  the 
two  went  in,  and  he  locked  the  door  after 
them.  They  then  went  up  to  the  other 
room.  There  were  no  witnesses  of  what 
happeocnl  tlierc.  After  they  had  ViecD 
there  for  an  hour  and  a-half  the  person 8 
working  in  the  lower  part  of  the  mill 
heanl  Br^t  of  all  one  shot  from  a  pistol, 
and  then,  at  the  interval  of  a  minute  or 
two,  two  more  shots,  A  moment  after- 
wards the  girl  Ava^  «een  to  force  her  way 
through  the  locked  door  and  to  rush  down 
the  stairs  into  the  yard  of  the  mill  hold- 
ing hor  hand  to  her  throat,  in  which  she 
was  wounded.  She  staggered  across  the 
yard  itito  the  atreot,  where  she  fell  suffer- 
ing from  the  wound,  which  afterwards 
ived  fatal.  At  least  five  minutes 
ter  the  girl  had  left  the  building  the 
'tnan  walked  unconcernedly  down  the 
gtaircii^e.  He  did  not  hasten  after  the 
girl  s  he  ma*le  no  attempt  to  succour 
her  ;  lie  did  not  even  attempt  to  find  out 
where  she  had  gone ;  he  did  not  make 
any  inquiry  as  to  what  was  her  condi- 
tion or  the  state  of  her  wounds.  The 
girl-s  dress  was  torn  in  a  way  which 
showed  there  had  been  some  struggle 
betw^een  her  and  someone  else.     He  did 
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act  think  there  could  be  anj  doubt  llial 
the  facts  were  totally  i  neons  is  tent  with 
the  theory  of  accident.  It  wa^  e  vide  tit 
that  tlie  mau  had  made  improper  a4- 
vances  to  the  girl ;  that  on  her  resist- 
ing he  fired  the  6ri*t  shot ;  that  as  she 
fled  from  tiie  room  he  fired  the  two 
succeeding  shoti^t  in  the  hope  of  complet- 
ing the  work  he  had  done.  There  were 
two  stairs  leading  up  to  thestairctkse,  aaid 
one  of  the  two  succee*ling  ahots  wan 
foxmd  upon  the  lower  staircase  embedded 
ill  the  wall,  proving  that  the  mau  had 
pursued  her.  These  were  the  facts  upon 
which  the  jury  were  asked  to  believe 
that  the  man  and  the  girl  were  examining 
tlie  pistol  together,  that  in  some  kind  of 
play  he  presented  the  pistol  at  her,  thai 
the  pistol  went  ofi',  and  that  ^he  had  been 
accidentaUy  shot ;  they  were  asketl  to 
believe  that  tlie  affair  was  not  the  result 
of  design.  Was  there  any  hoo.  Geiiik* 
mau  in  the  House  who  would  have  come 
to  that  conclusion  ?  He  thought  there 
was  the  strongest  possible  evidence  of 
design  ;  design,  in  the  first  instjince,  in 
the  original  purchase  of  the  pistol,  ami 
design  8till  more  deliberate  in  its  chariie- 
ter  in  firing  not  only  a  single  shot,  but  a 
successiou  of  shotti  when  he  had  failed  to 
accomplish  his  purpoee.  He  was  exceed- 
ing sorry  his  lion.  Friend,  speaking  in 
the  interest  of  the  relatives  of  the  young 
man,  had  compelled  him  to  recite  the^e 
facts  to  the  House.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  no  good  purpose  had  been 
served  either  in  his  interest  or  in  the  in- 
terest  of  the  public  by  going  over  tht 
terrible  story  again.  It  was  true  the 
girl,  after  she  was  shot,  made  iuconsistenl 
statements  as  to  the  circumstances.  In 
one  of  those  statements  she  sought  to 
exonerate  the  man,  while  in  others  she 
deliberately  declared  that  tlie  presently 
of  tJie  pistol  and  the  firing  of  the  sin 
was  of  set  purpose*  He,  on  those  fai 
was  askoil  to  reverse  the  decisiou 
which  the  jury  had  come  to  on 
the  evidence  adduced  before  them 
after  severe  cross  -  examination.  Wgj> 
there  any  hon.  Member  who  would 
have  incurred  that  resj>onsibflity  ?  He 
should  be  very  glad  if  he  could  b# 
spared  the  pain  and  anxiety  of  deter* 
miuing  these  questions.  In  this  case  be 
was  satisfied,  and  he  assured  the  Com* 
mittee  now  that  having,  as  he  had^  other 
means  of  knowledge  l^jside^  those  whicb 
were  actually  presented  to  the  jury,  and 


Mr,  A4gmth 
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^^hrbich,  liQviug  been  cQnveyed  to  bim  in 
^Hloiifideace,  lie  was  not  able  to  divulge,  he 
I^Hwas  satisfied  that  this  wa8  a  junt  venUct. 
^^Pahiftil  and  distasteful  as  it  always  wa$ 
to  allow  the  extreme  sentence  of  the  law 
to  be  carried  out,  he  felt  he  had  no 
alteruative.  Ha  did  not  rely,  aud  he  did 
not  a^k  the  House  to  rely,  on  the  other 
iu formation  he  pogseased.  He  asserted 
that,  from  the  faetti  as  they  were  pre- 
sented to  the  jury  and  as  he  had  detailed 
them,  he  believed  this  wan  a  case  m 
which  the  jury  were  amply  ju?9 titled  in 
coming  to  the  %^erdict  they  arrived  at. 
Ha  felt  be  Bhould  have  been  tuking  a 
most  unwarrantable  respoui^ibihty  if,  in 
the  exerci.'5e  of  the  prerogative  of  mercy, 
he  had  reversed  tlie  decisiou  to  which  the 
jury  came. 

Mr.  BALLANTINE  said,  that  facts 

kdiicli  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  as 

[uncoutroverteil  were  certainly  contested 

in  every   way.     One   of   them   was  not 

stated  at  the  trial  at  alL      The  locking 

of  the  door  was  suggested  by  the  learned 

Tudge  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  poor 

iroman    was    able,    in    almo^st    a   dying 

Condition,  to  get  out  of  the  room.      That 

lid  uot  look  a8  if  there  was  any  obstacle 

in  her  way.     A^  to  a  shot  being  tired  ou 

the  staircase  it  had   already  been   shown 

that  the  man   had   been   practising  with 

^^the  revolver  the  night   before  ;  and  with 

^■regard  to  f.he  dres.^  being  torn,  there  was 

^^no  suggestion  at  the  trial  that  the  prisoner 

had  attempted  any  violence  on  the  girl. 

The  suggestion  was  thrown  out  by  the 

Judge,  and  it  was  a  suggestion  by  w4iich 

the  jury  were  impressed  to  give  a  verdict 

against    the    prisoner.      He   maintained 

that  the  dying  statement  of  the  woman 

I      was  sutficient  to  exonerate  the  prisoner. 

^p    Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON,  while  agreeing 
^that  the  responsibility  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary ought  not  to  be  interfered  with  if 
possible,   regretted  the  unfortunate  tone 
I      |u    which    the    right    hoo.    Gentleman 
^Htreated  the  case.      He  trusted  he  would 
^Hkdopt  a  milder  tone  iu  future.      He  very 
much  regretted  also  that  he  left  out  of 
his  speech  the  fact  that  the  jury  recom- 
mended the  prisoner  to  mercy*     He  ought 
also  to  have  told  them  whether  he  ever 
thought  of  dealing  with  the  recommenda- 
tiou   of    the   Judges    in    regard    to    the 
formatiou  of  a  Criminal  Court  of  AppeaL 

The   deputy  CHAIRMAN  (Mr. 
)^Connur)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
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tion. 

Mil.  A,  C.  MORTON  said,  he  thought 
in  this  case  there  were  sufficient  reasons 
for  some  delay  for  further  inquiry.  His 
opinion  was  that  they  as  Representatives 
of  the  ruUion  had  a  right  to  bring  these 
matters  forward. 

Sir  W.  HARCOCKT  said  that, 
having  for  five  years  endured  the  terrible 
responsibility  which  was  now  thrown 
upon  his  rigbt  hon.  Friend,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  remarks  made  by  the 
Member  for  Peterborough.  When  he 
himself  had  the  responsibility  of  deter- 
mining the  question  of  life  and  death  and 
advising  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  he  always  did  protest,  and 
always  should  protest,  against  a  body 
which  was  really  incompetent  to  dis- 
charge the  duty,  attempting  to  interfere 
with  the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary 
of  »State.  If  they  did  not  trust  the 
Secretary  of  State  iu  matters  of  this  kind, 
let  him  be  removed  from  his  office.  That 
was  the  alternative.  The  House  of 
Commons  could  not  rejudge  the  fact ;  it 
had  not  the  material  :  and  to  weaken  his 
authority  and  discredit  him  iu  public 
estimation  iu  the  exercise  of  his  respon- 
sibility was  u  public  dauger  and  evil.  He 
hud  always  appealed  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  when  questions  of  this  kind 
had  been  raised,  not  to  attempt  to  exer- 
cise functions  for  which  they  were  ab- 
solutely unfit.  It  was  a  very  proper 
question  to  determine  whether  the  House 
ought  or  ought  uot  to  leave  such  respon- 
sibility with  the  Secretary  of  State^  or 
whether  they  should  put  it  elsewhere ; 
Imt,  as  long  as  that  responsibility  rested 
upon  him,  the  House  must  strengthen 
the  Home  Secretary's  hands.  He  hopeil 
the  House  would  in  the  future,  as  he  was 
happy  to  say  it  always  had  done  in  the 
past,  discourage  such  discussions  on  all 
occasions, 

Mk.  STORE V  disagreed  entirely  in 
the  attitude  taken  by  the  ChanciUor  of 
the  Exchequei".  He  hail  never  heard  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  upon  a  serious 
matter,  adopt  such  a  tone,  and  he  trusted 
ho  never  shoidd  again.  He  justified  the 
raising  of  the  subject  all  tlie  more,  as 
many  persons  felt  a  mistake  had  beeu 
made.  Suppose  that,  when  challenged 
in  the  name  of  the  people,  the  Homo 
Secretary  had  been  unable  to  make  out  a 
case   which    this    House    could    accept^ 

3  0 
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would  not  the  Leader  of  tbe  House  have 

felt  that  the  hon*  Member  was  amply 
justified  in  bringing  the  case  forward  ? 
That  was  tbe  condemnation  of  tbe  tone 
which  the  Lender  of  the  House  had 
adopted.  Although  his  hon.  Friend 
seemed  to  make  out  a  strong  case,  jet  on 
the  whole  the  House  would  probably 
feel  they  might  safely  leave  this  and 
probably  other  matters  in  the  bauds  of 
the  Home  Secretary. 

CoMMAXDEK  BETHELL  (York,E.R., 
Holderuess)  said,  he  agreed  with  tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Excbe<juer  that  a  Home 
Secretary's  conduct  in  a  ease  of  this  kind 
ought  uot  to  be  called  in  question  by  an 
Assembly  like  the  House  of  Commons. 
lu  his  opinion,  the  tone  of  tbe  Home 
Secretary's  speech  was  sympathetic  as 
well  as  firm. 

•Mil.  STUART  -  WOR TLEY  said, 
that  he  had  a  lively  recollection  of  other 
cases  of  a  similar  kind,  in  connection 
with  which  attempts  to  invoke  the  inter- 
vention  of  that  House  had  not  ended 
more  satisfactorily  than  tbe  present 
attempt.  He  remembered  specially  one 
case  ID  which  not  only  wa.s  an  appeal 
made  to  passion  and  prejudice  in  that 
House,  but  in  which  the  appeal  was 
carried  even  to  the  platform.  He  adapted 
the  doctrine  laid  down  by  both  the  right 
hou.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  the 
inability  of  that  House  to  judge  those 
cases  rightly.  Those  doctrines  would  be 
remembered  as  occasion  might  require, 

Mr.  a.  C,  MORTON  said,  he  dis- 
agreed with  the  remarks  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  as  to  their  right 
to  speak  on  these  occasious.  The  Home 
Secretary  was  only  human.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  a  right  to  review 
the  decision  of  a  Judge  and  jury,  surely 
the  House  of  Commons  had  a  right  to 
review  the  conduct  of  the  Homo  Secre- 
tary. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witbdrawa. 

Original  Question  agaiu  proposed. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
sbire,  Eifion)  called  attention  to  the 
recent  appointment  of  two  Inspectors  of 
Slate  Quarries.  The  Home  Secretary,  he 
said,  had  selected  two  men  whose  expe- 
rience was  limited  to  the  underground 
quarries  in  Merionethshire,  and  wh6  had 
no  experience  of  tbe  open  slate  quames 
of  Carnarvonshire.  In  reply  to  questiou^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  tbal^ 
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one  of  these  gentlemen^  Mr.  WiUiAmd^ 
had  some  practical  knowledge  of  open 
quaiTies.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  only 

experience  which  Mr.  Williams  had  oJF 
such  quarries  was  such  as  he  had 
obtained  as  a  lad  iu  splitting  slateaw 
But  the  knowledge  required  for 
spltfting  folates  was  very  diflbrent 
from  that  required  lor  blasting  rock. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  made  an 
attempt  to  show  that  the  quarries  in 
Merionethshire  were  not  altogether  uii* 
dergrottnd,  and  he  had  said  that  Mr, 
Williams  hud  had  experience  in  the  open 
quarries.  But  it  wjus  in  controvertible 
that  the  ouly  experience  he  had  ever  ha4t 
was  that  of  picking  up,  when  a  lad,  odd 
pieces  of  sbito  and  splittiug  them  into 
slates.  The  work  of  splitting  the  slatetJ 
had  no  relation  to  the  ditficult  ami 
onerous  duty  of  blasting  down  the  rock, 
and  it  might  as  well  be  t^aid  that  dealing 
with  slates  at  a  Pimlico  wharf  gave  a 
practical  experience  of  working  in  an 
open  quarry.  He  bad  also  to  complam 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  one 
of  his  replies  rather  misled  tbe  House, 
be  belie vetl  unkuowiugly.  He  (Mr, 
Roberts),  in  a  que^^tion  he  put  to  him 
the  other  day,  in  order  to  emphasise  the 
force  of  bis  objectiou,  uske*i  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  quarry  men 
in  underground  quarries  in  Merioneth- 
shire numbered  only  4,200,  whereas  there 
were  over  8,000  iu  the  Carnarvonshire 
open  quarries.  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man said  that  that  was  so  ;  that  the 
number  in  Merionethshire  was  odIj 
4,200,  but  he  said  that  half  of  them 
worker!  above  ground.  Thai  led  the 
House  to  suppose  that  half  tbe  quarriet 
in  Merionethshire  were  open  quarries. 
That  was  not  so.  Half  the  quarry  men 
were  slate  pickers,  and  iu  tbe  only  open 
quarry  in  Merionethshire  not  above  lOO 
men  were  employed.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary justified  his  refusal  to  appoint  a 
man  who  had  bad  equal  experience  of 
opeu  quarries  in  Carnarvonshire  by  the 
contention  that  Mr.  Williams^  the  gen- 
tlemau  appointed,  had  sufficient  expe- 
rience of  open  quarries,  as  he  had  deli- 
vered a  course  of  lectures  iu  geology. 
Never  was  a  weaker  reason  given.  The 
other  reason  was  weaker  still — ^thst  the 
gentleman  appoiuted  had  written,  or  was 
engaged  iu  writing,  a  treatise  on  slate 
quarries,  Tbe  rustic  mind  was  apt  to 
regard  with  awe  a  mun  who  had  written 


1457  Suppljf^Cimi  ServUei,    (17  AuGDat  1894}  ^c.^  Estimates.  145« 

a  book,  and  the  Home  Office  seemed  to 
share  that  awe.  But  the  Home  Secre* 
tarj  must  know  that  in  the  profession  he 
adorned  there  were  many  men  who  had 
written  liooks,  but  had  oever  held  a  brief 
in  their  lives.  He  would  point  out  that 
it  was  more  difficult  to  ascertain  impend- 

,  ing  daugers5  from  landslips  in  connection 

^irith  open  quarries  than  it  was  in  the 
I  underground   quarries,  and  even 

fftrperieoced  managers  of  open  quarries 
had  frequently  to  call  in  assistance.  To 
jtidge  of  danger  in  open  quarries 
required  the  greatest  amount  of 
practical  experience.  Ho  did  not  object 
to  Mr,  Williams.  He  knew^  he  was  a 
cultivated  man,  a  good  geologist,  and  a 
geientitie  man,  but  the  Homo  Secretary 
practically  admitted  that  his  practical 
knowletlgo  was  iusutficient,  because  he 
appointed  another  man,  who  was  a  work- 
ing quarry  man,  from  Festiuiog,  tbe  very 
district  \vhere  Mr,  Williams  himself  was 
bred  and  Iwrn.  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  have  appointed  one  In- 
spector for  the  Caruarvou  district  who 
had  experience  of  open  quarries,  and  one 
for  Festiniog  ;  and  that  both  had  been  ap- 
pointed from  Festiniog  was  nothing  less 
than  a  scandal.  It  was  so  felt  in  Car- 
narvon, and  even  in  Festiniog  it  was  con- 
gidered  a  hardship  and  injustice  to  Car- 
narvonshire.     He  therefore  moved  to  re- 

[dace  the  vote  by  £100, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  £60,813  be  granted  for  the  said 
Service." — {Mr.  Bryn  Roberts,) 

♦Mk.   ASQUITH  :    I  can  assure  my 

hon.   Friend   that   I   have  no  particular 

awe  or  reverence  for  a  person  who   has 

written  a  book.       I  never  wrote  a  hook 

myself,  and  I  do  not  think   the  writing 

of  a  book  is  eitlier  a  qualification  or  a 
I  disqualification  for  such  offices  as  those 

to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers.       The 

answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  is  very  simple. 

I  appointed  these  two  Inspectors  to  meet 
[the  legitimate  demand  of  the  people  of 

Korth  Wales,  and  in  making  the  appoint- 
ment I  did  not  have  regard  to  any  par- 
ticular county.  Of  all  the  applications 
I  -which  were  sent  in  to  me  I  came  to  the 

conchisioa  that  the  two  persons  whom 

I  appointed  were  the  two  persons  beet 
iqualitiod  to  discharge  the  duty,  both  as 
j  regards  open  and  as  regards  underground 
[elate  quarries.  Mr.  Williams  has  the 
idouble  advantage   of   not  only  beii 
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practical  quarryman,  trained  and  ex  peri- 
en  eed  in  the  work,  but  of  having  in  hUk 
latter  years  acquired  a  cousiderablo 
amount  of  scientific  knowledge.  Hois 
a  geologist  of  repute,  and  has  devoted 
bimself  to  the  study  of  quarrying  in  all 
its  branches,  both  in  Wales  and  in  other 
countries.  This  gentleman  was  strongly 
recommended  from  Carnarvonshire,  and, 
if  I  do  not  mistake,  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
lier^s  own  colleague  in  the  representation 
of  that  couuty. 

Mr.  bryn  ROBERTS  did  not  say 
the  appointment  was  not  a  good  one- 
Ile  believed  Mr.  Williams  was  a  good 
Inspector,  but  Ijis  contention  was  that 
there  ought  to  be  an  Inspector  having  a 
practical  knowledge  of  the  open  quarry 
system  in  Carnarvonshire.  In  making 
this  appointment,  regartl  had  been  paid 
only  to  the  state  quarries  of  Merioneth- 
shire. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir    E.   ASHME ad  -  BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,  Ecelesall)  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  an  answer  the  Home 
Secretary  gave  in  the  House  the  previous 
Jay  iu  reply  to  a  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Mem  her  for  Oxford  University  with 
regard  to  the  treatment  of  anarchists  by 
this  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  asked  whether  foreign  countries  were 
not  dissatisfied  with  the  inaction  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  their  refusal 
to  pass  special  legislation  dealing  with 
anarchists.  From  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
inan*s  answer  the  House  would  gather 
that  no  dissatisfaction  was  expressed 
abroad  on  this  question,  pdr.  Asqoith  : 
No.]  That  was  the  tone  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  answer.  Ho  merely 
wished  to  say  that  anyone  who  had 
taken  note  of  the  expression  of  opinion 
by  the  foreign  Press  and  by  speakers  lU 
foreign  Legislatures,  would  have  realised 
that  the  very  greatest  dissatisfaction  hvA 
been  expressed  abroad  at  the  inaction  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  The  feeling 
which  prevailed  universally  abroad  with 
regard  to  their  inaction  could  \>^  l>est 
described  iu  the  following  sentence  from 
the  Journal  des  Delmts — 

'*  All  other  Governments  have  done  their  duty. 
Unhappily,  British  optiniism  mak^s  their  task 
moffi  difficult,  inasmuch  as  the  anarchists  have 
full  liberty  in  London  to  prepare  their  out- 
ra^s," 
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He  asked  the  Home  Secretary  whether  it 
waa  tnie,  as  stated  in  the  Press,  that  a 
large  niiml:>er  of  foreigu  anarchists  who 
had  beea  deported  from  their  owu  coim» 
tries  had  lately  ivrrived  in  this  couatrv  ? 

^Mr.  PAUL  {Edinburgh,  S,)  :  Perhaps, 
before  my  riglit  hon.  Friend  replies  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  1  may  ask 
him  another  question  on  the  same  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  M timber  referred  to  the 
necessity  of  special  legislation  in  regard 
to  anarchists.  I  slionld  like  to  ask  my 
right  hon.  Friend  whether  the  most 
Tahmble  piece  of  legislation  against  anar- 
chists waa  not  the  Explosive  Snbataiices 
Act,  which  was  <!arriod  through  this 
House  in  1883  by  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  resolutely  and 
bitterly  opposed  by  Lord  Salisbury  in  the 
House  of  Lords  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  t  I  believe  the  state- 
ment of  my  htm.  Friend  is  perfectly 
accurate.  With  reference  to  the  question 
put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I 
have  to  say  we  are  not  in  the  habit  in 
this  country  of  regulating  our  poh'cy 
according  to  the  irresponsible  utterances 
of  foreign  journalists  ;  antl,  so  far  as  I 
know,  there  is  no  foundation  for  the 
statement  as  to  which  ho  asks  me  a 
question. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  had 
intendetl  to  ask  for  some  information  with 
regard  to  the  scale  of  fees  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  Magistrates.  As  h^  did  not 
desire  to  delay  the  Vote,  he  would  do  it 
on  the  Report  stage,  and,  perhaps,  by 
that  time  the  Home  Secretary  would 
have  found  out  he  did  write  a  book  and 
that  it  was  well  worth  the  money. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

10»  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed. 

**That  a  sum*  not  exceediug  ^iO.G^,  be 
granted  to  Her  Miijeaty.  to  complete  the  Bum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charg:©  which  will  oome 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3 1  fit  4tiiy  of  Marchf  181^5,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  l>epartment  of  Her 
Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs," 

♦Sir  a  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forej^t  of  Dean)  »aid,  there  were  several 
matters  which  presented  themselves  for 
consideration  on  this  Vote  which  there 
was  no  other  opportunity  of  properly 
oon»idering.  Among  these  were  one  or 
two  relating  to  Africa  which  arose  only 
on  this  Vote,  and  did  not  arise  on  Class 

Sir  E.  AMhmead'bnrticfi 


y^j  where  some  other  subjects  relating  to 
Africa  could  be  properly  diBCUssed,  It 
was  not  his  intention  to  place  before  the 
Committee  any  statement  on  the  snbject 
of  the  Congo  negotiations  which  had 
been  brought  to  a  close  by  the  Treaty 
between  France  and  the  Congo  Statew  an 
Mccount  of  which  appeared  in  tlio  news- 
papers a  day  or  two  ago.  But  not  holding 
the  views  upon  the  subject  matter  of 
annexation  which  were  popular  in  that 
House,  he  felt  it  was  rather  for  tho^e 
who  held  stronger  views  than  ho  did  him- 
self to  bring  that  matter  before  the 
Houijie.  He  could  not,  however,  avoid 
saying,  and  he  thought  the  Committee 
generally  would  feel,  that  a  great  mis^take 
was  made  in  the  hurried  manner  in  which 
the  Congo  Treaty  was  concluded  by  Her 
Majesty  ^8  Government.  W  hat  ever  view 
they  held  as  regarded  Africjiu  annexation^ 
they  cuuhl  not  have  failed  to  »ee  that  an 
arrangement  which  united  France  and 
Germany  in  opposition,  as  it  were,  to  na 
was  a  very  unwise  arrangement  for  this 
country,  and  he  regretted  that  ?nch  au 
arrangement  should  have  been  come  to  by 
Hej'  Majesty ^s  Government.  He  should 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  an  African  subject — he  meant  the  ter* 
ritory  of  the  Niger  Chartered  Company — 
which  they  had  no  opportunity  of  men- 
tioning on  any  other  Vote  on  the 
Estimates,  because  there  was  no  charges 
for  any  salary  in  connection  with  these 
territories,  and  it  did  not  arise,  therefore, 
in  Class  V.  at  all.  The  Charters  of  th« 
Chartered  Companies  which  had  been 
granted  at  various  times  by  Her  Majesty'* 
Government  were  four  in  number^  of 
which  three  were  African.  The  first 
two  of  these  Charters  of  modern  time* 
which  were  granted  by  the  Government 
were  granted  by  a  Liberal  Administra- 
tion and  the  last  two  by  a  Conservative 
Administration.  Both  great  Parriee^ 
therefore,  had  united  in  this  modern 
policy  of  granting  Charters.  The  first 
was  the  Charter  of  the  Borneo  Company, 
which  was  discussed  in  the  House  And 
in  regard  to  which  there  waa  a  good  deal 
of  op|K>sition  on  the  Conservative  side. 
It  was  provided,  largely  in  conseqnence 
of  the  objections  which  were  raised  in 
regard  to  that  Charter,  that  very  full  in- 
formation should  be  given  from  time  to 
time  to  the  Government.  What  he  had 
to  allege  with  regard  to  t.\ie  Niger 
Charter — the   second   of   these   ch^ueis 
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grunted,  and  also  granted  by  Mr*  Glad- 
stone's AUmiuistTation — was  that  the 
Uoufie  and  the  roimtry  were  left  in  total 
ignorance  of  the  proceedings  of  that  Cam- 
pany,  and  so  far  as  they  had  been  able  to 
gather  any  information  with  regard  to 
its  proceedings  that  information  was  of  a 
character  to  make  them  somewhat 
au^ions  and  alarni  them  aa  to  both  what 
might  be  called  the  domestic  and 
the  foreign  afifairs  of  that  Company, 
He  had  complained  previously  in  the 
House  that  as  to  the  territories  which 
were  administered,  whether  by  Charter 
or  protectorate,  under  the  Foreign  Office, 
they  did  not  give  so  much  information 
to  thJg  House,  and  were  not,  he  feared, 
governed  on  so  gofwi  a  system  as  those 
which  were  administered  through  the 
Colonial  Office.  The  Colonial  Office 
WHS  naturally  more  in  the  habit  of  deal- 
ing with  territories  of  this  kind  than  ihe 
Foreign  Office,  and  he  feared  they  were 
departing  considerably  from  what  had 
been  the  past  and  should  be  the  present 
policy  of  the  country  by  allowing  terri- 
tories of  this  kind  to  \m  permanently 
administered,  although  they  were  quasi- 
colonies,  through  the  Foreign  Office* 
With  regard  to  the  Niger  Company,  of 
which  he  was  specially  complaining  at 
the  present  moment,  they  were  really  in 
total  want  of  information  as  to  the  pro- 
cee«ling8  of  that  Company,  and  the  state- 
men  ts  which  the  Company  themselves 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  ?^hareholders 
were  meagre  in  the  extreme,  and  unsatis- 
factory  as  far  as  they  went.  There  was 
a  good  deal  of  evidence  to  show  that 
there  was  much  hypocrisy  about  their 
proceedings  in  Africa  in  connection  with 
the  Chartered  Companies  and  their  rela- 
tions to  the  natives.  We  were  parties 
to  agreements  between  European  Powers 
which  were  founded  on  a  desire  to  put 
down  slavery  and  the  Slave  Trade,  the 
sale  of  drink,  and  the  purchase  of  arras 
and  gunpowder,  and  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  reason  to  believe  that  we  our- 
selves, and  other  countries  also,  were 
violating  those  provisions  to  which  we 
had  put  our  hands.  In  this  particular 
case  of  I  he  Niger  Company  there  was 
much  evidence  to  show  that  the  Company 
got  a  large  portion  of  its  revenue  from 
the  sale  of  drink  and  in  defiance  of  the 
principles  to  which  this  country  had  put 
its  band*  They  had  no  opportunity, 
except  on  ibis  Vote,  of  scrutinising  the 


proceedings  of  the  Company.  There  w 
no  salary  paid  in  connection  with  it,  an< 
it  could  only  be  discussed  because  of  tf 
connection  of  the  Foreign  Office  with  ii 
When  they  went  into  the  Berlin  Agr© 
ment  it  was  in  the  name  of  philanthrop; 
and  for  the  purpose  largely  of  putting 
down  the  sale  of  drink,  and  of  arms  and 
gunpowder  to  the  natives  of  Africa.  He 
was  bound  to  say  he  believed  they  might 
have  done  l>etter  if  they  hod  left  Portugal 
in  possession  of  tiie  large  portion  of  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa  over  which  she 
formerly  exercised  a  certain  sway,  and 
which  they  intended  to  recognise  by  the 
Treaty  which  was  matle  lie t ween  thj 
country  and  Portugal,  but  never  ratilied 
account  of  the  objections  taken  to 
If  they  had  had  a  weiiker  Power  the 
coming  under  new  engagements  to  the 
selves  to  which  they  should  have  beei 
able  to  keep  that  Power,  he  thought  they 
would  have  done  better  in  the  interests 
of  the  natives  than  they  had  through  a 
Chartered  Company  of  their  own.  On© 
of  the  highest  authorities  on  Africa,  M 
Silva  White,  the  Secretary  to  the  Royi 
Scottish  Geographical  Society,  had  written 
perhaps  the  best,  or  one  of  the  best,  books 
upon  the  pusition  of  Africa  and  the 
recent  arrangements  there.  M\%  Silva 
White  ha<l  quoted  another  l>ook  called 
Chrisiianiiif^  Ishim^  and  ike  Negro  Rem 
written  by  a  man  who  was  a  negro, 
statesman,  a  scholar,  and  a  Christiai 
who  had  said  this  with  regard  to  o 
proceedings  on  the  West  Coast 
Africa — 

"  Islam  is  ttill  the  most  intelligent  forc6 
Africa,  and  it  sees  Christmn  Earop©  preachin 
its  noble  iloctrine,  but  pmctiainK  the  revenwi  < 
it,  by  conniving  at  slavery  while  preten<iiiig  f 
suppress  it,  and  by  introthictug  the  accars< 
traffic  in  gin  and  ifunpowder.  He  sees  lelu  ^ 
preachini^  temperance  and  practising  it.  He 
fsces  Europeans  sinking  to  the  level  of  the 
natives  and  Mabommetlarif^,  raising  the  latter 
up  to  their  own  level.-' 

That  is  what  Mr.  Silva  White  said 
briefly  with  regard  to  the  proceodiug«  of 
this  country,  and  generally  of  their  pro- 
ceedings on  the  West  Coast,  aud  Mr^ 
Silva  White  himself  i»aid  that  the  gi| 
trade  was  now  associated  in  the  natin 
mind  with  Christianity,  The  Roy« 
Niger  Company  was  a  monopolia 
Formerly  t  lie  re  were  a  large  number 
Liverpool  traders  and  native  traders  < 
the  river,  but  they  had  all  been  bought 
up*      Nobody  was  now    navigating  the 
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river  except  the  Company,  and  even  tbe 

int^sionarie^  for  a  long  time  were  uot 
allowed  to  navigate  it.  Such  a  motioply 
as  this,  he  thought,  ought  to  lead  to 'the 
iioDual  presentation  to  Parliament  of  very 
full  accounts.  Mem  here  onght  to  know 
exactly  what  was  being  done  by  snt*h  a 
Company  uuder  ench  coiulitiona.  The 
account*  laid  before  the  «hareholderB  of  the 
Company  at  the  meetings  threw  very  little 
light  upoii  their  proceedings,  as  all  tbe  large 
items,  snch  at^  the  sale  of  gunpowder,  the 
sale  of  drink*  and  the  sale  of  arms  were 
muddled  up  together,  so  that  no  informa- 
tiou  could  be  extracted  from  them.  From 
all  he  could  hear,  there  waw  practically 
no  law  admiiiifttereil  hy  the  Company 
exeept  in  one  epot,  and  the  officials  in 
the  iuterior  were  uucou^rolh^d  and  could 
do  absolutely  its  they  pleased.  There 
could  \\e  uo  doubt  that  a  very  large  part 
of  the  Company's  profits  wan  derived 
from  the  sale  of  cheap  Gennan  spirit. 
The  Company  posed  before  the  worhl  as 
philanthropists,  l>ccause  they  were  not 
selbng  spirits  in  a  portion  of  their  sphere 
of  iufiueuee — that  wa;?  to  say,  in  the  upper 
portion  of  tl»o  Niger,  The  reason  wnt^ 
that  tbe  whole  of  the  population  there 
was  Mahommedaii,  and  that  they  would 
uot  allow  th«  sale  of  drink  among>^t 
them.  In  the  lower  portitui  of  the  river  it 
seemed  to  him  that  tnc  Company  pushed 
the  sale  of  drink  iu  every  way  tliey  could. 
They  flooded  the  lower  portion  of  the 
river  with  fipiriti* ;  they  imported  as  many 
cheap  muskets  as  they  could,  and  ibey 
sold  these  guns  and  gunpowder  to  the 
natives.  Slavery  ccmtiuued  to  exint 
throughout  the  Corupaoy's  i^phere  e^tactly 
ad  it  existeil  before  the  Compauy  went 
there.  One  of  the  difficultic?^  in  dealing 
at  the  Foreign  Office  with  Chartered 
Companies  was  that  the  Foreign  Office 
did  not  put  down  slavery  as  the  Colonial 
Office  did.  The  Company  at  its  meeting 
thia  year  sliowed  a  profit' of  £70,000  ou 
the  credit  feiile,  and  a  (i  per  cent,  dividend. 
Of  course,  as  long  as  this  dividend  was 
paid  J  the  -shareholders  did  not  ask  ques- 
tions ;  but  they  posed  as  philanthropists, 
because  they  said  that  thet^e  commercial 
results  were  obtained,  uotwith^tauding  the 
restriction  of  the  liquor  iniffic,  and  that 
the  liquor  traffic  did  not  iu  the  case 
of  the  Company,  as  it  did  in  the 
caee  of  other  colonies,  form  the  main 
staple  of  revenue.  He  thought  this 
etatement  was  far  from  the  truth.   There 
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Wft8  another  matter  of  the  deepest  im- 
portance he  wished  to  refer  to— nftroeljii 
the  tW/rt  Nicn  Parkcl  case.  This  wait 
a  case  in  whicii  compensation  had  beeK 
a9ke<l  for  against  the  Dutch  Govern  men 
on  hehaJf  of  New  South  Wales,  and  the 
New  South  Wales  Assembly  had  takeiij 
the  matter  up  very  strongly  inde 
Her  Majesty 'ii  Government  had  admitted 
the  sti^ength  of  the  claim,  and  had  in- 
siiitetl  upon  compensation  being  paid  by 
the  Dutch  Government  to  the  captain  of 
tbe  i!ihip  that  was  seized.  The  (Govern- 
ment had  s?tateil  that  in  their  opinion 
very  great  carelest^uess  had  been  shown  by 
tbe  representatives  of  the  Dutch  Govern* 
ment,  aud  tbey  had  presses  I  the  Dutch 
Government  for  com{>ensation  amounting 
to  £2,oOO.  Considerable  delay  hiwl  oc- 
curred, aud  he  thought  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ought  uot  to  permit  any 
further  delay.  The  ca»e  was  exciting 
very  strong  feeling  indeed,  not  in  New 
South  Wales  alone,  but  throughout  the 
Australian  Colotiies,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Government  ought  to  pre;^?^ 
very  strongly  for  the  immodiate  payment 
of  the  money.  There  wa?*  one  other 
matter  which  he  had  no  doubt  would  be 
dealt  with  abundantly  by  other  ^poaker^ 
— namely,  the  Papers  that  came  out 
yesterday  with  regard  to  atfairs  in  Slam. 
These  Papers  had  reference  to  an  early 
period,  and  did  not  bring  affairs  down  to 
the  present  time.  The  attitude  taken  up 
by  the  Government  in  the  early  stages  of 
the  negotiations  was  satisfactory,  but  the 
matter  could  not  rest  where  it  was. 
Information  must  he  given  to  bring  the 
position  down  to  within  the  pas?t  few 
monthi«. 

Mr.  J,  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  ?^aid,  he  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  his  final  observations  on 
the  subject  of  Siam.  A  group  of  Papers 
dealing  with  the  matter  had  only  reached 
him  that  morning,  aud  he  had  not  been 
able  to  give  that  elaborate  study  to  them 
which  lie  bbt)uld  fcf!  it  right  to  give 
before  attempting  tt)  oHer  a  decide*! 
opinion  as  to  their  contents.  The  latest 
Despatch  brought  the  record  down  jio 
further  thnu  Ajiril  25,  Considering  that 
from  that  time  onwards  the  hon.  Mem  bur 
for  Southport  (Mr,  Curzon),  and  himself, 
and  others  had  frequently  pressed  the 
Government  to  produce  these  Papers  ;  and 
considering  that  they  had  been  told  over 
and  over  again  that  the  Papers  could  not 
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be  presented  until  tUe  wbole  matter  was 
completed,  it  certainly  was  ratlier  aston- 
iabtng  to  fiud  now  that  in  the  opinion  of 
the  GoverniTient  the  wbole  matter  waa 
fiufliciently  comploted  on  the  25th  of 
April.  If  the  matter  was  completed  at 
that  time,  surely  they  should  have  had 
the  Papers  a  good  deal  earlier.  At 
all  evont8,  they  should  have  had 
them  in  May.  It  could  not  Imve  taken 
May,  June,  July,  aud  part  of  August  to 
prepare  these  PaperH  for  presentation  to 
Parliament.  He  did  not  intend  to  blame 
the  action  of  the  Foreiffn  Office  in  the 
matter  of  those  Siamese  negotiations. 
He  van  fit  confess  that  it  id  id  not  seem  to 
him,  on  the  whole,  a  satisfactory  story  so 
far  as  be  had  been  able  to  study  the 
Blue  Book,  The  Blue  Book  opened  with 
the  statement  of  the  French  Ambassador 
that  the  Fremdi  did  not  desire  to  go  to 
Luang  Pro  bang,  aud  it  closed  with  the 
statement  that  Slam  had  lost  tbe  whole 
of  the  east  bank  of  the  Me-Kong,  and  25 
kilometres  of  the  west  bank,  aud  tbe 
military  control  over  her  own  lakes 
and  rivers  in  two  of  her  richest  provinces; 
that  she  had  had  to  pay  a  large  sum  in 
mdemnity,  and  that  she  still  found  her- 
self with  tbe  Freucb  forces  occupying  an 
important  town  not  very  far  distant, 
though  not  connected  with  tbat  portion 
of  the  country  originally  in  dispute 
between  France  and  Siam.  After  that 
statement,  which  he  believed  to  be 
perfectly  correct,  bo  could  not  say  tbat 
the  Blue  Book  disclosed  a  satisfactory 
story.  There  were  one  or  two  matters 
on  which  he  desired  to  ask  tbe  iion. 
Gentleman  opposite  a  few  questions. 
He  had  put  questions  once  or  twice 
during  the  Session  for  information  as  to 
the  progress  of  tbe  arbitration  with  the 
Portuguese  Goverument  for  the  delimita- 
tioii  of  the  Manica  plateau.  Pie  nuder* 
stood  tbat  arraugemeuts  had  been  made 
lor  tlie  submission  to  arbitration  of 
the  matters  in  dispute,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  bow  tbe  matter  was 
advancing — whether  the  terms  of  the 
arbitration  had  yet  been  agreed  on,  and 
if  the  Arbitrators  had  yet  been  appointed? 
With  regard  to  alien  Anarchists,  be  would 
ask  if  it  would  not  be  possible  to  obtain 
from  Foreign  States  in  Europe  a  statement 
of  the  laws  enforced  in  their  respective 
States  for  dealiug  summarily  with  these 
persons  ?  In  the  discussions  which  must 
iake  place  in  the  recess,  aud  which  would 
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poggibly  be  renewed  during  next  Sessioti) 
it  would  be  very  desirable  to  have  a  clear 
aud  accurate  statement  of  the  actual  laws 
in  force.  This  information  could  ba 
obtained  by  means  of  a  Circular  to 
our  Missions  abroad.  As  to  the  Uganda 
railway ^ — a  subject  to  which  he  was  sorry 
to  have  to  again  revert  this  Session — -hei 
did  not  suppose  tbe  Committee  would  1 
desire  to  have  an  elaborate  discussion  ott 
it,  but  be  could  hardly  let  the  opportunity 
pass  without  saying  again  ho\v  important 
it  was  tbat  the  Government  should  arrive 
as  soon  as  possible  at  a  decision.  He 
could  uot  believe  that  there  would  be  any 
difficulty  in  hnding  financiers  who  would 
be  ready  to  supply  the  means  if  a 
guarantee  of  interest  covering  a  certaia 
num^jcr  of  years  were  given  by  the 
Government,  as  bad  been  done  over  ac 
over  again  in  the  matter  of  Indian  rail- 
ways and  railways  in  South  Africa.  It 
must  be  rememljcred  that  Uganda  was 
three  months'  march  from  our  base,  and 
from  a  military  point  of  view  alone  this 
country  might  find  itself  iu  straits  if  it 
wiis  called  upon  to  suddenly  reinforce  the 
small  coutingent  of  troops  in  Uganda 
sliort  notice.  We  lost  Khartoum  aud  th« 
Soudan  because  of  tbe  uou  existence 
the  Suakiu-Bert>cr  railway.  He  did  not 
say  that  the  whole  distance  from  the  sea 
to  Uganda  should  be  covered  by  a  rail- 
way at  once,  but  a  portion  of  this  railway 
at  least  should  be  matle  to  Uganda,  in 
order  to  guard  against  a  gigantic  disaster 
and  to  facilitate  transport  in  the  event 
of  an  emergency.  He  would  fortify  him- 
self by  quoting  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kortbamptou  (Mr.  Labouchere),  who 
could  not  be  accused  of  any  partiality  for 
Uganda  or  the  Uganda  railway.  On  the 
last  occasion  on  which  they  discussed  the 
subject  this  siguiticant  phrase  fell  from 
the  hon.  Member — 

"Without  a  railway  our  jmnfiXAtion  of 
Uganda  is  criaunul  folljr,  antl  c«»ntrary  to  tti« 
lipst  elemeats  of  military  siratf^gy*'* 
This  was  a  view  which  he  thought  should 
commend  itself  to  the  Committee.  They 
might  be  right  or  tbey  might  be  wrong  iti 
proclaiming  a  protectorate  over  Uganda* 
That  was  past,  and  done,  and  settled. 
But  now  that  we  were  there,  surely  it 
became  our  duty  to  put  ourselves,  in  rela- 
tion to  that  country,  iu  such  a  posi- 
tion that  our  communications  might 
Ijo  cheapened  aud  more  rapidly  effected. 
And     it     should     be     borne     in     mind 
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that  the  first  portioa  of  the  journey 
towards  UgaDda,  which  was  the  most 
difficult  portioD  for  porters,  was  at  the 
same  time  the  easiest  for  a  railway  to 
travel.  The  country  was  extremely  flat, 
and  very  few  bridges  would  be  required. 
It  was  a  waterless  district,  and  by  that 
reason  an  unhealthy  district.  Until  the 
higher  ground  was  reached  it  was,  of 
course,  difHcult  and  arduous,  and  ex- 
pensive for  human  porterage  to  travel. 
He  did  not  want  to  labour  the  question 
further — indeed,  he  had  gone  further  into 
it  than  he  had  intended,  not  desiring  to 
raise  a  discussion.  He  only  wanted  to 
say  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government 
could  see  their  way  to  taking,  at  all 
events,  some  steps  towards  what  seemed 
to  him  the  natural  sequel  to  the  position 
they  had  assumed,  he  could  assure  them, 
on  behalf  of  the  Opposition,  they  would 
meet  with  nothing  but  support  at  their 
hands.  Now  he  came  to  an  important 
question,  and  that  was  the  position  in 
which  we  found  ourselves  in  the  face  of 
the  Treaty  which  had  been  entered  into 
between  the  Congo  State  and  France. 
Here  he  desired  to  associate  himself 
completely  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  our  Treaty  with  the  King 
of  the  Belgians  as  King  of  the  Congo 
State  had  had  several  holes  knocked  in 
it.  The  German  Government  had 
knocked  one  hole  in  it,  and  now  the 
French  Government  had  knocked 
another.  There  was  little  more  remain- 
ing than  there  was  of  the  paper  circle  in 
a  circus  through  which  the  columbine 
had  first  jumped  and  had  been  followed 
by  the  clown.  The  French  Government 
did  not  seem  to  him  to  have  had  a  victory 
all  along  the  line.  On  the  contrary,  they 
seemed  to  have  given  their  position 
away.  As  he  understood,  France 
had  taken  exception  to  the  Treaty 
of  this  country  with  the  Congo  on  the 
ground  that  the  Congo  State  had  no 
right  to  go  beyond  the  limits  of  territory 
assigned  at  the  time  of  the  European 
Congress  by  which  the  Congo  State  was 
built  up.  But  the  French  Government 
had  now  by  this  Treaty  acknowledged 
that  the  northern  limit  of  the  Congo 
State  extended  considerably  beyond  the 
fifth  degree  north.  The  French  Go- 
vernment bad  also  maintained  that  the 
Con^o  State  had  no  right  to  take  a  lease 
of  territory  at  all,  though  they  had  ad- 
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mitted  now  in  the  Treaty  the  right  of  the 
Congo  State  to  take  on  lease  that  portion 
of  territory  which  this  country  had  leased  to 
them  which  ran  down  to  Lake  Albert. 
By  this  agreement  France  permitted  the 
very  thing  to  be  done  that  she  herself 
took  exception  to  a  short  time  ago.  But 
the  more  important  point  to  consider  was 
where  they  found  themselves  at  the 
present  time  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  How  about  that  portion  of  the 
map  recently  circulated  and  coloured  a 
dark  brown — that  portion  leased  to  the 
Congo  Free  State,  and  the  lease  of  which 
the  Congo  Free  State  had  now  under- 
taken not  to  carry  out  ?  He  took  it  that 
our  right  to  deal  with  that  portion  of  the 
territory  was  not  affected  by  that  Treaty. 
The  right  of  the  Congo  Free  State  to 
exercise  authority  in  that  district  had 
been  recognised  by  the  action  of  the 
Congo  State  itself';  but  our  sovereign 
rights,  so  far  as  they  existed  as  sovereign 
rights,  had  not  been  touched  in  any 
degree.  That  claim,  as  he  had  said  be- 
fore, had  been  known  to  all  those  who 
had  any  interests  in  that  portion  of  the 
country  ;  that  claim  was  made  as  long 
ago  as  July,  1890,  and  it  had  been  recog- 
nised by  Germany  and  Italy  ;  it  had  been 
recognised 

An  hon.  Member  :  The  sovereign 
rights  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  No,  not  the 
sovereign  rights,  but  that  claim  to  include 
that  portion  in  our  sphere  of  influence 
had  been  recognised  by  Germany,  by 
Italy,  and,  by  the  agreement  of  the  12th 
of  May,  had  been  recognised  by  the 
Congo  Free  State  itself,  though  by  a 
subsequent  agreement  they  had  passed  a 
sort  of  self-denying  ordinance  by  which 
they  undertook  not  to  exercise  rights 
which  they  undoubtedly  possessed  in  that 
district.  That  was  the  present  position 
of  affairs,  and  he  could  hardly  believe  it 
possible  that  a  friendly  nation  should 
think  for  a  moment  or  sending  into  a 
district  where  our  rights  and  claims  were 
known  and  recognised  by  two  of  the  great 
Powers  of  Europe  and  by  the  neighbour- 
ing Power  of  the  Congo  Free  State — he 
could  hardly  believe  it  possible  that  in  a 
time  of  profound  peace  a  friendly  Power 
should  send  an  armed  force  into  the  terri- 
tory. He  knew  that  some  people  re- 
sented the  vicinity  of  a  large  French 
force,  but  he  could  hardly  believe  that  in 
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a  time  of  profound  peace  a  friendly 
Power  would  take  such  action  m  that ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  they  must  re- 
member the  doctrine  had  been  laid  down 
of  what  was  called  effective  occupation, 
and  that  it  would  become  necessary  be- 
fore very  long — to  use  a  rather  American 
slang  phrase — to  implement  our  rights 
in  that  district ;  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, not  with  the  view  of  embarrassing 
the  Government  in  any  way,  but  with  a 
view  of  obtaining  information  on  the 
matter,  ask  his  hon.  Friend  opposite 
whether  he  could  give  any  indication  of 
the  decision  of  the  Government  as  to  how 
they  proposed  to  implement  the  rights 
they  claimed  in  that  district,  which  they 
claimed  four  years  ago  and  which  had 
been  admitted  ?  He  desired  also  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  with  regard  to  Samoa.  The 
civil  war — for  he  supposed  it  was  a  civil 
war — that  was  going  on  there  had  been 
<ln^ggiiig  its  slow  length  alonci:  now  for 
some  considerable  time,  and  if  one  was 
to  judge  by  the  telegrams  one  saw  in  the 
newspapers  all  agricultural  progress — in 
fact,  all  cultivation  of  the  soil — .seemed 
to  be  at  a  standstill.  If  that  state  of 
matters  was  continued  in  Samoa  it  must 
lead  to  financial  disaster  and  the  ruin  of 
that  country.  Were  they  at  the  present 
time  negotiating  with  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  as  to  the  revision  of 
the  Samoan  Act,  and  had  any  arrange- 
ment or  agreement  yet  been  arrived  at  in 
this  matter  ?  If  so,  he  should  be  glad  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  could  inform  him 
what  that  agreement  or  arrangement 
might  be. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  take  part  in  the 
Debate,  and  he  only  rose  to  support  the 
criticism  that  had  been  passed  on  the 
Government  regarding  the  construction 
of  a  railway  in  Uganda.  They  must 
recollect  that  the  Government — he  ad- 
mitted, another  Government,  but  one  re- 
presenting this  country  in  1891 — gave  the 
East  Africa  Company  an  indication  that 
the  coDstruction  of  such  a  railway  would 
be  countenanced 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hoo.  Gentleman  there  is  a  Vote  on 
the  subject  in  Class  I.,  and,  therefore,  it 
would  not  be  in  Order  to  discuss  it  upon 
thiB  Vote. 


STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) said,  perhaps  it  would  simplify 
matters  if  he  dealt  with  the  points  that 
had  been  already  raised.  He  dared  say 
some  hon.  Members  had  it  in  their  minds 
to  deal  with  some  of  these  points,  but  he 
had  better  at  once  let  the  Committee 
know  how  much  it  was  possible  for  him 
to  say.  First  of  all,  he  would  take  the 
Niger  Company.  No  doubt  the  extension 
of  Imperial  territories  by  Chartered 
Companies  was,  theoretically,  a  very 
anomalous  procedure,  but  it  was  one  that 
had  been  well-known  to  this  country  for 
many  generations,  and  one  that  in  some 
instances  bad  been  eminently  successful  ; 
in  regard  to  many  anomalous  things  it 
seemed  to  be  part  of  the  British  character 
to  get  very  good  work  out  of  them.  At  the 
same  time,  he  should  be  the  last  to  deny 
that  there  were  inconveniences  which 
were  inseparable  from  the  action  of 
Chartered  Companies.  In  granting 
Charters  they  were  bound  to  give  a  Com- 
pany more  or  less  a  free  hand,  and  in 
giving  a  free  hand  they  ran  a  certain  risk 
of  Imperial  responsibility  being  incurred^ 
indirectly  in  the  first  place,  and  directly 
afterwards.  They  had  a  Chartered  Com- 
pany on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa  which 
had  failed  to  pay  a  dividend,  and  which 
had  to  withdraw  from  a  great  part  of  the 
territory  which  it  at  first  occupied,  and 
which,  on  that  ground,  had  been  sub- 
jected to  considerable  censure  in  this 
House.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa  they  had  this 
Niger  Company,  where  the  results  had 
been  exactly  opposite,  and  yet  it,  too, 
was  blamed.  The  Niger  Company 
occupied  the  territory,  and  there  was  a 
time  when,  if  the  Niger  Company 
had  not  occupied  the  country,  a  good 
deal  of  the  trade  might  have  been 
lost  to  this  country.  The  Niger 
Company  paid  a  dividend  ;  but  no  doubt, 
owing  to  its  strength  and  its  success,  it 
had  got  the  whole  trade  of  that  district 
into  its  own  hands,  and,  being  successful, 
it  had  raised  up  in  this  country  certain 
rivals  who  were  unfriendly  to  it.  They 
ought  to  remember  that  attacks  were 
sure  to  be  made,  not  on  account  of  any 
failure  or  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the 
Company,  but,  to  a  certain  extent,  on 
account  of  the  very  success  of  the  Niger 
Company.       Certain     supervision     was 
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exeroiBod  by  the  Foreira  Office,  ftnd  bad 
been  exercigetl  ln-rgelj  tn  fixing  the 
amount  of  duties,  and  i»iider  the  Charter, 
or  rather,  lu  face  of  tlie  fact  that  the 
Kiger  Company  could  not  be  efti<I  to  have 
violated  its  Charter,  he  fthoiiKI  not  tbiuk 
ibey  could  call  upon  it  to  be  bound  by 
couditioua  that  were  not  contained  in  the 
Charter. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  Under  its  Charter 
it  has  to  present  accouot^s  to  the  Foreign 
Office. 

iSiR  E.  GREY  :  Yes  ;  but  it  has  com- 
plied with  that. 

SiK  C.  W.  DILKE  :  I  presume  the 
Foreign  Office  could  give  those  ? 

Slu  E.  GREY  said,  the  Company  could 
not  bind  itself  to  publish  a  full  Btatement 
of  its  trade  every  year  to  the  HoiLse. 
With  regard  to  the  sale  of  powder  and 
guos^  the  sale  of  powder  was  allowed  in 
certain  distrietK,  and  as  to  the  sale  of 
guns,  they  were  tlint-iock  gnus,  which  be 
did  not  thiuk  could  do  any  serious  harm  in 
these  parts  of  Africa.  Only  the  other 
day  he  read  of  a  case  irt  which  there  was 
a  complaint  of  the  sale  of  poTvder,  but  in 
that  particuhir  diBtrict  the  natives  had 
suffered  severely  through  the  ravages  of 
liouB  ;  tlierefore  he  thouglit  that  in  a 
country  such  as  Africa  was,  where  the 
natives  were  exposed  to  these  dangers, 
the  !*ale  of  flint-lock  guns  was  not  a 
thing  (jf  which  there  should  be  any  great 
complaint*  As  to  the  Revenue,  to  a 
great  extent  that,  no  doubt,(was  derived 
from  the  bquor  traffif,  but  how  much  of 
the  Revenue  at  home  was  derived  from  the 
liquor  traffic  ?  If  they  were  to  have 
trade  in  any  country  where  duties  were 
imposed,  as  a  Free  Trade  country  they 
ought  to  see  that  such  things  as  li(|Uor 
should  be  taxetl,  and  therefore  it  must 
bo  from  tliat  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
revenue  was  derived.  As  to  the  propor* 
tion  the  drink  traffic  in  the  Niger  Com- 
pany's territories  bore  to  the  whole  trade, 
spirits  were  12  per  cent.,  guns  and 
pow^der  7  per  cent,,  and  the  cotton  and 
fiilk  goods  were  8  per  cent.  And,  far* 
ther,  it  appeared,  the  trade  in  these  par- 
ticuhir  articles  was  not  iucreasing,  but 
with  regard  to  the  liquor  the  Company 
made  out  that  the  average  for  the  last 
seven  years  would  be  aliout  the  average 
of  that  trade  at  the  present  time.  That 
statement  of  the  Company  gave  rise  to 
certain  criticisms  out-of-doors  which  he 
explained  at  the  time,  and    would    not, 
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therefore,   go    into   now  \    bat   be   was 

thoroughly     convinced      the     criticismi 
made  on    that   statement  were    inspired 
rather  by    a   desire    to    criticise  tlian   & 
knowledge    of    the    actual    facts.      He 
would   like  to  deal  with  the  question   of 
slavery  for  a  moment.     Ko  doubt  it  was 
the  case    that  in   some   Protectorates  in 
difTorent   parts  of   the  world   under    the 
Colonial  Office  the  Slave  Trade,  or  rather 
slavery,  was  entirely  put  down  ;  but   ho 
did  not  know  the  actual  facts  of  the  ca06t 
as  it  occurred  a  good  many  years  ago,  and 
he  should  first  like  to  know  what  the  in- 
stitution of  slavery  was  and  the  condi- 
tions of  the  particular   Protectorates  in 
which  it  was  put  down,  but  tlie  principle 
appeared  to  have  been  that   the  protect- 
ing 1*0 wer,   as  fat*  as  possible*  allowed 
the  law  and  institutions  of  the  Protec- 
torate to  go  ou»     In   many  cases  under 
our    supervision    regtilations    hud    beeu 
made  by  whicli  it  was  believed  the  trade 
must  be  suppressed  in    the   course  of  a 
few  ye^rs.     The    institution   of   slaverj 
could  not  at  fitst  be  interfereil  with  with- 
out perverting  the  whole  social  arrange- 
ments of  a  country  ;  therefore  they  bad 
coufined    their  eftbrts    to    putting   down 
the    slave    timle    in     the     belief     that 
if      that      was     done      effectively     the 
institution      of      slavery      itself      must 
in   the   course  of  a  limited    number   of 
years  die  a  gradual  and  natural  death. 
As  to  the   Coata  Ricn   Packet  case,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  given  a  perfectly 
accurate  history  of  that,  and  the  amount 
of  the  dematid    made   originally  on  the 
Dutch  Government.     That  demand  was 
made     under     the     impression     that     it 
wan  a    moderate  demand ,   and   one  that 
ought  to  l>o  quickly  complied  with.  That 
demand,   he  regretted  to  say,    had    not 
been   complied  with,  ami  the  right  hon* 
Baronet  made  a  good  point  wlieu  he  said 
that  the  lapse  of  time  that  had  taken 
place  in  meeting  our  demands  on  behalf 
of  the  captain  of   the  ^osta  liiea  Packet 
was  an  element  that  had  to  be  taken  into 
account  in  estimating   the   hardship  that 
bat  I  been  suffered.     When  the  Govern- 
ment received  from   the  Dutch    Govern- 
ment a  proposal   to   refer  the  matter  to 
arbitration  they  were  not  willing  to  do  so 
without  considering  very   carefully  the 
principles  on  which   the  arbitration  was 
to  proceed-     The   matter   had    been   no* 
ferre^l  to  the  Law  Officers,  and  their  ad- 
vice could  not  be  long  delayed.   As  to  the 
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Monica  plateau  arbttratlou,  a  verf  dh- 

tlDguiabeil  Italiftu  gentleman  had  Ijeen 
aect^pteti  Uy  both  parties  as  arbitrator, 
but  how  eoon  the  proceedings  woubl 
eomaieuoG  he  could  not  say.  There  had 
been  no  hiteh,  and  there  wag  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  there  M^oiild  be  any  difficulty 
in  the  matter.  With  regard  to  the 
question  tiiat  ha«l  lieen  put  to  him  a»  to 
the  posgHiility  of  making  a  eolleetiou 
of  tlie  law«i  of  ditVereot  foreign 
countries  relating  to  anarchists,  be 
thought  that  the  proposal  was  a 
v^ry  reasonable  one,  and  he  would 
see  bow  far  the  sugge-stiou  could  be 
carried  into  effect.  The  question  of 
8amoii  remained  exactly  in  the  same 
position  that  it  had  been  in  for  some 
time,  atid  it  was  not  a  satisfactory 
position*  There  had  lieeu  continual 
Iron  hies  amongst  the  nativ^es,  as  the  bon. 
Member  liad  stated  ;  but  at  the  present 
time  no  negotiation?  Avere  goiug  on  for 
ft  revision  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  an  Act  which  it  was  generally 
fttlmitted  had  not  hitherto  worked  satis- 
faetorily.  He  did  not  know  whether  at 
the  present  moment  bo  was  precluded 
from  touching  upon  the  question  of 
Uganda^  but  he  might  at  all  eveuts 
«ay  he  had  no  new  auuouucemeut 
to  make  with  regard  to  the  railway.  He 
would  now  pass  to  the  only  two  ques- 
tions that  remained*  The  most  important 
question  of  the  whole  was  the  question 
of  8iam,  aud  upon  that  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  say  much,  liecause  it  ha  J  bt^n 
dealt  with  once  already  this  Session,  and 
was  also  dealt  with  at  some  length  in  the 
Blue  Booic  which  had  been  issued,  and 
which  he  thouglit  fold  its  own  story 
very  clearly,  and  pointed  its  own  moral. 
The  story  undoubtedly  was  that  dif- 
ferences and  diflieulties  arose  betweeu 
the  French  and  the  Siamese  Govera- 
menis  wliich  were  eouHuedin  their  origin 
to  the  far  side  of  the  Mekong,  and  as 
long  as  they  were  coufineci  to  that  dis- 
trict British  interests  would  not  be 
aflfected  in  such  a  manner  as  to  justify 
the  British  Government  in  interfering. 
The  great  object  of  the  Blue  Book  was 
to  bring  out  clearly  that  the  British  Go- 
meut  had  all  through  been  perfectly 
lin  in  saying  that  British  interests 
were  tlirectly  atfected  by  the  mainteuance 
of  the  independence  and  integrity  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Siam.  80  far  the  Brit  is  li 
4  Government  lu*d  been  roost  careful  and 


coDsiderate  to  give   uo  cause   of  off  em 
and  to  create  no  irritation  where  British 

interests  were  not  directly   affecte<l,  but, 
should  a  new  phase  of  things  arise  in  the 
relations  between  8iam  and  the  Fren  ' 
Government,  it  might  be  that  tiie  Briti 
Government  would  have  to  take  up  ti 
negotiations  at  the  point  where  they  h; 
been  left,  and  the  course  they  would  pui 
sue  would  not  t)e  the  same  they  hitil  felt 
justihed  in  pursuing  in  the  past*     It  wi 
quite  true  the    last  Paper  was  issued 
April,  but  uo  new  phase  had  beenentei 
upon    siuce   then.     As  to  peudhig  qu 
tioiis  botweeo  ourselves  and  the  Freu 
Government  in  Africa,  it  was  most  di 
sirable  that  they  should  not  be  left  open 
The  true  policy  aud  desire,  be  belie vi 
should    be   that   each  nation  iu   its  ov 
sphere  of  iufluence  should  be  at   leisu] 
undisturbed    to   develop   its    trade    ai 
coosolidate   its    relations    with     the    ui 
tives    in    a    natural    and    orderly    mai 
ner.     Ho   would    be    the    last  to  and* 
estimate    the    ibiuger,    not     active    b 
latent,     in     the     present     condition     01 
atfairs,  but  be    believed   that   they    had 
rttached  a  stage  where  there  was  a  bet 
prospect  than  there  had  been  for   son 
time  past  of  the  various  questious  beiil 
adjusted    betweeu  the  two  nations,  pr< 
vitled  there  were  exercised  a  little  goud* 
will  aud  a  moderate  amount  of  give  and 
take  ou  f>oth  si  ties. 

Sir     E,    A81IMEAD-BARTLET 
said,  he  thought   the    Committee  wo 
agree    that    owing    to  the   absorption 
the  wliolo  time  of  the  House  by  the  Go- 
vernment they  had  been  depri veil  of  those 
opportunities,  to  which  they  were  full 
entitled,   of  bringing   forward    these  in 
portani  matters  for  discussion*  He  wou 
congratulate  the  right  hou.  Baronet  ( 
E.  Grey)  upon  the  concluding  portion 
his  stat^meut  with  regard  to  Siam.     He 
was    glad   to  hear  from  him  a  very  dis 
tiuet  and  firm  expression  of  opinion  that 
the    time    had    come    whyu    further   ei 
croachments  on  the  independence  of  S 
would    not     be     permitted     by     Gi 
Britain.  The  Miuistry  could  not  complain 
of  a  want  of  toleration  ou  the  part  of  t' 
Opposition,     Thirteen  mouths  ago    thi 
question  of  Siam  was  tirst  raised.     T 
Oppositiou  then  thought  that  the  Gover 
ment  w^as  dealing  with  the   matter  in  a 
castial  aud    lax    manner,    and   that  tlu 
ultimate  result  would  lie  trouble  betw^ei 
the    two    countries.       He    trusteti  thi 
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danger  had  passed  away,  bat  he  pro- 
tested against  the  hon.  Baronet  and  the 
Government  still  ventnring  to  speak  of 
maintaining  the  integrity  of  Siam  when 
thej  knew  that  Siam  had  in  the  last  jear 
been  despoiled  of  one-third  of  her  terri- 
tory amonnting  to  sonae  600,000  square 
miles,  that  her  practical  control  over 
Battamboug  and  Angkor  had  been  taken 
awaj,  and  that  the  important  Port  of 
Chantabun  was  still  occupied  by 
the  French.  Before  he  said  anything 
about  the  Congo  Treaty  he  wished  to 
repudiate  any  notion  that  he  was  actuated 
by  a  spirit  of  hostility  to  the  French  or 
to  the  French  people.  In  his  belief  the 
French  had  every  right  to  pursue  an 
active  colonial  and  Imperial  policy,  and 
he  had  never  said  anything  which  could 
be  construed  as  offensive  to  France 
or  to  Frenchmen.  His  complaint  was 
not  against  France,  but  against  Her 
Majesty *s  Government.  As  the  French 
were  justified  in  pursuing  an  active 
colonial  policy,  so  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  bound  to  protect  British 
interests.  The  Government  seemed  to 
think  that  a  course  of  successive  retreats 
— first,  small  retreats,  and  then  greater 
surrenders — apologetic  statements  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  feeble  notes  to 
the  French  Government  would  preserve 
peace  and  avert  war  or  trouble  between 
the  two  countries.  He  maintained  that 
the  policy  which  would  avoid  disturbance, 
trouble,  and  war  was  that  of  fixing,  at 
an  early  ntage,  u  definite  point  with 
courtesy  and  discretion,  and  letting 
foreign  countries  know  that  any  passing 
beyond  that  point  was  likely  to  lead  to 
resistance  on  the  part  of  Gieat  Britain. 
But  the  policy  pursued  by  Great  Britain 
was  essentially  different.  What  had 
happened  with  regard  to  the  Anglo- 
Congo  Treaty  on  May  12th  ?  He  sup- 
posed that  no  British  Government  had 
ever  had  such  a  humiliatitig  experience 
as  the  present  Government  had  had  with 
respect  to  this  Treaty.  That  Treaty  was 
unfortunately  made  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment without  consulting  the  other 
great  Powers  interested,  and  even  with- 
out endeavouring  to  find  out  what  their 
views  were.  The  notion  of  the  British 
Government  was  to  create  a  buffer  State 
between  the  Nile  waterway  and  the 
French  forces  that  were  advancing  from 
Central  Africa  towards  the  Nile.  That 
policy  had  failed  abjectly.     The  Treaty 
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had  been  torn  to  shreds  by  GermiDj  aid 
France.     The  frontier  of  the  Congo  Fm 
State  had  actually  been  put  back  in 
degrees  by  the  new  Franco-Congo  Agne- 
ment,  Article  III.  of  the  Treaty  of  JUj 
12,  which  gave  us  a  strip  of  territoiy 
between  Lake  Albert  Nyanza  and  Lake 
Tanganyika,  had  been  promptly  canoell«d 
at  the  demand  of  the  German  GrOTeni- 
ment.     And  Article  II.  was  piacticallj 
abrogated  by  the  Franco-Congo  Agre^ 
ment  of  this  month.     Under  Artic^  IL 
Great  Britain  had  leased  to  the  Congo 
State  the  whole  of  the  western  basin  of 
the  Nile,  from  Lado  up  to  Fashoda,orto 
about  latitude  1 1,  and  westwards  m  fu 
as  the  25th  degree  of  longitude.    Tbit 
lease  was  with  a  view  to  keeping  Fnnee 
out  of  the  basin  of  the  Nile.    Now  tlie 
French     Government    had    driven  tbe 
Congo  State   into  abandoning  mosk  of 
that  territory.     The  French  hkd  pnihed 
the   Congo    territory    southwards  froD 
latitude  11  to  latitude  5*30,  and  eastwards 
from  longitude  25  to  longitude  30.  Thift 
was  to  say,  they  had  taken  from  the  Coop 
State  over  10,000  square  miles  of  leaasd 
territory,    and     had     driven    back  tbe 
Congo  State  frontier  to  within  40  miles 
of  the  Nile.     The  really  important  issoe 
was    the     effective   occupation   of  tbe 
western  basin  of  the  Nile.     The  frontier 
of  the  Congo  Free  State  had  actually  bees 
pushed  back  from  the  25th  to  the  30th 
degree,  now  fixed  by  the  Franco-Congo 
Agreement  of   August   14.     But  it  did 
not  much  matter  what  the  latitude  of  the 
frontier  was.     The  important  point  wtf 
that  there  should  be  no  French  occupa- 
tion of  the  western  basin  of  the  Nile.  It 
was  admitted  by  all  Military  Authorities 
in   Europe   that,    if   a    great  Europeao 
Power  occupied  almost  any  portion  of  tbe 
Upper  Nile  waterway,  such  a  Power  most 
ultimately   control   Egypt.      A  leading 
officer  said  the  other  day  that  if  he  were 
the    Mahdi    he     would    charge    Egjpt 
a  good  price  for  every  quart  of  water 
that   ran   down    the    Nile.     Any   great 
Power  occupying  the  waterway  would 
be   able  to  do  that,  and  so  to  accom- 
plish   the   subjugation    or   the   ruin  of 
Egypt.     He   could    quote    Sir    Samuel 
Baker  and  General    Gordon  in  support 
of  the  view  that  any  great  Power  who 
got  occupation  of  the  upper  portion  of 
the  Nile  waterway  could  control  Egyp^ 
The  important  question  at  issue,  there- 
fore, was  how  far  the  effective  occupatioo 
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the  French  woald  be  kept  from  the  Nile 
iterwaj.  Upon  this  thej  had  no  assur-' 
loe  whatever  from  the  Government.  If 
16  French  Government  would  give  an 
idertakin^  that  their  forces  would  not 
iproach  within  400,  or  even  300, 
lies  from  the  Nile  waterway,  that 
oald  be  a  satisfactory  arrangement. 
Qt  until  we  had  this  undertaking,  there 
18  every  risk  of  a  steady  advance  of  the 
reDch  forces  towards  the  Nile.  There 
Mild  be  no  doubt  that  the  French  were 
esdily  working  for  the  accomplishment 
:  their  great  ambition — tbe  establish- 
lent  of  a  French  Trans- African  Empire 
om  Senegambia  and  the  Atlantic  on  the 
est  to  Obock  and  the  Red  Sea  on  the 
\sL  Such  an  achievement  would  render 
ir  occupation  of  Egypt  impossible,  and 
oald  turn  the  Mediterranean  into  a 
rench  lake.  It  would  also  put  an  end 
I  the  brilliant  promise  of  a  British 
Vans- African  Empire  from  Alexandria 
1  the  north  to  Cape  Town  on  the  south, 
[ach  had  been  done  of  late  to  achieve 
lis.  Uganda  was  the  key  of  the  whole 
Mition,  and  Uganda  was  now  British. 
let  the  Government  be  vigilant  and 
isolate  and  they  would  win  most 
deodid  territories  in  Central  Africa 
V  British  commerce  and  coloui- 
^n.  He  now  wished  to  ask 
ke  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  with 
igard  to  the  collision  between  French  and 
ritish  troops  near  Waima  in  December 
8t.     This    was   a   striking   illustration 

the  mistake  made  in  keeping  these 
lestions  so  long  open.  He  agreed 
ith  the  Under  Secretary  that  it 
18  a  mistake,  but  he  accused  the  Go- 
inment  of  being  responsible  for  keeping 
e  matter  open  so  long.  In  December 
It  a  British  force  on  British  territory 
18  attacked  by  a  French  force.  They 
lieved  the  attack  was  owing  to  a  mis- 
ie  on  the  part  of  the  French  officer  in 
mmand,  who  paid  forfeit  with  his  life. 
It  three  English  officers  were  killed, 
o  of  them  officers  of  much  promise. 
rt  nine  months  had  elapsed,  and  the 
titer  was  still  left  open  between  the 
o  Governments,  and  he  submitted  that 
the  Government  had  done  their  duty 

this  question  the  matter  would  long 
loe  have  been  settled.  Then  six 
live  police  in  the  British  Service 
ire  shot  down  near  the  Niger 
rritory  not  more  than  three  or  four 
mths  ago,  and  no  reparation  had  been 


made.  Whether  they  looked  at  Siam, 
Sierra  Leone,  the  Niger,  the  Congo,  or 
the  western  basin  of  the  Nile,  they  saw 
British  interests  being  steadily  iu&inged 
upon  by  the  extraordinary  activity  of  the 
French.  He  did  not  blame  France  for 
that.  The  French  were  entitled  to  as 
much  territory  as  they  could  get  and  keep. 
But  they  had  a  right  to  demand  of  the 
Government  that  they  should  realise  the 
importance  of  the  interests  they  had  to 
defend,  and  take  steps  to  prevent  any 
further  encroachments  upon  British 
rights  in  South  Africa.  They  knew 
that  the  French  had  great  colonial  aims. 
Nobody  who  had  noticed  the  recent  ad- 
vance of  the  French  from  West  to  East 
would  deny  that  they  were  imbued  with 
the  idea  of  obtaining  a  great  colonial 
dominion.  This  was  no  fantastic  dream, 
but  the  policy  of  leading  French  states- 
men. The  French  forces  had  been  ad- 
vancing of  late  with  giant  strides 
towards  the  accomplishment  of  this 
scheme.  With  regard  to  Uganda, 
again,  there  was  the  issue  as  to  which 
country  would  control  these  regions 
of  great  promise  and  natural  wealth, 
afTordiug  splendid  opportunities  for 
colonisation  enterprises.  The  present 
and  essential  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  take  steps  to  prevent 
further  infringement  on  British  interests 
in  Africa,  and  particularly  to  prevent  an 
effective  French  occupation  of  the  Nile 
waterway  or  of  the  adjacent  territories. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  desired  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  practical  lessons  which  he  gathered 
from  the  Siamese  movement.  The 
Papers  on  the  subject  raised  many  points . 
regarding  the  proceedings  of  our  Secre- 
taries of  State.  The  correspondence, 
which  was  somewhat  complex,  was  ably 
summarised  in  a  Despatch  by  Lord 
Rosebery  to  Lord  Dufferin,  of  December 
1893,  and  was  to  be  found  in  No.  309, 
page  148,  and  hon.  Members  might  l>e 
sure  that  this  Despatch  of  the  Pri.nc 
Minister  contained  all  that  was  essential 
in  the  history  of  the  negotiations.  In 
this  Despatch  were  to  be  found  many 
of  the  original  proposals  made  so  far 
back  as  1889.  The  lesson  to  be  learned 
from  what  had  taken  place  was  that  if 
long  ago  we  had  expressed  strong  views 
with  regard  to  British  interests,  the 
whole  of  the  trouble  that  had  occurred 
might  have  been  averted.     The  change 
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of  Groyernnient  that  took  place  in  1892 
was  very  unfortanate,  becanse  that  was 
the  critical  period  of  the  negotiations.  It 
was  during  the  interval  between  the 
active  life  of  the  outgoing  Government 
and  the  active  life  of  the  succeeding  Go- 
vernment that  matters  took  an  alarming 
development.  It  was  apparent  from 
Lord  Roseberj's  Despatch  that  state- 
ments made  by  British  Ministers  were 
misunderstood  by  the  French.  Tliose 
statements  were  taken  by  the  French  to 
amount  to  a  declaration  that  England 
had  no  concern  in  the  quarrel  between 
France  and  Siam.  The  fact  was,  that 
when  our  Ministers  said  that  we  were 
not  concerned  in  the  quarrel  they  did 
not  realise  its  nature  and  thought  that 
it  arose  out  of  disputes  respecting  com- 
paratively remote  regions  of  Siam,  and 
did  not  relate  to  the  important  parts  of 
the  country.  The  result  was,  that  the 
French  thought  that  they  were  at  liberty 
to  "go  ahead."  British  diplomatists, 
when  dealing  with  an  ambitious  Power 
like  France,  ought  to  be  very  careful  not  to 
say  anything  that  could  be  misunderstood, 
and  it  was  very  unfortunate  that  stronger 
and  more  positive  language  was  not  used. 
The  conduct  of  France  was  only  too 
clear.  First  they  begun  with  a  frontier 
policy,  and  then  there  came  not  only  all 
the  annexations  that  had  been  made,  but 
a  proposal  for  a  still  further  partition  of 
Siam.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
French  Minister  did  give  very  positive 
promises  on  behalf  of  his  Government, 
with  regard  to  evacuation  of  the  harbour 
of  Chan  tabu  n,  and  it  was  high  time  that 
the  fulfilment  of  those  promises  should 
be  claimed,  because  if  they  were  not 
fulfilled,  that  state  of  things  would 
arise  of  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
spoken — a  new  phase  would  have  arisen 
with  which  the  British  Government  would 
have  to  deal.  Depend  upon  it,  that  if 
Chantabun  was  not  evacuated  by  the 
French,  then  British  interests  in  Siam 
would  be  seriously  imperilled.  It  was, 
therefore,  high  time  that  the  British 
Government  should  put  its  foot  down, 
and  claim  the  fulfilment  of  the  promises 
of  the  French  Government  with  regard 
to  Siam.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  British  Government  was  or  was  not 
going  to  claim  from  France  an  arrange- 
ment which  would  ensure  the  integrity, 
not  of  Siam,  but  of  what  remained  of 
Siam.     On   that   all-important  question 

-Sir  R.  Temple 


no  light  was  thrown  by  the  Blue  Bo(^ 
As  one  who  knew  something  of  Euten 
affairs,  he  strongly  nrged  on  the  GoTen- 
ment  to  claim  from  France  the  falfilnMot 
of  the  undertaking  it  had  given  with 
regard  to  Siam  ;  for  until  that  was  done, 
the  integrity  of  Siam  and  British  interests 
in  Siam  would  be  seriously  imperilled. 

Dr.  CLARK  asked  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  GovemmeBt  to 
report  Progress  after  this  Vote  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  We  propose 
to  take  some  non-contentions  Votes  as 
well ;  but  we  will  not  take  any  more 
contentious  Votes  to-night. 

Commander  BETHELL  said,  be 
earnestly  hoped  that  the  prospect  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  mentioned  of  some 
arrangement  being  come  to  with  Fnoee 
would  develop  into  a  satisfactory  result 
He  would  also  urge  on  the  hon.  Btronet 
the  necessity,  if  possible,  of  coming  to 
some  terms  with  the  British  East  Afiiea 
Company.  He  was  quite  sure  that  if  the 
Foreign  Secretary  would  meet  the 
Directors  of  the  Company  and  talk  the 
matter  over,  it  would  bo  quite  possible  to 
come  to  terms  mutually  satisfactory  and 
honourable  to  both  parties.  Thepreeent 
state  of  affairs  was  most  discreditable, 
and  amounted  to  something  like  a  public 
scandal.  He  trusted  that  in  the  interest 
of  the  country  it  would  be  put  an  end  to 
at  once. 

•Mr.  weir  was  surprised  that  theboe. 
Member  for  the  Ecclesall  Division  of 
Sheffield  had  left  out  of  consideration  in 
his  speech  his  earlier  love  —  BniiL 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretiiy 
for  Foreign  Affairs  had  said  that  the 
proportion  the  drink  traffic  in  the  Niger 
Company's  territory  bore  to  the  whole 
trade  was  that  spirits  were  12  per  cent, 
guns  and  powder  7  per  cent.,  and  die 
cotton  and  silk  goods  and  other  articles 
81  per  cent. ;  and  he  added  the  trade  in 
drink  did  not  appear  to  be  increasing. 
He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
should  have  made  so  little  of  the  12  per 
cent,  derivable  from  alcohol.  He  ws* 
informed  that  the  natives  were  becoming 
utterly  demoralised  from  drinking  bad 
brandy ;  and  he  thought  that  whaterer 
drink  they  got  it  should  at  least  be  good 
and  unadulterated. 

•Sir  E.  grey  said,  he  did  not  under- 
rate the  importance  of  coming  to  a  settle 
ment  with  the  East  Africa  Company,  bat 
he  had  nothing  to  add  to  what  be  bad 
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on  tbat  Bitbject  ou  the  Vote  on 
mi*  It  I  was  said  tbnt  dtiriug  the 
it  ion  at  Brazil  British  ships  were  1 
bfuseU  protection  at  Rio  to  enable  them 
get  piavjsious  alisolutely  iiecegsary  for 
ie  crews.  These  statements  were 
funded  only  on  exaggerated  newspaper 
Bports,  He  saw  oue  of  those  reports, 
irhich  stated  tbat  owing  to  the  want  of 
kritifih  support  given  to  a  British  vessel 
obtain  a  ^"Ppiy  *^d'  water,  the  vessel 
to  apply  to  tho  American  war- 
ip8  for  assistance.  What  actually 
tsned  was  tbat  the  British  vessel 
^  on  application^  promised  protection 
"lie  British  antborities  to  go  to  the 
»per  place  tx)  get  a  proper  water 
Dpply  ;  but  being  in  a  hurry^  and  unable 
wail  till  mornings  she  applied  to  the 
Lmericao  vessels  for  a  supply  of  water, 
ad  they  having  a  large  supply  very 
properly  complied  with  the  request. 
That  was  the  only  foundation  for  this 
liarge  that  British  vessels  bad  not  been 
forded  sufficient  protection  by  the 
Jritish  authorities. 

*Mb.  TUML1N80X  protested  against 
be  indifference  which  was  shown  by  the 
roverumcnt  in  the  loss  of  the  Uvea  of 
three  British  officers  at  Waima — a  place 
which   at   the   time    was    occupied    by 
British  forces.     He  should  also  strongly 
rotest   against   a  system   under  which 
be  Representatives  of  the  constituencies 
to    discuss    those    important    and 
rious  questions  in  an  attenuated  House 
|t  the   close   of   a   wearisome   Session, 
)ne  would  think  that  when  the  Govern- 
TTient    were    carrying    on    difficult    and 
delicate  negotiations  with  other  Powers, 
they   would    desire    to    have   a    strong 
public   opinion  behind   them.      But  the 
Government  evidently  had  no  such  desire. 
Everything  was   kept    in   the  dark   so 
much  as  possible,  and  the  House  got  no 
fair  opportunity  of  expressing  its  feel- 
ings in  the  matter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

11,  £7»528,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Privy  Couucil  Office. 

I  •Sir  F.  8,  POWELL  urged  that  the 
had  come  when  the  quarantine  sys- 
r  should  be  entirely  abolished  in  this 
The    quarantine    system  was 
beffbctual    for    its    purpose  and   ought 
be   abolished.     In    the    year    1892, 
rhen  there  was  u  terrible  visitation  of 
I  cholera  in  Europe,  it  was  kept  away 


from  this  country  not  •  by  quarantine, 
but  by  sanitary  operations  of  a  much 
simpler  chameter.  In  the  course  of  last 
year  a  Sanitary  Convention  was  held  at 
Dresden,  attended  by  the  Represen* 
tatives  of  the  European  Powers  — 
England  included — ^and  the  result  was 
that  quarantine  had  almost  disappeared 
from  tiie  European  system.  It  eon  tinned 
still  at  Portsmouth,  and  be  therefore 
should  move  to  reduce  this  Vote  by 
£1,400. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  it  was 
proposed,  with  the  sanotiou  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  to  discontioue  this 
system  of  quarantine.  Legislation,  how* 
ever,  would  l>e  necessary  l^efore  the 
change  could  be  ctTected,  and  therefore 
they  must  take  the  Vote  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  believed  that  next  year 
they  would  not  require  a  Vote  for  the 
purpose. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

12.  £23,380,  to  complete  the  sum  lor 
Charity  Commission, 

13,  £22,071,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Civil  Service  Commission. 

11.  £34,444,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department, 

lo,  £4,186  (includiag  a  supplementary 
sum  of  £1,000),  to  complete  tho  sura  for 
Friendly  Societies  Registry, 

10.  £9,219,  to  complete  the  sura  for 
Lunacy  Coramiseiou,  England* 

17*  £84,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the 
Mint,  including  Coinage. 

18.  £7»4o2,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
National  Debt  Office. 

19.  £12,017,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  liecord  Office, 

20.  £5,659,  to  complete  tlie  sura  for 
Public  Works  Loan  Commission, 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next  ;  Committee  to  ait  again  To» 
morrow. 


STATUTE  LAW  BEVISIOK   BILL  [Lord*}. 
(No.  354*) 

CONSIDERATIOX, 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

♦Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said,  he 
desired  to  omit  from  '*  Section  10  **  to 
"Act"  in  the  Schedule,  page  15,  line  a2. 
It   was    his   wish   to   move  oue   or  two 
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AmeDdmentB,  and  he  thougiit  he  need 
scarcely  apologise,  because  the  delay 
which  the  Government  had  afforded 
him  had  been  made  use  of  by  them- 
selves, and  they  had  themselves  dis- 
covered defects  in  their  own  Bill,  The 
Bill  which  they  were  now  dealing  with 
altered  two  previous  Statute  Law  Revision 
Acts,  and  he  thought  these  circumstances 
clearly  proved  that  the  delay  had  not 
been  without  benefit.  He  would  point  out 
what  he  thought,  subject  to  higher  opinion, 
were  one  or  two  defects.  The  first  was 
on  page  15,  in  the  Keferences  to  14 
&  15  Vic,  c.  97.  The  Bill  proposed 
to  omit  in  the  wording  of  Section  10, 
these  words,  ^^  from  and  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act.*'  He  had  examined  that 
section  several  times  himself,  and  an 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  been  again 
over  the  ground  with  him,  and  they 
could  not  find  any  such  words  as  those 
in  the  section.  It  was  clear  that  there 
was  some  error ;  and  if  the  intention  of 
the  Government  was  to  abolish  Section 
10,  there  was  some  error  again,  because 
Section  10  was  the  section  which  they  re- 
quired in  all  these  eases  to  appoint  new 
trustees,  and  if  the  power  of  appointing  new 
trustees  went,  the  whole  clause  relating 
to  trustees  became  clearly  imperfect  and 
the  scheme  wholly  failed.  He  was  sure 
there  was  an  error  here,  and  the  only  course 
which  he  could  suggest  to  the  Govern- 
ment was  that  these  references  to  the 
14th  &  15th  Vict.  c.  92,  should  be  re- 
moved from  the  Bill  altogether.  He 
thought  it  was  very  dangerous  to  leave 
them  as  they  were,  because  as  they  stood 
they  were  entirely  wrong,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  necessary  to  make  the 
alteration  he  had  ventured  to  suggest. 

Amendment  proposed,  Schedule,  page 
15,  line  52,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
"Section  ten,"  to  the  word  "Act."— 
{Sir  F.  S.  Powell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  attorney-general  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  said,  he  had  not  had 
the  opportunity  of  going  through  this, 
and  in  the  circumstances  it  had  been  their 
course  to  leave  out  anything  that  was 
very  doubtful.  He  therefore  agreed  to 
leave  out  the  words  from  "  Section  10  " 
to  "  Act,"  as  moved  by  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  F.  Si  Powell 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  said,  the  next 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name,  and 
which  was  to  leave  out "  Section  fourteen  '* 
to  "Act,"  in  page  15,  line  53,  of  the 
Schedule,  was  really  consequential  upon 
the  acceptance  of  his  first  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed.  Schedule,  page 
15,  line  53,  to  leave  out  the  woi^ 
^  Section  fourteen,"  to  the  word  "  Act." 
—(^Sir  F.  S.  Powell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  agreed  that 
this  was  a  purely  consequential  Amend- 
ment, and  he  accepted  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  said,  the  next 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  "  16  & 
17  Vict.  c.  134,"  at  page  17,  line  25,  of 
the  Schedule,  to  "  were  omitted,"  in  line 
28.  This  was  really  a  matter  of  draft- 
ing, he  thought,  and  if  the  Government 
thought  it  was  not  necessary  he  would 
not  press  it. 

Amendment  proposed.  Schedule,  page 
17,  line  25,  to  leave  out  "  16  &  17  Vict, 
c.  134,"  to  the  words  "were  omitted,** 
in  line  28.— (5'ir  F.  S.  Powell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  thought  it 
was  a  mere  matter  of  drafting,  and  that 
they  must  adhere  to  the  words. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  said,  in  view  of 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman he  would  not  press  it  for  a 
moment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  desired  to  move  an  Amendment  on 
page  28  of  the  Schedule.  He  ought  to 
apologise  for  not  having  placed  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  but  he  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  doing  so.  The 
Act  proposed  to  abolish  Clauses,  3, 4,  and  7 
of  the  Bishopric  of  Truro  Act.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  in  one  aspect  of  these 
clauses  they  had  a  temporary  character, 
but  he  maintained  that  though  they  had 
a  temporary   character,   still   they  were 
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ako  permanent  in  their  nature,  and  should 
not  be  repealed* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  28, 
line  5,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'8ec- 
tious  three,  four,  and  deven/' — {Mr, 
Tomlinson.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  worda 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
wns  under  a  great  misappreheDsion  as  to 

the  meaning  «t'  thei^e  Acts.  The  object 
I  was  to  keep  out   of    the    Statute  Book 

jmjthiug  that  was  iiuperfluous.     It  was 

.impossible   that   any    wrong    should   he 

ioue,  because  the  repeals  were  in 
[every  ease  subject  to  very  carefal 
leonditions,  and  there  was  no  possible 
[right  or  obligation  that  could  be  affected 
[by  the  repeal  which  was  made  here. 
|Agaiu,  the  object  wa^  to  get  rid  of 
[those  superfluous  and  untiecessary  mat- 

teri?  which  had  had  their  effect  and  heeti 
I  spent.  In  the  case  dealt  with  by  these 
[clauses,  the  money  hatl  l>een  paid,  and 
[there  could  be  no  possiljle  operation  in 
■time  to  come  of  these  particular  clauses. 
Un  TOMLINSON  :  Money  paid  for 

Budowmeuts. 
Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  That  is  so,  no  doubt, 
f\nti  every  riglit  is  preserved  here  In  the 

most  ample  manner.  There  are  600  or 
1.700  Bills  and   Statutes  dealt  witli   here, 

And  it  is  impossible  for  me  from  memory 
Ito  speak  positively  of  one  taken  out  at 
Iraudom  ;  but  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
[tleman     that     it      ts      perfectly      and 

absolutely     impossible    that    any    harm 

can   be  done,  the   reservation   of   rights 

in  the  Bill  is  so  extensive.  The 
trights  of  any  new  Bishopric  cannot 
[l>e  affected.      The  right.s  are  left  exactly 

the  Slime, 

•Sir  F.  S,  POWELL  :  Wo   must   be 
Icareful  to  see  that  no  alteration  is  made 

Affecting     the    working    of     the     new 

'^ees. 
♦Sir     J,    RIGBY  :     No     substantial 

ilteration  of  rights  can  take  place. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawu, 

•Siu  F.  S.  POWELL  said,  they  were 
uow  dealing  with  the  whole  of  the 
shipping  legislation^  and  it  seemed  to  him 
foolish  thing  that  they  should  be 
passing  a  Bill  abolishing  all  these  old 
statutes,   and    at   the    same   time    they 


two  words  only  tn  this  Bill.  He  appealed 
to  the  Government  to  cancel  this  refer- 
ence to  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act.  Ho 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
ID  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  Schedule,  pagel 
31,  line  29,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  ^ 
"  thirty -ninth    and    forth  leth    years    of 
Victoria,'*  to  the  words  **  seventy-six^ 
in  line  35,  both  inclusive. — (Sir  F^ 
PotteiL) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  thej 

Biii;^ 

*SiR  J.  RIGBY  said,  here  again  therel 
was  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  meaning" 
of  these  Acts.     When  that  Bill  to  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  referred  passed  into  law. 
and  it  became  an  Act  the  whole  of  thesej 
Acts  dealing    with    Merchant  Shipping j 
wonkl  disappear  from  the  Statute  Book  by 
virtue   of    express   supercession.     Theyj 
had   no  right,  at   this   stage,  to  assume] 
that  the  Bill  would  pass  into  law.     They  I 
did  not  know  that  it  would  pass,  though  j 
they  expected   it  very  confidently  to  be» 
I  ccuiie  an  Act. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Mr,  TOMLINSON  said,  he  desiredl 
to  move   an    Amendment    on    page   45,| 
line  29,  which   he  regretted   he   had  not 
been  able  to  place  on  the  Paper,  so  that 
the  learned  Attorney  General  might  bav©  j 
had   an   opportunity    of   eonsideriug    it, - 
The  Amendment  dealt  with  the  Truro 
Chapter  Act,  41    &   42  Vict.  c.  44,  s,  2, 
which    referreil    to    the    transfer    of    a 
Caiionry  to  the  Archdeaconry  of  Exeter, 
The  words  of  the  se**tiou  were — 

*'  The  Canonry  when  vacant  shaU  be  annexed 
to  rhe  Archdeaconry  of  Exeter,  and  save  as 
rejsrfirds  the  change  in  ftivour  of  the  Arch- 
deaconry' of  Cornwall  shall  tie  subject  to  the 
8ame  laws  and  customB,  paiticularly  those  in 
respect  of  the  income  ceasing  on  the  death  of  I 
the  Ciuiou  as  the  Canonry  is  subject  to,  which  at  j 
the  dale  of  the  vacancy  is  annexed  tq  the  Aroh*] 
deacon ry  of  Exeter/' 

He  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  not  de-l 
sirable  to  repeal  those  provisions — *^  The' 
Canonry  when  vacant  shall  be  annexed 
to  the  Archdeaconry  of  Exeter.**  The 
annexation  of  the  Canonry  to  the  Arch- 
deaconry of  Exeter  was  a  permanent 
change,  and  the  recording  Act  should 
remain  permanently  on  the  Statute  Book* 
It  was  not  merely  trauait^ry  in  its  nature. 
It  gave  legal  effect  to  a  transfer  of  eccle- 


hould  have  this  kind  of  alK>lition  of  one  or  *  siastical    jurisdiction.       The    Atton)e7 
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General  would  eay  that  all  rights  under 
the  BilJ  were  preserved,  btit  .still  be  did 
claim  thut  h  permanent  change  in  eccle- 
siastical jurisdiction  which  wa^  legalieed 
by  Statute  ought  to  remain  on  the  Statute 
Book. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4o, 
line  29,  to  leave  out  the  wordi? 
"  section  two/' 

Question  proposed,  *^That  the  wordf^ 
*  section  two  *  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 


CHIMNEY    SWEEPERS    BILL.— <Ko*  IITT^ 

Lords  Amendments   to  be  eonsidc 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

UNIFORMS  BILL.— (No.  309.) 
Lords    Amendment   to   lie   eonsidere 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

NAVY  AND  ARMY  EXPENDITURE, 
Committee  to  consider  the  Savings  and 


o        T    nrr^ry^^      - :.      i        r  I  l^eficicncie^     uitou     Navv     and    Anxij 

Sib  J.  RIGB^    said,   that    for    some  ^  q^^^h  for  1892-3,   .md  >he    temivorar 


years  past  there  had  always  been  a  note 
accompaujiug  the  Statute  Law  Revision 
Acta  explaining  the  principle  on  whtctt 
the  Acts*  proceed  in  the  case  of  Spent 
Act8.  On  page  4  there  was  the  follow- 
iDg  note  : — 

"  Knactmenta  B|>ent  or  exbaugtcd  in  operation 
ly  the  accomplishment  of  the  purptMC;}  fui 
which  they  were  paBnenl^  cither  at  the  moment 
of  their  iiret  takiug  effect,  or  on  the  hapi»ening 
of  some  event,  or  on  the  doing  of  some  Act 
authorised  or  required.'' 

This  Act  was  spent  by  the  operation 
taking  efTect* 

^  Mr.  TOMLINSON  :    But  my  objec- 
tion is  that  it  ia  not  a  spent  clause. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  It  is  gpent,  if  it 
operates  at  once* 

Me.  TOMLINSON  :  The  operation 
IB  permanent. 

QueBtion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sm  J.  RIGBY  said,  he  hoped  he 
would   be  allowed   to  take    the  Third 

Reading  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  he  now  read  the  third 
time.'— (5'>  J'  ii*9h*) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  : 
On  that  question,  Mr.  Speuker,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  whe- 
ther  we  may  rely — we  are  at  the  end  of 
the  Se^wion  —  upon  the  Amendments 
which  have  been  made  in  the  Bill  !>eing 
adhered  to  ? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  :  Certainly,  Sir ;  I 
have  done  nothing  here  except  in  con- 
sultation with  those  whcj  will  hnve 
charge  of  the  Bill  In  another  place. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  thirtl  lime,  anti  passed, 
»ritli  Ameudmenc#. 
Mr*  Tomtinsan 


sanction  obtain e<i  from  the  Treasury  \ 
the  Navy  tmd  Army  Departments  to  the 
Expenditure    not    provided     for    in    the 
Grants  for  that  year,  To-morrow 

Ordered,  That  the  Appropnutiou 
Aecoonts  for  the  Navy  and  Army  De- 
partments, w^hich  were  presented  upon 
the  15th  day  of  February  last,  be  referred 
to  the  Committee. — {Sir  John  Ififthert 


i 


TRAMWAYS     (iRELAXD)     [rEDKM  l*TIOX 

Resol  u  tion  re  ported  ;  /  ^ 

"  That  it  is  exi>etlient  to  autharise  the  Trea- 
sury til  retleem  their  liftbility  in  respect 
guarantee* I  diyidend  on  the  share  c.%[iitJil 
Tramway  ComiiamL*  in  Irehind  by  payment 
a  capitid  num^  to  authorise  the  Natioiia]  Del 
Commisftionera  to  julvance  the  sum  require 
and  to  authorifie  the  [my ment^  out  of  mone^ 
provided  by  Parliament  for  the  Service  of  t 
Boanl  of  Works,  or  (if  not  so  made)  out 
CouiMjlidiiteii  Fund  of  the  UaJted  KinKd< 
any  terminable  annuity  created  fur  the 
ment  of  such  advance  in  pursuance  of  mnj 
of  the  present  Session  to  amend  The  Tra 
and  PtibUc  Companies  (Ireland)  Act,  %$i 

Resolution  agreed  to.  _. 

EAST  INDIA  REVENUE  ACCOLNTd* 

Re#*olution  reported ; 

**  That  it  appears*  by  the  Accounts*  laid 
fore  this  House,  that  the  Total  Revenue 
India  for  the  vear  endings  the  31  at  day  of  March 
Wn  wa-*  Rx,*K>J72,438;  that  the  Total  Rx- 
peoditure  in  India  and  in  England  charjJ!ijd 
Against  the  Revenue  waa  Ex.91,005,8iVi> ;  thai 
there  wa^t  an  excess  of  Expenditure  ot«r 
Revenue  of  Rx.8a3Jl2  ;  and  that  Uie  CapitaLj 
Outlay  on  Railways  and  Irri^ition  Works 

Resolution  agreed  to, 

Whereapon,  in  pursnanee  of  the  Order 
of  the  House  of  the  16th  Angui^t,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  Hou&e  without 
Question  put  till  To-morrow. 

House  ftdjoumed  at  a  4UJ4rt*jr j 
aft-er  One  o^clock" 


i 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday^  18th  August  1894. 


The   House  met   at   Twelve    of    the 
elock. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


LONDON  STREETS  AND  IJUILDINGS 
BILL  (Jby  Ordrr). 

Order  for  consideration  of  Lords' 
Amendments,  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Lords'  Amendments  be  now 
considered/' 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  rose 
to  discuss  some  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  when 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditcli,  Hox- 
lon^  rose  to  Order. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  rose  at  the  same 
time  OS  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Stuart) 

}i  point  out  that  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
ntitled  to  discuss  the  IViW.     The  Ques- 
tion before  the  House  is  that  the  Lords' 

Lmendments  be  now  considered,  not  that 
^he  Bill  itself,  as  amended,  be  considered, 
ind  therefore  it  is  not  open  to  the  hon. 

[ember  to  discuss  the  provisions  of  the 

iilL 

■  •Mr.  weir  said,  that  before  the  Bill 
Was  proceeded  with  copies  of  it  in  its 
•mended  form  should  be  circulated.  The 
Amendments  were  serious,  and  should  be 
in.  the  hands  of  Mem1>ers  before  the 
BlU  was  passed. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  the  Amend- 
ments had  been  circulated  in  the  ordinary 
way. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  House  do 
agree  with  the  Lords'  Amendments." 

Mr.  weir  challenged  the  Speaker's 
decisioD  that  the  "  Ayes  have  it." 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  consider  the  con- 
duct  of  the  hon.  Member  to  be  frivolous, 
and  therefore  I  shall  not  call  for  a  Divi- 
sion. 

Lords'  Amendments  agreed  to. 
VOL.  XXVIII,  [fourth  series.] 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

SuprLY,-^onsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 

Class  II. 

Siu  E.  ASPIMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said,  he  wouM  ask 
the  Financial  or  the  Patronage  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  if  the  Government  would 
be  so  good  as  not  to  bring  on  the  Vote 
for  the  Attorney  General  to-dav  ? 

The  parliamentary' SECRE^ 
TART  TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  T.  F. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  he  harilly 
thought  that  any  agreement  of  the  kind 
suggested  could  be  made  at  this  period 
of  tiie  Sitting.  In  the  course  of  the 
afternoon,  when  they  saw  what  progress 
was  being  made,  some  statement  might  l>e 
made  as  to  the  Votes  to  be  taken. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  that  perhaps  the  lion.  Member 
forgot  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer promised  that  no  important  Vote 
would  be  taken.  ["  No,  no  ! "]  Yes  ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  the 
House  a  pledge  that  no  important  Vote 
would  be  takeu  late  at  night  or  at  an  in- 
convenient time.  After  6  o'clock  would 
be  *'  most  inconvenient "  on  a  Saturday 
Sitting. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
recede  from  any  pledge  he  had  given  the 
House.  No  doubt  an  agreement  would 
be  arrived  at  in  the  course  of  the  after- 


1 .  £22,460,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Colonial  Office. 

Sir    E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  some 
more  satisfactory  statement  with  regard 
to  their  policy  in  the  Transvaal  than  they 
had  hitherto  succeeded  in  obtaining  from 
Ministers.  Since  he  had  the  opportunity 
of  addressing  the  House  on  this  subject  a 
few  weeks  ago  he  had  received  a  great 
deal  of  information  from  the  Transvaal 
and  from  persons  who  were  interested  in 
the  Transvaal,  who  had  relatives  there 
and    large    pecuniary  interests   in    that 

3Q 
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country.  He  was  aesureil  by  all  his 
informants, most  of  whom  were  previously 
uuknowu  to  him|  that  the  stutemeuts 
which  he  raade  in  the  House  ou  the 
previous  occasion  were  not  at  all 
exaggerated  J  hut  were  rather  l>elow  the 
mark,  as  to  the  dangerous  and  critical 
pu»itiuu  of  a6rairB  in  the  Transvaal,  aud 
as  to  the  oppression  and  injustice  with 
which  British  subjects  were  being  treated 
there.  Of  all  the  melancholy  and  humili- 
ating events  of  recent  y^ats,  that  of  the 
Transvaal  was  associated  with  the  most 
aad  and  deplorable  memories.  He  said 
that  for  the  purpose  of  convincing  the 
H0U86  that  the  Government  and  the 
Knglii^h  people  owed  eji^pecial  reparation 
to  British  subjects  who  were  resident  in 
that  country.  Thirteen  years  ago  their 
interests  were  Itelrayed,  Imudreds  of 
them  w*ere  mined  and  driven  from  their 
homes,  and  their  fortunes  practically 
confiscated*  Ever  since  that  time  British 
residents  in  the  Transvaal  had  i>een  sub- 
jected to  mueh  oppression  and  many 
humiliations.  The  words  nsat  to  him  hy 
a  prominent  British  resident  was  that  he 
never  w*ould  have  imagined  that  British 
subjects  could  have  been  so  bullied  aud 
cowed  in  a  foreign  country  as  they  had  been 
in  the  Transvaal  during  the  last  I. *)  years* 
\_A  laugh.']  This  wms  hardly  a  subject 
forlaughter.  Anyone  acquainted  with  the 
Transvaal  would  be  able  to  bear  out  this 
!5tatcment.  Within  the  last  few  years  a 
very  considerable  change  had  taken  place 
in  that  country.  The  gold  discoveries 
in  the  Kivandt  and  other  districts  had 
given  great  impetus  to  British  colonisation, 
aud  had  led  to  the  oi^tablishment  in  that 
country  of  thousands  of  British  subjects, 
who  now  actually  outnumbered  the  Boer 
residents.  The  result  of  that  migration 
had  been  that  the  Transvaal,  instead  of 
being  in  a  bankrupt  condition,  had  be- 
come one  of  the  must  flourishing  portions 
of  South  Africa.  The  Transvaal  Trea- 
sury was  full  to  overflowing  of  money 
paid  by  British  residents,  who  were 
developing  its  great  natural  wealth.  The 
surplus  of  the  Transvaal  Government  for 
the  last  two  or  three  years  had  been 
about  £1,000,000  a  year.  The  amount 
of  British  capital  now  invested  in  the 
Transvaal  was  at  least  £100,000,tX)0,  and 
British  subjeets  paid  19-20ths  of  the 
whole  taxation  of  the  country.  He 
would  take  the  three  principal  points  of 
oppression   to   which    British    residents 

Sir  E.  A§hmead*BartUtt 


were  subjected.  In  the  first  place,  they 
were  denied  the  privilege  of  getting  the 
franchiae.  They  were  perfectly  willing 
t:o  obtain  their  rights  by  constitutional 
means.  Many  of  them  were  willing  to 
become  citizens  of  the  Transvaal ;  they 
had  eommitted  no  act  of  outrage  or  re- 
heliion  ;  our  fellow  -  countrymen  there 
had  done  nothing  more  than  to  hold 
peaceful  meetings  at  which  they  pro- 
tested against  the  injustice  to  which  they 
had  been  subjected.  Within  the  past  12 
months  the  Boers  had  undertaken  a 
course  of  special  oppression  uud  attack 
on  the  rights  of  our  fellow-subjects,  Tbo 
Boers  hud  passed  a  law  which  prevented 
a  foreigner  from  becoming  enfranchised 
unless  his  father  had  been  naturalised* 
Numbers  of  British  subjects  had  been 
cotnmandeered,  and  when  they  had  been 
released  on  the  demand  of  Sir  H.  Loch, 
they  were  turned  adrift  1^00  miles  from 
their  home  without  any  means  provided 
them  for  getting  back.  When  he  had 
piu  a  question  on  the  subject  in  that 
blouse  the  hou.  Member  the  Parlia* 
mentary  Secretary  to  the  Colonial  Office 
had  replied  that  he  would  make  no  inquiry 
Into  the  matter,  as  to  do  so  would  be  to 
throw  an  imputation  upon  the  Boer  Go* 
vernment.  Surely  it  was  his  duty  to  havo 
inquired  into  a  matter  of  that  kind.  The 
question  he  asked  was  put  in  perfectly 
proper  terms  to  the  hou.  Gentlemau*  H 
asked  him  if  certain  statements  were  u 
were  not  accurate,  aud  il\  having  mad< 
inquiry,  he  could  state  that  they  wi 
untrue*  If  the  hou.  Gentleman  h 
been  able  to  do  that  ho  would  not  01 
have  justified  the  Boers,  against  w 
these  charges  were  made,  but  he  w 
have  inflicted  some  confusion  on  bun 
E.  Asbmead-Bartlett).  The  statemi 
he  was  referring  to  were  made  b; 
gentleman  writing  under  his  own  ni 
to  The  Scotsman  ou  July  22,  1894, 
were  to  the  effect  that  not  only 
British  iubjects  forcibly  taken  to  tl3 
front  to  render  personal  service,  but  they 
had  to  provide  horse,  saddle,  rifle,  ammu- 
nition, and  eight  days'  provisions  at 
their  own  expense.  That  was  the  last 
straw  ;  so  tho  British  residents  formed 
themselves  into  a  Defence  Association 
and  appealed  to  the  British  Authorities 
for  protection.  On  Sir  Henry  Loeh*a 
remonstrance,  President  Kriiger  ordered 
the  release  of  the  men  who  had  been 
commandeered.     They  were  accordingly 
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released  on  the  open  veldt*  but  they  were 
not  eveu  supplied  with  food  uiid  other 
~  oessariee,  tiud  if  it  bad  nol  been  for 
U  would  hftvo  starved,  for  they 
tere  set  at  liberty  200  iiiile;*  from  home, 
rithout  titjy  meatii^  of  getting  back, 
tet  the  Trans vatil  Treiisury  had  a  surplu*^ 
lis  year  of  £900,000  paid  out  of 
Iritish  pockets.  This  was  a  deliberate 
atcment  made  by  a  gcntfeman  in  hJtf 
vn  name^  and  he  had  in  support  of  it 
ttaoy  other  letters  aud  extracts  from 
Trauiivaal  papers.  Yet  the  hou.  Gentle- 
oan  would  not  even  take  the  trouble  to 
liquiro  whether  the  statement  was  true 
not,  lie  thought  it  mot*t  dis- 
reditable  to  the  (Toverument  that  they 
boiitd  allow  sueh  an  attitude  to  be  taken 
\>y  one  of  their  uuniher*  This  was 
[>t  the  only  way  in  which  British  sub- 
were  persecuted  In  the  Transvaal. 
They  were  denied  Ibo  fruuchise,  and 
Ithough  personal  eomrnaudeering  had 
been  withdrawn,  they  were  slill 
Subject  to  commaudeeriug  for  food  and 
suppliesf. 

D«.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  Read  the 
iridenen  of  that* 

8m  K.  ASIIMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
the  bou.  Member  will  be  patient  1  will. 
have  u  statement,  dated  July  22,  that 
lie  whole  of  the  British  residonis  in  the 
[/ydenberg  district  have  been  8ubjccte<l 
a  levy  of  £5   aud  £15,  according  to 

^HE  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
5TATE  FOK  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
BuxTON',  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
There  are  two  deacriptions  of  coniinan- 
Jeering^  and  that  fur  food  and  sup[)hes 
applies  equally  to  burghers  and  fureignert*.. 
itish  subjects  are  now  exempt  from 
Brsonal  commandeering,  but  they  are 
ject  in  other  respects  toj  the  same 
oinmandeering  for  food  and  supplies  as 
^urgbers  and  foreigners. 

Sir    E.     ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
&id,  that  that  was  exactly  the  point  in 
ligpute.     He   thought  the  hoti.  Gentle- 
man waaraistakeuj  and  that  when  he  got 
r   information    he    would    find    that 
British  subjects  were  still  liable  to  com* 
aandecring  for  food  and  supplies  up  to 
amount  of  £lo.     Of  course,  if  that 
form  of   commandeeriug  was  witbdraw*n, 
ill    the    better.       Then    there   was     a 
dal    War   Tax   which,    ho    believed, 
iras  imposed  on  all  residents  in  the  Trans- 
raaL      He    ixqw    turned    to    the    tnost 


oppressive  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Transvaal  Govern  men  t  —  namely,  the 
prohibition  of  the  right  of  public  meeting 
in  the  open  air. 

Mk.  8.  BUXTON  :  That  is  prohibited 
to  all  foreign  residents. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  the  Volksraad  had  passed  a  law 
which  was  unparalleled  in  history,  except 
perhaps  so  far  as  Russia  was  concerned. 
The  Committee  would  hardly  believe 
that  that  law  forbade  all  right  of  public 
meeting  in  the  open  air  to  British  resi- 
dents in  the  Transvaah  The  hou.  Gen* 
tlenmn  said  it  also  applied  to  all  other 
foreign  residents,  but  the  number  of 
them  was  comparatively  small. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  But): 
About  one-half. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  1 
beg  pardon.  Do  1  uuderstaud  the  hou. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  of  the  foreign 
resitleuts  iu  the  Transvaal  one-half  are 
not  of  British  origin  ? 
Mr.  MOLLOY  :  Yes. 
Silt  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
1  diHer  from  tlie  hot).  Gentleman  entirely. 
I  sny  that  nearly  four- fifths  are  British. 

Mr,  MOLLOY  :  Look  at  the  Ceuaus 
Returns. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
suggei^ted  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
speak  later,  and  produce  his  evidence. 
This  law  forbade  all  outdoor  aasemblies  of 
foreign  residents,  aud  also  all  processions 
and  demonstrations.  It  gave  the  Boer 
Police  power  to  break  up  such  assemblies 
by  forcct  Even  indoor  assemblies  of 
moixs  than  live  persons  were  prohibited. 
Some  13»tX)0  British  residents  signed  a 
Petition  to  the  President  of  ihe  Volks- 
raad  asking  for  the  franchise,  luit  it  was 
ignored.  This  gagging  law  was  passed 
in  the  Volksraad  by  17  votes  to  six.  So 
that  a  majority  of  11  Boer  burghers  had 
absolutely  silenced  thousands  of  British 
residents,  who  were  building  up  the 
wealth  and  prosperity  of  the  TrausvaaU 
When  the  British  residents  held  a  meet* 
ing  to  draw  up  their  remonstrance,  he  way 
informeil  that  oOO  armed  Boers  rode 
amongst  them  and  threatened  to  shoot 
them  unless  they  immediately  dispersed. 
That  was  the  sort  of  treatment  to  which 
British  residents  were  subjected*  Surely 
it  was  such  as  no  civilised  country  in  the 
world  would  submit  to.  They  were 
bemg  deprivetl  of  the  most  elementary 
privileges  of  free  men.  Had  the  Govern- 

3  Q  2 


1495     Supply— Civil  ServiceSy     {COMMONS} 


^c.f  Estimates, 


U96 


ment  told  the  House  they  would  do  their 
best  to  relieve  their  fellow-subjects  in  the 
Transvaal  from  these  disabilities,  this 
question  would  not  have  had  to  be  pressed. 
But  what  was  the  line  taken  up  by  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  ?  He 
had  gone  out  of  his  way  to  justify  the 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  No. 

Sir  E.   ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

repeated  that  the  Under  Secretary  so 
acted,  and  that  he  had  done  so  over  and 
over  again.  He  had  encouraged  them  in 
their  present  acts  of  injustice  towards 
British  subjects.  In  reply  to  a  question 
the  other  day  as  to  whether  the  franchise 
had  been  denied  to  all  British  residents, 
the  Under  Secretary  first  stated  that 
"  the  Government  hail  no  official  informa- 
tion on  the  subject."  Such  an  answer 
evaded  the  question. 

Mr.  PAU  L  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  My  hon. 
Friend  did  not  evade  the  question. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
I  will  prove  that  the  hon.  Member  knows 
nothing  about  it.     He  did  evade  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
That  is  not  the  Question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT, 
continuing,  said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  asked  whether  we  had  any  Repre- 
sentative in  the  Transvaal  through  whom 
information  could  be  ol)taiued,  and  he 
replied — 

"We  have  all  the  information  we  require, 
though  we  have  no  special  official  information." 

Surely  that  was  evading  the  question. 
He  now  slipped  the  extra  adjective 
"  special "  in  in  addition  to  "  official." 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  ask^d  a 
third  time — 

"  Is  it  or  is  it  not  the  fact  that  such  a  law 
has  been  passed." 

And  so  at  last  he  was  forced  to  answer — 

*'  I  believe  such  a  law  was  passed." 
Why  could  he  not  at  first  have  said 
straightforwardly  that  such  a  law  had 
been  passed  ?  He  knew  perfectly  well 
that  it  was  so,  and  he  therefore  did  try  to 
evade  the  question.  There  was,  how- 
ever, one  answer  the  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  calculated  to  do  still  more  serious 
injury  to  our  fellow-subjects  in  the 
Transvaal.  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  had  admitted  that  the  right 
of  open-air  public  meeting  had  been 
denied  to  British  subjects  in  the  Trans- 

Sir  E.  Ashmead'Bartlett 


vaal,  and  that  the  right  of  indoor  meet- 
ing had  been  restricted.  The  right  of 
meeting  was,  in  fact,-refused  to  more  than 
five  persons. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
Coercion. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Yes,  coercion  of  the  worst  kind,  because 
it  was  without  any  provocation,  for  our 
fellow-subjects  in  the  Transvaal  had 
been  guilty  of  no  crimes  ;  they  had  not 
committed  murders  ;  they  had  not  muti- 
lated cattle  ;  they  had  not  boycotted 
their  neighbours.  They  had  been  per- 
fectly peaceful,  and  yet  they  were  sub- 
jected to  a  gross  and  unparalleled  Coer- 
cion Act.  The  Under  Secretary  had  said 
that 

"  whatever  might  be  the  merits  or  demerits  of 
these  restrictive  enactments,  the  South  African 
Republic  appeareil  to  be  acting  within  their 
rights  in  passing  such  laws." 

Why  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  encourage 
the  Boers  in  that  way  ?  Why  did 
he  thus  stimulate  them  to  disregard  in 
this  outrageous  manner  the  elementary 
rights  of  man  and  the  liberties  of  British 
subjects  ?  The  policy  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  totally  wrong.  By  his 
statements  the  Boers  had  been  led  to 
believe  that  Great  Britain  was  actually 
afraid  of  them,  and  were  therefore  en- 
couraged to  continue  in  their  oppressive 
conduct.  He  was  not  saying  that  on  his 
own  authority  ;  he  was  saying  that  on 
the  authority  of  dozens  of  persons  who 
were  well  acquainted  with  the  Trans- 
vaal. The  Government  should  bear  in 
mind  that  they  were  not  dealing  with  a 
highly  civilised  people.  He  wished  to 
say  nothing  unnecessarily  harvUi  against 
the  Boers  of  the  Transvaal.  They 
were,  no  doubt,  valiant ;  but  as  a  people 
they  were  singularly  ignorant.  They  had 
held  supreme  power  over  the  native 
tribes  surrounding  them,  and  often  had 
used  that  power  in  a  most  tyrannical 
and  cruel  way.  Now  the  Boers  were 
trying  to  deal  with  British  subjects  in 
the  same  way.  Statements  such  as  had 
been  made  by  the  Under  Secretary 
strengthened  the  Boers'  belief  that  they 
were  invincible,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  position  of  our  fellow-subjects  in  the 
Transvaal  grew  more  and  more  unbear- 
able. The  Government,  no  doubt, 
wished  to  maintain  peace,  but  the  course 
which  they  took  was  notreally  calculated 
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to  accomplish  that  purpose.  It  was  likely 
to  eucourage  the  Boers  in  their  aggression 
and  in  their  oppression  of  British  subjects, 
until  the  position  became  intolerable.  Then 
the  British  Government  would  be  con- 
fronted with  the  necessity  of  interference. 
The  right  way  to  ensure  peace  and  to 
protect  our  fellow-subjects  was  clearly  and 
firmly,  but  courteously,  to  point  out  to  the 
Boers  that  encroachments  upon  the  rights 
of  British  subjects  would  not  be  tolerated. 
The  danger  Ministers  were  incurring  by 
their  weakness  was  very  great  indeed,  for 
they  were  creating  a  terrible  feeling  of 
bitterness  and  exasperation  among  our 
fellow-subjects.  The  time  must  come 
when  all  the  mischief  and  wrong  done  in 
1881  by  the  capitulation  after  Majuba 
would  be  undone,  when  the  old  state  of 
affairs  would  return,  and  when  the  whole 
of  South  Africa  would  l>e  under  the 
British  flag.  How  this  was  to  come 
about  he  would  not  presume  to  say,  but 
such  a  time  was  approaching  beyond  a 
doubt.  The  irresistible  enterprise,  in- 
dustry, and  governing  genius  of  the 
English  were  asserting  themselves  in 
spite  of  the  failures,  errors,  and 
betrayals  of  British  Governments.  What 
the  Government  had  to  do  was  to 
see  that  British  rights  in  these  regions 
were  firmly  and  effectively  upheld.  If 
British  subjects  were  informed  that  the 
Government  would  not  allow  the  Boers 
to  take  from  them  their  just  privileges 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  a  revolt. 
The  danger  was  that  our  fellow-subjects 
in  the  Transvaal,  who  were  brave  men, 
with  English  blood  and  English  hatred 
of  oppression,  and  far  more  civilised 
than  the  Boer  burghers,  might  be  driven 
by  intolerable  oppression  into  taking 
precipitate  action.  The  best  way  to 
prevent  that  was  for  the  Government  to 
give  both  the  Boers  and  our  British 
fellow-subjects  in  the  Transvaal  to  under- 
stand that  they  would  support  the  rights 
of  British  subjects.  Only  by  that  means, 
in  his  opinion,  could  a  sanguinary  collision 
be  prevented  in  the  Transvaal.  He  de- 
precated the  language  used  by  Ministers 
in  that  House,  which  amounted  to  a  prac- 
tical encouragement  to  the  Boers  to  pro- 
ceed with  unjusc  legislation,  as  causing 
infinite  harm  to  British  interests.  By 
their  weakness  and  vacillation  the  Go- 
vernment were  prejudicing  the  interests 
of  peace.  He  appealed  to  Ministers  to  try 
to  promptly  realise  the  gravity  of  the 


situation,  and  the  fierce  exasperation  now 
felt  by  our  fellow-subjects  in  the  Transvaal. 
These  were  law-abiding  men,  to  whose  in- 
dustry the  Transvaal  owed  its  prosperity. 
They  were  men  who  were  maintaining 
the  credit  and  honour  of  this  country 
under  the  most  trying  circumstances, 
which  men  were  entitled  to  the  practical 
and  effective  support  and  protection — 
support  which  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
British  Government  to  give  all  British 
subjects  abroad. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  said,  he  did  not  feel  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  the  fears  and  appre- 
hensions which  he  had  expressed. 
Nevertheless,  it  was  true  that  some  of 
the  recent  acts  of  the  Government  of 
the  South  African  Republic  had  been 
very  inimical  to  British  and  foreign  in- 
terests in  that  territory,  and  he  thought 
the  Government  of  the  Republic  ought 
to  be  made  to  understand  that  acts  of  the 
kind  could  not  be  tolerated  for  long  by 
the  foreign  [lopulation  to  whom  the 
prosperity  of  the  Transvaal  was  entirely 
due.  The  protests  of  the  foreign  popu- 
lation were  quite  intelligible,  but  it  would 
be  an  error  to  suppose  that  that  popula- 
tion had  the  slightest  intention  of  sub- 
mitting once  more  to  the  rule  of  Downing 
Street.  That  was  about  the  last  thing 
they  would  think  of  doing.  He  did  not 
think  that  a  revolution  in  South  African 
affairs  would  be  at  all  a.  desirable  event. 
In  his  opinion  it  would  be  a  most  satis- 
factory evolution  of  affairs  in  that  part 
of  the  world  if  the  different  countries 
south  of  the  Zambesi  were  to  confederate, 
so  that  in  future  they  should  form  one 
country.  He  thought  it  was  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  warn 
the  Government  of  the  South  African 
Republic  that  the  steps  they  had 
taken  could  not  be  allowed  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  existing  in  the 
country,  seeing  that  they  were  directed 
against  the  very  men  to  whom  the  Trans- 
vaal owed  its  prosperity,  and  who  were 
free  men  accustomed  to  certain  laws  and 
privileges. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  position 
was  one  of  deep  interest  to  the  country 
at  large  and  to  that  House.  It  was  a  re- 
markable thing  that  there  should  be  so 
much  apathy  in  the  country  as  to  what 
became  of  British  subjects  and  British 
interests  abroad.    There  was  a  time  when 
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a  matter  of  this  kind  would  have  been 
regarded  with  a  keen  feeling  in  the 
countrj,  and  when  the  Government 
would  have  been  impelled  to  take  strong 
steps  to  protect  British  subjects.  What 
thej  complained  of  in  the  present  case 
was  that  the  Government  did  not  seem 
to  consider  it  to  be  their  first  duty  to  find 
out,  or  to  take  proper  means  to  find  out, 
what  sort  of  treatment  British  subjects 
were  receiving  in  various  parts  of  the 
world ;  nor  did  they  take  notice  of 
information  that  they  received  from 
outside  sources,  but  disregarded!  all 
unofficial  statements,  and  permitted 
all  sorts  of  excuses  being  made 
by  Foreign  Governments  for  placing 
British  subjects  in  an  inferior  position. 
We  were  now  suffering  from  the  Nemesi» 
of  our  policy  of  some  years  ago  when  we 
allowed  the  Boers  to  think  that  a  Boer 
was  better  than  an  Englishman,  and  to 
trample  upon  the  British  flag,  and  ue« 
glected  to  use  the  might  of  Great  Britain 
to  maintain  our  right  position  in  the 
Transvaal.  The  time  had  long  gone  by 
when  an  Englishman,  in  any  part  of  the 
world,  could  say  Civis  Romanus  Sum. 
Foreigners  had  been  allowed  to  trample 
on  the  rights  of  the  British  subjects 
without  any  reparation  being  obtained. 
Take  the  case  of  a  German  in  any  part 
of  the  worKl.  lie  knew  well  enough 
that  if  he  was  the  recipient  of  treatment 
to  which  his  Government  took  excep- 
tion he  would  receive  the  authoritative 
support  of  his  Govennneut.  The  same 
thing  was  equally  true  in  the  case  of 
Frenchmen.  Jf  the  Government  would 
not  stand  by  British  subjects  abroad  and 
support  their  protests  against  unjust 
treatment  it  was  obvious  that  they  were 
preparing  the  way  for  the  downfall  of 
the  British  Empire. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  that  the  alleged 
facts  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
were  the  merest  fictions,  and  he  would 
rather  take  the  opinion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  King's  County, 
because  he  was  a  British  subject  with 
great  experience  in  the  Transvaal ;  he 
had  mingled  among  these  people,  and  he 
spoke  from  personal  experience.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  denied  the  facts  set 
out  obviously  knew  nothing  about  the 
matter,  and  his  complaints  were  not 
worthy  of  consideration.  He  asserted 
that  British  subjects  were  terribly  mis- 
governed in  the  Transvaal  and  could  not 

Mr,  Tomlinson 


get  the  franchise.  But  if  the  laws  of 
the  land  were  referred  to  it  would  be 
found  that  there  was  no  country  in  the 
world  where  foreigners  got  privileges  and 
rights  of  that  character  quicker  than  the 
Transvaal.  Any  foreigner  after  two 
years'  residence  could  vote  in  elections  to 
the  Second  Chamber  of  the  Legislature, 
and  after  fixe  years  he  could  vote  in 
elections  to  the  First  Chamber. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
said,  that  was  not  so. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  he  knew  what  the 
laws  were,  because  they  were  submitted 
to  him  before  they  were  passed.  With 
regard  to  commandeering,  unless  a  man 
was  willing  to  be  commandeered  his 
farm  might  be  burned  and  he  would  pro- 
bably be  murdered.  So  that  it  was 
necessary  he  should  join  in  mutual  self- 
defence.  As  to  education  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, no  States  in  the  world  spent  so 
much  on  education  as  the  Boer  States  in 
the  Transvaal.  lie  hoped  the  questions 
at  issue  between  the  Transvaal  and  our- 
selves would  be  settled  by  the  Colonial 
Office  in  an  amicable  spirit,  and  that  the 
change  which  must  take  place  in  the 
Transvaal,  by  which  persons  now  re- 
garded as  foreigners  would  become 
citizens,  would  be  accomplished  without 
much  friction. 

•Mk.  S.  BUXTON  said,  he  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  unquestionably  the 
duty  of  any  Government,  whether 
Liberal  or  Conservative,  to  defend 
British  interests  wherever  they  might 
exist,  and  that  where  the  rights  of 
British  subjects  were  unjustly  infringed 
to  see  that  they  had  justice.  He  also 
agreed  that  it  was  largely  due  to  the 
enterprise  and  energy  of  the  British 
inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal  that  the 
country  was  in  its  present  prosperous 
position.  He,  however,  felt  bound  to  say 
that  such  a  speech  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield,  whatever  his 
intentions  micrht  be,  could  only  tend  to 
create  difficulties  which  otherwise  would 
not  be  encountered  in  seeking  to  obtain  a 
satisfactory  solution  of  questions  arising 
between  this  country  and  the  Transvaal 
Republic.  As  everybody  was  not  a 
Member  of  that  House,  and  perhaps 
there  were  a  certain  number  of  persons 
outside  who  might  attach  weight  and 
importance  to  the,  statements  of  the 
hon.  Member  —  alt!;ough,  of  course. 
Members    of     the    House    knew    what 
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amount  of  weight  and  importance  to 
attach  to  them — ^he  felt  it  necessarj  to 
say  that  he  was  confident  the  bon. 
Member  in  no  sense  i  expressed  the 
opinions  or  feelings  of  right  hon.  and 
bon.  Gentlemen  who  usually  sat  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench.  He  had  only 
that  day  received  a  letter  from  a  corre- 
spondent of  the  hon.  Member  in 
Edinburgh — a  letter  the  style,  stamp,  and 
temper  of  which  were  faithfully  reflected 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
writer  was  a  specimen  of  the  correspon- 
dents of  whom  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken.  He  abused  the  "  villanies " 
Liberal  Government  and  those  whom  he 
called  "  the  bloody  Boers,"  and  accused 
the  foreign  residents  in  the  Transvaal  of 
cowardice  for  not  having  taken  up  arms 
before: 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  BARTLETT  :  1 
have  not  read  that  letter. 

•Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  it  was  at  all 
events  a  curious  coincidence  that  the 
style  and  stamp  and  temper  of  the  letter 
were  reflected  so  faithfully  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  that  he  (Mr.  Bux- 
ton) took  it  for  granted  that  not  only  had 
the  hon.  Gentleman  read  it,  but  digested 
it.  Perhaps  some  of  the  expressions 
contained  in  the  letter  could  hardly  be 
used  in  a  Parliamentary  sense,  but  he 
knew  that  the  extra-Parliamentary  utter- 
ances of  the  hon.  Gentleman  accorded 
very  well  with  those  that  appeared  in  the 
letter.  He  took  this  to  be  a  sample  of 
the  kind  of  correspondence  which  had 
come  into  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  of  which  he  had  spoken.  But 
he  would  not  go  further  into  this 
matter,  except  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  to-day  made  almost  identi- 
cally the  same  speech  that  he  made  the 
other  day.  Therefore,  he  did  not  wish 
to  detain  the  Committee  by  going  at 
any  length  into  the  questions  which 
were  then  raised  and  the  statements 
made  thereupon.  It  was  no  part  of  his 
duty,  nor  was  it  his  intention,  to 
defend  the  South  African  Republic 
against  the  attacks  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Still,  after  all,  it  was  the  duty  of 
some  responsible  person  to  say  something 
in  explanation  of  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty^s  Government.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  touched  upon  the  treatment 
of  the  prisoners  who  had  been  com- 
mandeered by  the  South  African  Republic. 
He  ha4  seen  and  read  what  had  appeared* 
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in  the  papers  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
thought  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  the 
whole  expedition  was  conducted  in  a 
way  that  would  shock  our  War  Office, 
both  as  regards  commissariat  and  trans- 
port. The  Government  of  South  Africa 
commandeered  under  exceptional  circum- 
stances— that  was  to  say,  that  everybody 
had  to  provide  their  own  arms  and  other 
necessaries — but  the  prisoners  who  refused 
to  serve  were  not  treated  with  anything 
like  barbarity  or  inhumanity.  What  hap- 
pened to  them  was  that  they  were  placed 
in  the  same  position  as  other  burghers 
who  had  been  commandeered.  He  was 
aware  that  it  was  said  that  the 
prisoners  were  turned  adrift  200  miles 
from  their  homes,  but  the  fact  was  that 
they  were  offered  the  use  of  wagons, 
which  they  declined  to  accept.  There 
was  nothing  whatever  to  show  that  the 
prisoners  were  treated  with  inhumanity. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
reminded  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
only  complaint  that  he  made  was  that 
these  prisoners  were  turned  adrift  200 
miles  from  home. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON,  continuing,  said, 
that  while  it  was  true  that  British  sub- 
jects, like  the  burghers,  were  still  liable 
to  the  War  Tax,  the  special  military  con- 
tribution levied  on  British  subjects  alone 
had  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  B ARTLEY  inquired  whether  any 
British  subjects  were  now  being  specially 
commandeered  ? 

•Mr.  S.BUXTON  said,  that  the  parti- 
cular commandeering  consisted  of  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  the  contribution  of  the 
War  Tax,  which  was  levied  on  all  the 
inhabitants  alike.  What  the  British  sub- 
jects had  contended  for  was  exemption 
from  special  military  contributions,  and 
he  was  glad  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  dealing  with  the  Boer 
Government  in  a  friendly  way  in  regard 
to  this  matter,  with  the  result  that  they 
had  been  able  to  secure  the  two  points 
that  they  desired — namely,  the  personal 
exemption  of  British  subjects  from  com- 
mandeering, and  also  from  special  con- 
tributions of  goods  and  money.  With 
regard  to  the  law  directed  against  meet- 
ings, while  no  Government  of  this  country 
would  ever  think  of  introducing  a  law 
exactly  on  all-fours  with  that  which 
obtained  in  the  Transvaal — except,  of 
course,  as  regards  Ireland  I — he  should 
like  to  point  out  to  the  Committee  tha^ 
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the  same  law  was  practically  in  force  in 
England  with  regard  to  the  holding  of 
meetings.  The  fact  was,  that  that 
law  was  in  some  respects  even  less 
stringent  than  the  law  which  pre- 
Tailed  in  England  at  the  present  time, 
for,  whilst  it  required  six  persons  to  con- 
stitute a  meeting  in  the  Transvaal,  only 
three  persons  were  necessary  to  constitute 
a  meeting  in  England.  It  differed  in 
prohibiting  all  outdoor  meetings.  In 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  fran- 
chise, he  regretted  —  as  he  had  pre- 
viously stated  —  the  stringency  of 
the  system  in  the  Transvaal,  and 
thought  the  restrictions  upon  foreign 
residents  were  unfair.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Caithness  was  wrong  on  the 
point.  Two  years  only,  it  was  true,  were 
required  to  vote  for  the  Second  Volks- 
raad — which  had,  however,  no  power — 
but  no  less  than  12  years  to  obtain 
a  vote  for,  or  to  be  elected  to,  the 
First  Volksraad.  But,  as  to  active 
interference  in  the  internal  affairs  of  an 
independent  State  in  reference  to  these 
and  other  matters,  he  thought  hon.  Mem- 
bers ought  to  be  very  careful  how  far 
they  recommended  such  an  extreme 
course.  Apart  from  the  question  of  com- 
mandeering, the  Government  had  re- 
ceived no  representations  from  British 
residents  in  the  Transvaal  that  they 
desired  the  Government  in  any  way  to 
interfere  in  the  interual  affairs  of  the 
Republic.  It  was  the  desire  of  the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  Republic  in 
a  frank  and  friendly  spirit.  As  Euglish- 
meu,  they  could  express  a  hope  that  their 
British  fellow-subjects  in  the  Transvaal 
might  be  treated  with  fairness  and  con- 
sideration ;  and  the  Government  would 
always  be  ready  to  do  all  in  their  power 
to  ensure  that  result.  But  he  could  only 
repeat  that  nothing  made  these  friendly 
arrangements  more  difficult  than  the  sort 
of  speech — the  sort  of  abusive  speech — 
that  had  been  uttered  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  [A  cry  of  "  Oh  ! "]  Yes, 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was  abusive 
of  a  friendly  country  with  which  Her 
Majesty's  Govern meut  were  in  constant 
negotiation,  and  he  believed  that  those 
who  were  customarily  responsible  for 
voiciug  the  opposition  to  the  Govern- 
ment policy  would  have  dealt  with  this 
matter  in  an  entirely  different  way  to 
that  which  had  been  adopted  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken. 

Mr.  S.  Bujcton 


Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  said, 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  statement  made 
that  the  position  of  affairs  in  the  Trans- 
vaal two  months  ago  was  of  no  importance. 
He  certainly  thought  that  at  one  period  of 
the  crisis  the  situation  was  a  very 
serious  one,  and  as  far  as  British  interests 
were  concerned,  likely  to  cause  the 
gravest  anxiety.  President  Kriiger  had 
been  unsuccessful  in  obtaining  certain 
rates  he  had  levied  on  the  chiefs  resident 
some  distance  from  Pretoria.  He  (Mr. 
Dalziel)  had  some  friends  in  a  bank  in 
Pretoria,  and  he  believed  that  a  very 
large  number  of  gentlemen  hailing  from 
his  constituency  were  engaged  in  business 
there.  One  night  these  British  subjects 
had  a  summons  issued  on  behalf  of  Presi- 
dent Kriiger,  demanding  that  within  24 
hours  they  should  appear  at  a  certain 
place  with  horse,  ammunition,  and  rifle, 
and  sufficient  provisions  to  last  for  a  cer- 
tain period.  These  men  were  resident  in 
the  Transvaal,  but  were  denied  all  voice 
in  the  administration  of  the  country,  and 
the  result  was  that  they  objected  to  this 
action  on  the  part  of  the  President  of  the 
Republic.  He  must  say  that  when 
British  subjects  were  ordered  within  24 
hours  to  go  out  and  fight  for  President 
Kriiger  when  German,  Italian,  and 
Belgian  residents  were  exempted  from 
the  operations  of  this  commandeering  it 
could  not  be  regarded  as  satisfactory  by 
any  man  who  was  a  Britisher.  The 
whole  pivot  of  the  question  seemed 
to  be  that  all  other  foreign  resi- 
dents were  exempted  from  the  com- 
mandeering, whilst  the  British  resi- 
dents were  subject  to  it.  He  must 
admit  that  on  the  facts  being  laid  before 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  he  did 
everything  that  could  be  done  to  induce 
President  Kriiger  to  recede  from  his  origi- 
nal position,  and  he  thought  the  result  had 
justified  the  line  of  policy  adopted.  The 
result  of  the  negotiations  was  that  in 
future  this  commandeering  had  been  ren- 
dered impossible  as  far  as  British  resi- 
dents were  concerned,  and  he  heartily 
congratulated  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  upon  the  present  position  of 
the  question. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  that  two  statements  made  by  gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  personal  to  himself 
and  required  an  answer.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had  adopted  a 
course  which    was   rather  popular  with 
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him  and  some  other  Members  of  the 
Government,  and  had  made  a  personal 
attack  upon  him.  He  could  easily 
retaliate  upon  the  hou.  Gentleman  in  the 
same  way  and  perhaps  with  a  little  more 
eflfect ;  but  he  thought  that  such  methods 
of  warfare  were  unworthy  of  the  House. 
He  had  never  made  a  personal  attack 
upon  any  Member  in  the  House  or  out  of 
it.  ICriesof'  Oh  !  "]  He  had  vigorously 
attacked  the  policy  of  the  Government  and 
their  acts,  but  had  never  made  a  personal 
attack  upon  a  political  opponent.  The 
remark  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  his 
(Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett's)  statements 
had  little  weight  in  the  House  was  quite 
unworthy  of  him,  and  he  (Sir  E.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett)  only  mentioned  it  to  ex- 
press his  contempt  for  such  methods  of 
political  warfare.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  got  a  few  cheap  cheers  by 
making  these  personal  remarks,  and  he 
supposed,  therefore,  he  would  continue 
to  make  them.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  had  accused 
him  of  uttering  fictions.  The  hon. 
Gentleman^s  statements  with  regard  to 
the  franchise  had  just  been  shown  by 
the  Under  Secretary  himself  to  be  abso- 
lutely incorrect,  and  the  hou.  Gentle- 
man had  not  attempted  to  prove  that 
he  (Sir  Ashmead-Bartlett)  was  wrong 
except  only  as  to  his  statement  with 
regard  to  the  proportion  of  British  people 
in  the  Transvaal.  It  might  be  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman^s  estimate  was  right,  but 
he  (Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  adhered  to 
his  own  estimate ;  and  certainly,  even  if  his 
estimate  was  wrong,  that  was  no  ground 
for  bringing  a  charge  of  uttering  fiction 
against  him.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr. 
Clark)  was  himself  utterly  wrong  in  regard 
to  the  franchise,  and  in  his  speech  he  had 
entirely  ignored  the  question  of  the  right 
of  public  meeting  as  well  as  the  recent 
law  which  so  restricted  the  franchise  that 
for  the  future  no  foreign  resident  could 
obtain  it  unless  hid  parents  were  natural- 
ised before  him.  The  Committee  must 
have  listened  with  some  surprise  to  the 
Under  Secretary's  statement  that  the 
law  of  England  resembled  the  law  of  the 
Transvaal  with  regard  to  public  meet- 
ings. In  the  Transvaal  all  right  of 
procession  or  public  meeting  out-of-doors 
was  denied.  Was  there  anything  like 
that  in  this  country  ? 

Mr.   S.   BUXTON :    I   said  with  a 
difference. 


[  Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
I  said,  there  was  no  analogy.  In  this 
country  there  was  a  free  right  of  public 
meeting  out-of-doors  unless  it  happened 
to  obstruct  the  traffic  in  a  thoroughfare. 
There  was  no  right  of  outdoor  meeting 
in  the  Transvaal,  and  indoor  meetings  had 
been  restricted  to  five  persons.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  What  about  Ireland  ?]  As  to 
Ireland,  such  laws  as  had  been  passed 
restricting  tu  a  limited  extent  public 
meeting  had  been  passed  on  account  of 
the  grave  state  of  crime  and  outrage  in 
Ireland.  Our  fellow-subjects  in  the  Trans- 
vaal had  been  guilty  of  no  outrages.  They 
had  not  boycotted  or  shot  landlords  or 
tenants  or  mutilated  cattle.  Yet,  because 
they  had  dared  to  assemble  to  pass  a 
peaceable  remonstrance  a^rainst  the  privi- 
lege of  the  franchise  being  withheld  from 
them,  this  stringent  and  oppressive  law 
denying  them  all  right  of  public  meeting 
had  been  promptly  passed  by  the  Boer 
Volksraad.  He  repudiated  all  desire  of 
causing  disturbance  in  the  Transvaal,  and 
he  denied  that  the  speech  he  had  made 
earlier,  or  the  policy  he  had  recommended 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  would 
cause  disturbance  or  war.  The  course 
which  the  Government  had  pursued  in 
this  House,  the  policy  defended  by  the 
Under  Secretary  just  now,  the  policy 
greeted  with  cheers  by  gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway,  was  the  policy  which  was 
certain  to  cause  disturbance  and  war  in 
the  Transvaal  and  elsewhere.  The  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  were  untaught 
by  all  previous  experience  They  had 
tried  the  same  policy  a  dozen  times  within 
the  last  20  years,  and  each  time  it  had 
landed  this  country  always  in  great  diffi- 
culties, and  often  in  war.  The  policy  of 
timely  firmness,  combined  with  courtesy, 
was  the  true  policy  of  peace,  and  it  had 
been  proved  to  be  so  over  and  over  again. 
Until  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Buxton) 
and  his  colleagues  recognised  that  these 
constant  surrenders,  these  weak  answers, 
these  half-hearted  remonstrances,  these 
timid  justifications  of  the  encroachments 
of  Foreign  Powers,  were  not  either  the 
honourable  or  the  peaceful  policy,  there 
would  never  be  any  protection  for  our 
fellow-subjects  abroad,  and  there  would 
be  the  greatest  risk  of  involving  this 
country  in  disturbance  and  ultimately  in 
war. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
wished   to  obtain  some  information  re- 


1507     Supply-^Civil  Services,     {COMMONS} 


Sfc.y  Estimates. 


1508 


speofeing  a  deputation  which  he  believed 
was  sent  by  the  Queen  of  Swaziland 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
desired  to  know  whether  the  deputation 
had  ever  reached  this  country,  and,  if  so, 
what  had  been  the  outcome  of  its 
mission  ?  He  asked  the  question,  because 
certain  Papers  had  been  placed  in  his 
hands  which  indicated  that  the  deputa- 
tion before  it  left  Swaziland  entertained 
some  very  strong  opinions  regarding 
allegiance  to  the  British  Crown,  the 
sanctity  of  the  promises  alleged  to  hare 
been  made  to  the  British  Crown,  and 
their  unwillingness  to  come  under  tlie 
sovereignty  of  the  Boers.  This  informa- 
tion had  been  placed  in  his  hands  confi- 
dentially, and  he  could  not  vouch  for 
its  accuracy,  but  he  should  like  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Buxton)  to  give  some 
information  on  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  previously  stated  that 
the  Swazis  would  not  be  compelled 
to  come  under  the  Boer  sovereignty 
unless  they  were  really  willing,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  steps  to  assure  them- 
selves as  to  the  reality  of  the  sentiments 
entertained  by  the  Swazis  in  reference  to 
a  possible  transfer  of  their  allegiance 
from  the  British  Crown  to  the  Boers  ? 

•Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  There  was  a 
deputation — not  a  very  representative 
one — which  came  down  as  far  as  Natal 
and  saw  Mr.  Shepstone,  the  eldest  son  of 
the  late  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone,  and 
then  returned  to  Swaziland.  Sir  Henry 
Loch  recently  instructed  Colonel  Martin, 
our  Representative  in  vSwaziland,  to  get 
the  Queen-Mother  to  send  down  a  repre- 
sentative deputation  to  the  Cape.  This 
she  gladly  did.  The  deputation — a  very 
representative  one — saw  Sir  Henry  Loch 
and  went  back.  It  is  now  probably  in 
communication  with  the  Queen-Mother. 
As  regards  the  question  of  Swaziland,  I 
have  more  than  once  gone  into  it  in 
some  detail  in  this  House,  and  I  do  not 
think  my  hon.  Friend  would  wish  me 
to  do  so  again  ;  but  as  regards  the 
rights  of  the  natives,  I  may  say  that  we 
shall  do  our  best,  as  we  have  done  in  the 
past,  to  protect  such  rights  as  they  have. 
It  must  be  recollected  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  very  unwisely  probably,  but, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  the  Swazis'  them- 
selves have  practically  given  up  nearly 
the  whole  of  their  rights  in  the  country 
and  their  independence.  That  was  the 
Sir  R,  Temple 


position  we  found  when  we  came  to  deal 
with  the  question,  and,  without  going 
into  particulars,  I  can  only  say  that,  as 
regards  the  remaining  rights  of  the 
natives,  we  shall  do  our  best  to  protect 
them. 

Commander  BETHELL  pointed  out 
that  although  Swaziland  was  not  part  of 
our  territory  we  were  bound  by  the 
strictest  engagement  under  the  Conven- 
tion of  1884  not  to  allow  the  country  to 
pass  into  the  hands  of  the  South  African 
Republic. 

•Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  understood  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Kingston 
(Sir  R.  Temple)  to  speak  about  the 
handing  over  of  the  property  of  the 
British  Crown  to  the  Transvaal,  and 
what  I  denied  was  that  in  any  sense  of 
the  term  Swaziland  had  been  British 
territory.  I  quite  admit  our  engage- 
ments, and  it  is  because  of  our  engage- 
ments that  we  shall  do  our  best  to  protect 
the  remaining  rights  of  the  natives. 

Dr.  CLARK  said  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  Swaziland  used  to  be  part  of  the 
British  Empire  ;  but  by  the  Treaty  of 
1881  it  was  separated  from  it,  and  by  the 
Treaty  of  1884  the  Transvaal  agreed  to 
recognise  its  independence.  He  trusted 
that  in  any  final  settlement  the  rights  of 
the  Swazis  to  the  land,  and  especially  to 
the  waterland,  would  be  looked  into.  Ho 
was  not  prepared  to  admit  that  a  native 
King  could  give  concessions  affect- 
ing the  well-being  of  his  people 
for  a  bottle  of  rum  or  for  nothing. 
The  only  thing  he  was  interested  in,  so 
far  as  Swaziland  was  concerned,  was  that 
when  bringing  about  a  settlement  the 
rights  of  the  natives  should  not  be  over- 
looked. 

Mr.MACDONA  (South wark,  Rotlier- 
hithe)  said,  ho  rose  to  congratulate  hon. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  upon  having  amongst  them  a 
Member  like  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
who  advocated  a  spirited  policy  as 
regarded  our  foreign  relations.  He  (Mr. 
Macdona)  had  had  similar  letters  to  those 
the  hon.  Member  had  received  from  his 
constituents,  complaining  of  the  intoler- 
able state  of  tyranny  under  which  British 
residents  lived  in  the  Transvaal.  He 
hoped  that  the  evidence  they  had  had  to- 
day of  the  existence  of  some  backbone 
amongst  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  wear  away  too  soon. 
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Sir  R.  temple  said,  that  what 
he  had  meant  was  that  he  had 
evidence  to  show  that  the  Swazis  enter- 
tained a  sentiment  of  allegiance  to  the 
British  Sovereign,  and  he  hoped  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  quite 
sure  as  to  the  existence  or  non-existence 
of  that  sentiment  in  the  hearts  of  these 
people  before  they  consented  to  the  trans- 
fer of  their  allegiance  to  the  Boers. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  the  final  settlement  of  the  Swaziland 
question  had  been  postponed  for  six 
months.     When  did  that  period  expire  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  On  the  31st  of 
December. 

Sir    E.     ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

asked  if  the  hon.Memberwas  in  a  position 
to  give  an  assurance  that  the  Swaziland 
question  would  not  be  settled  before  the 
next  meeting  of  Parliament?  It  was  im- 
portant that  the  House  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  matter 
before  a  final  settlement  was  effected. 

♦Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  he  was  not  in 
a  position  to  give  such  an  assurance.  A 
certain  Treaty  had  been  made  with  the 
South  African  Republic,  and  had  been 
before  the  House  many  months.  Every 
opportunity  had  been  given  to  the  hon. 
Grentleman  and  to  others  to  discuss,  but  no 
objection  had  been  raised  to,  its  terms.  If 
within  the  next  six  months  the  Swazis 
were  prepared  to  accept  it  the  Treaty 
would  become  valid. 

Mr.  weir  wanted  to  know  what 
right  British  subjects  had  in  the  Trans- 
vaal ?  The  subjects  of  one  country  going 
into  another  country  and  residing  there 
must  be  prepared  to  obey  its  laws.  If 
those  laws  were  not  in  accordance  with 
his  views  it  was  not  for  him  to  object. 
The  Transvaal  must  be  permitted  to 
settle  its  own  internal  affairs.  For- 
tunately, the  present  Government  did  not 
favour  the  old  Tory  policy  of  big  coun- 
tries endeavouring  to  slaughter  little  ones 
— a  policy  which  sometimes  led  to  such 
mishaps  as  that  of  Majuba  Hill. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  wandering  from  the  question  before  the 
Committee. 

•Mr.  WEIR  said,  he  had  made  all  the 
observations  he  desired  to  make  on  that 
point.  He  would  now  merely  ask  for 
information  with  regard  to  the  prospects 
of  the  gold  standard  of  British  Hon- 
duras. 


•Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  gold  standard  of  British 
Honduras,  he  dared  say  the  hon.  Member 
was  aware  that  they  were  agreed  that 
there  should  be  a  gold  standard  there, 
and  the  matter  was  still  under  considera- 
tion. They  would  hurry  it  on  as  fast  as 
they  could,  and  he  hoped  that  such  a 
standard  would  be  in  operation  within 
the  next  six  weeks  or  two  months. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  thought  everybody  who  desired  to  see 
the  British  Empire  maintained  must 
have  looked  with  great  hope  and  satis- 
faction upon  the  recent  Conference  at 
Ottawa.  He  would  be  glad  to  know 
whether  the  Government  could  make  any 
statement  as  to  whether  they  intended  to 
take  steps  to  carry  out  the  ideas  there 
expressed  for  knitting  together  the  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  British  Empire,  par- 
ticularly the  essential  one  as  to  the  pro- 
motion of  telegraphs  and  lines  of 
steamers. 

•Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  that  was  a 
very  important  matter,  and  one  which 
was  of  very  great  interest  to  the  Mother 
Country  as  well  as  to  the  colonies.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  in  the  hope 
that  the  Conference  was  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  closer  connection  between 
the  Mother  Country  and  the  colonies. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  followed  the 
proceedings  with  great  interest,  but  the 
hon.  Member  would  understand  that,  as 
they  had  not  yet  received  Lord  Jersey's 
Report,  they  had  not  come  to  any  con- 
clusion. He  hoped  to  be  able  to  lay  that 
Report  before  the  House  at  the  earliest 
moment,  in  order  to  give  Members  an 
opportunity  of  making  themselves  ac- 
quainted with  it  before  next  Session. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'•That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £100,757,  Ije 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1895,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Committee  of 
Privy  Council  for  Trade  and  SuboriUnate 
Departments." 

•Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  desired 
to  call  attention  to  a  matter  relating  to 
the  Railway  Companies  and  the  conduct 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  with  regard  to  the 
powers  they  possessed.      The   Board  of 
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Trade  had,  in  relation  to  railways,  very 
large  and  extensive  powers,  and  as  a  rule 
these  powers  had  been  used  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  wisely,  with  considerable  firm- 
ness, and,  at  the  same  time,  with  modera- 
tion.    But  in  the  case  to  which  he  was 
going  to  call  attention  there  had  been  an 
exception  to  the  rule.  The  Board  of  Trade 
by  the  Act  of   1873  had  certain  powers 
of  dealing  with  cases  of  undue  prefer- 
ence   in     the     carriage    of     goods     on 
railways.     The  Acts  forbade  unfairness 
on    the     part     of     Railway    Companies 
against    any    particular     individual     or 
any    particular    class     of      goods.       It 
was  common  knowledge  that  at  the  pre- 
sent time  there  were,  as  there  had  been 
for  many  years  past,  considerable  com- 
plaints made  with  regard  to  preference. 
Some     of     the     complaints     were     un- 
founded ;   but  there  were,  undoubtedly, 
instances  where  the  complaints  were  well 
founded,  and  where  undue  preference  was 
shown  to  foreign  as  against  home  pro- 
duce.    There  was  a  section  of  the  Regu- 
lation of  Railways  Act,  1873,  which  said 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  might  appoint  a 
person  to  take  up  the  case  of  the  traders 
and  bring  the  matter  before  the  Railway 
Commissioners  where  the  complaint  was 
one  of  unjust  and  undue  preference.  That 
Act    had  been    in    force   for  more  than 
20    years,   and    he    did    not   think    the 
Board  of  Trade  duriug  the  whole  of  the 
20  years  had  ever  put  in  force  that  section 
or  appointed  any  person  to  represeut  the 
traders.     It  was  not  because  the  traders 
had   made  no  complaints  or  that   there 
had   not    been   serious   ground  for  com- 
plaint, but  because  the  Board  of  Trade 
hatl  a  system  of  declining  to  act  on  the 
power  given  them  by  that  section.     That 
legislation      remained      untouched,     but 
there  had  been  fresh  legislation  which,  to 
some  extent,  altered  the  position  of  the 
Board    of     Tra<le.       By    the    Railway 
and    Canal     Traffic    Act    of     1888,    a 
clause  was  introduced  stating  that  if  a 
person  sending  goods  by  railway  was  of 
opiuion  that  the  charges  were  unreason- 
able   he   could   make   complaiut    to   the 
Board  of  Trade.  Under  Section  31  of  the 
Act  of  1888  it  became  theduty  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  upon  receiving  such  a  complaint, 
to  call  the  parties  together  and  endeavour 
to   arrange     matters     and     assist   them 
to    come   to  terms.     That  was  generally 
called    the  Conciliation   Section.     Since 
these  two  Acts  were  passed  a  third  had 
Mr.  Dodd 
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been  added  to  the  Statute  Book  which 
would  shortly  come  into  operation,  and 
which  provided  that  in  future  in  regard 
to  litigation   before  the  Railway  Com- 
missioners no  costs  would  be  awarded  to 
either    side.      In    other    words,   if   the 
Railway    Company  succeeded   they  did 
not  get  costs  ;  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
trader  succeeded  he  would  not  get  costs. 
The  effect  of  that  would  be  that  traders 
in    the   future,  going   before   the  Com- 
missioners   wr:ether     right     or    wrong, 
would   have   to    bear   their   own   costs. 
That  being  so,  it  became  very  important 
that  in  future  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
put  in  force  the  power  of  taking  up  the 
trader's  case,  which,  as  he  had  shown,  they 
possessed.     His  present    complaint  was 
that   they    had   failed   for   23   years   to 
put  that  power  in  force,  and  he  was  of 
opinion  the  failure  to  act  would  continue' 
unless  pressure  was  put  upon  the  Depart- 
m  9nt .  The  section  of  the  Act  of  1 873  would 
clearly,  if  acted  on,  give  the  traders  very 
important  relief.     The  position  of  affairs 
would  be  that  the  trader  would  first  try 
the  conciliation  to  be  exercised  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  if  it  failed  he  would 
be  able  to  get  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
back  him  up  and  take  the  case  before  the 
Commissioners.       The     fourth     Annual 
Report  of  the  Boartl  of  Trade  contained 
au  account  of  the  complaints  made  under 
Section    31    of   the    Railway  and   Canal 
Traffic  Act  of  1888,  and  gave  the  results 
achieved   by    couciliation.      The  figures 
showed    that   the  number  of  complaints 
dealt  with  in  the  year  was  75,  of  which 
21  were  still  under  consideration.      The 
Report  went  on  to  state — 

*'  In  24  instances  the  intervention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  led  to  no  result.  In  12  instances 
out  of  the  24  the  Hoanl  of  Trade  decided  that 
they  could  not  take  any  further  action  after 
receiving  the  explanations  of  the  Company.  In 
five  instances  the  issues  involved  were  of  too 
j^reat  importance  to  be  dealt  with  under  Section 
81,  In  two  instances  in  which  complaint  was 
ma<le  of  the  allowance  made  by  the  Railway 
Company  for  the  provision  of  private  ownei-s' 
waggons,  the  Board  of  Trade,  at  the  request  of 
the  complainants,  exercised  the  powers  con- 
ferred upon  them  under  the  Railway  Rates  and 
Charges  Order  Confirmation  Acts,  1881  and 
1892,  of  referring  the  disputes  to  arbitration, 
and  appointed  the  Railway  and  Canal  Com- 
mission  in  each  case  to  act  as  arbitrator.  Up  to 
the  pi-esent  these  are  the  only  disputes  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  been  called  upon  to 
refer  to  arbitration  under  the  Acts  in  question. 
In  three  instances  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
not  take  any  further  action  owing  to  the  decision 
of  the  Companies  ;  in  one  of  these  the  Company 
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on  certain  lines.     There  was  a  provision 
in  the  Act  requiring  that  the  Railway 
Company,  where  there  was  a  complaint 
which  at  first  sight  appeared  to  be  well- 
founded,  should  be  called  upon  to  submit  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  a  schedule  showing 
the  hours  their  servants  were  employed, 
and  upon  that   the  Board  of  Trade  had 
power  to  deal  with  them  somewhat  as  in 
the  earlier  Act  by  what  was  in  substance 
conciliation,  and  thus  endeavour  to  bring 
about  a  better  state  of  affairs.       If  this 
effort  at   conciliation   failed    there  was 
a  provision  which  enabled  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  take  up  the  case  of  the  servants 
before  the  Railway  Commissioners.     His 
complaint  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  relation  to  this 
Statute  was  one   which   he  made  with 
more  hesitation   than   the  complaint  he 
made  with  regard  to  the  earlier  Statute, 
because  the  Act  had  only  been  in  opera- 
tion a  short  time,  and  the  date  had  not 
yet  come  when  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  submit  a  Report  of 
their    proceedings    to    Parliament,    and, 
therefore,  he    was    speaking   only  from 
the    best    evidence    of    what    could    be 
gathered  from  various  isolated  instances. 
He  thought  that  complaints  were  received 
as  early  as  January  or  February  of  this 
year,  and  with  regard  to  some  of  them, 
he  believed  in  regard  to  all,  where  the 
Railway  Companies    declined  to  accede 
to  the  views  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  no 
steps  had  been  taken  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  Railway  Commissioners.     He 
spoke  with    hesitation,  because    he  had 
no  information  at   first   hand,  but  they 
had   seen    or    beard    nothing   of    these 
cases  in  the  Courts  ;  and  his  belief  was 
that   the    power   of  bringing  the    long 
hours  before  the  Railway  Commissioners 
and  getting  them  put  a  stop  to  by  their 
decision   had  never  yet   been  made  use 
of  by  the  Board  of  Trade.     It  seemed 
rather    a    long    time    to    play    with    a 
complaint  from  January  down   to    the 
present  time.     A  little  more  energy  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of   Trade    with 
regard  to  the  hours  of  railway  servants 
would  do  no  harm.     He  trusted  that  in 
this  matter,  and  also  in  the  other  matter 
to  which  he  had  referred,  and  which  was 
of  great  importance  to  the  traders  of  this 
country,  the  Board  of  Trade  would  act 
with  a  somewhat  more  vigorous  hand  in 
putting  in  force  the  powers  with  which 
they  had  been  entrusted  by  Parliament. 


stated  that  they  were  prepared  to  defend  their 
action  if  necessary  before  the  Railway  Com- 
miamonerB,  and  in  the  others  the  disputes 
related  to  the  charges  on  traffic  from  private 
sidings,  a  subject  to  which  I  refer  later  on  in 
this  Report.  In  one  instance  the  question  in- 
volve<i  was  a  legal  one,  which  has  since  been 
decided  in  the  Law  Courts  in  the  complainants' 
favour.  The  remaining  instance  is  one  to 
which  I  must  specially  call  attention  on 
account  of  the  attitude  atioped  by  the  Rail*  ay 
Company.  Particulars  ©f  this  case  are  set  out 
in  the  Appendix,  from  which  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  Great  Northern  (Ireland)  Railway 
Company  refused  to  attend  a  conference 
suggested  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  contending 
that  the  question  involved  a  legal  issue  which 
could  not  be  disposed  of  under  the  Conciliation 
Clause.  The  Company  persisted  in  their  refusal, 
in  spite  of  the  pressure  exercised  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  induce  them  to  attend,  and  I  regret, 
therefore,  to  have  to  report  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  thus  denied  the  opportunity  they 
thought  reasonable  of  making  an  endeavour 
to  bring  about  an  amicable  scttlcuieut  of  the 
dispute.  This  is  the  first  occasion  on  which  1 
have  had  to  report  the  unwillingness  of  a  Rail- 
way Company  to  discuas  a  complaint  before  the 
Board  of  Trade." 

He  thought  he  had  said  enough  to  show 
that  conciliation  was  apt  to  fail,  and  might 
fail,  because  the  Board  of  Trade  had  not 
used  the  rod  which  they  had  in  their 
cupboard,  and  which  they  had  kept  in 
their  cupboard  for  20  years — namely, 
their  power  of  going  before  the  Railway 
Commissioners,  and  taking  up  the  traders' 
case,  and,  notwithstanding  their  general 
character,  the  Board  of  Trade  deserved 
a  certain  amount  of  censure  for  not 
having  taken  up  the  cases  of  the  traders 
in  these  and  many  instances  which  must 
have  come  under  their  notice.  He  should 
like  to  have  some  explanation  of  why 
they  had  not  adopted  this  course  in  the 
past,  and  some  assurance  that  they  in- 
tended to  do  so  in  the  future.  It  be- 
came even  more  important  for  the  future 
than  it  had  been  in  the  past,  now  that  the 
expenses  incurred  by  the  trader  who 
went  before  the  Railway  Commissioners 
must  be  defrayed  by  himself  whether  he 
won  or  lost.  His  other  complaint  with 
regard  to  the  use  by  the  Board  of  their 
powers  was  in  respect  of  the  hours  of 
labour  of  railway  servants.  With  regard 
to  the  hours  of  railway  servants,  the  Act 
of  1893,  regulating  their  hours,  allowed 
servants  of  Railway  Companies  to  send  in 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  any  complaint 
as  to  excessive  hours  to  which  they  were 
subjected.  There  had  been  complaints 
from  the  public,  and  some  complaints,  in 
i^rtaiD  specific  instances,  from  the  servants 
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though 


A.  ROLLIT  (IslingtOD,  8.)» 
heartily  eonfurriug  with  the 
general  attittule  of  the  Presideut  of  the 
Boftnl  of  Trnile  iu  reference  to  railwiij 
questions,  had  noticed  both  under  the 
administration  of  the  late  President  and 
— though  to  a  less  extent — that  of  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  who  w^as  at  present 
at  the  Board  of  Trade,  a  too  stiongly- 
expressed  determination  not  to  exercise 
even  those  powers  which  they  posscss^ed 
for  tlie  protection  of  the  rights  of  the 
com ni unity.  He  was  not  prepared  to  im- 
peach the  principle  of  that  inaction,  wliich 
was  expressed  as  a  desire  to  maintain 
an  impartial  attitnde  in  dealing  with  rail* 
way  matters,  and  to  recognise  that  all 
Railway  Companies  were  great  traders 
caiTying  on  an  industry  which  was  very 
essential  and  important  to  the  commerce 
of  this  country  ;  but  its  appliealiun  had 
been  too  indiscriminate.  And  not  only 
had  there  been  an  indisposition  to  nnder- 
take  new  duties  in  that  direction,  but  he 
agreed  in  the  criticifim  of  his  hon.  Friend 
as  to  the  inaction  of  the  Department 
in  exercising  powers  Avhich  they  nn- 
doubtedly  possessed  under  the  Railway 
Regulation  Act  of  1873.  When  this 
indisposition  of  ihe  Department  to 
nt^sume  ihe  responsibility  of  taking  care 
of  the  interests  of  the  traders  was 
ex  pressed,  he  thought  the  Department 
forgot  that  the  opposite  principle  had 
been  conceded  in  tw*o  recent  Acts,  and 
the  obligation  placed  upon  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  defend  the  interests  of  the 
community.  In  the  Railway  Rates  Act 
and  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  invested  with  the 
responsibility  of  protecting  the  rights 
of  the  community  as  against  certain 
classes*  It  was  not  to  be  forgotten  that 
Railway  Companies  in  dealing  with 
traders  possessed  enormous  advantages. 
They  had  a  thorough  organisation,  per- 
manent legal  and  other  officials,  and 
when  as  by  the  present  Bill  it  was  pro* 
posed  to  exempt  them  from  the  payment 
of  costs  it  should  be  remembered  that 
Railway  Companies  practically  incurred 
little  or  no  costs,  because  their  per- 
manent staff  conducted  their  legal 
operations  for  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
traders  were  under  compnlsion  to  take 
legal  advice  and  have  legal  representation, 
and  that  might  become,  under  the  section, 
a  very  great  burden.  It  might  bo  said 
that  the  Conciliation  Clause  seldom  failed, 


and  that,  therefore,  there  was  no  reaeoti 
for  the  Department  taking  further  action* 

He  thought  the  Department  should  bo 
reminded  that  the  principle  of  their  own 
Bill  at  present  passing  through  lb© 
House  was  that  resort  to  a  tribunal  was 
not  to  take  place  unless  conciliation  had 
been  previously  appealed  to  to  elfect  the 
purpose,  Tiiat  assumed  that  concilia- 
tion must  fail  in  some  cases.  Pie 
acknowledged  the  great  benetit  of  the 
Conciliation  Clause,  which  had  done 
nnich  good,  but  it  wanted  a  sanc- 
tion, and  there  was  no  power  to  carry 
out  any  detenni nation  which  might  be 
arrived  at  by  the  Department  as  con- 
ciliators unless  accepted  by  both  parties 
to  the  dispute*  They  had  now  for  the 
lirst  time,  by  the  Bill  before  the  House,  a 
right  to  resort  to  a  tribunal  on  the  part  of 
the  t  rader .  Ra  i  t  w  ay  C  o  m  pa  n ies  h ad  ceased 
to  l>e  judges  iu  their  own  cause  and  iu 
matters  atiecting  their  own  in  teres  ts,  and 
that  principle  wbicb  was  the  great  gain 
to  the  traders  in  this  Bill  was  not  only 
conceded,  but  would  assuredly  be  ex- 
tended in  the  future.  There  wa.s  a 
vast  responsibility  committed  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  iu  taking  care  that 
the  interests  of  the  traders  were  ade- 
quately represented  and  vindicattMl,  and 
he  hoped  that  under  the  ndniinistrationof 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  this  respon- 
sibility would  be  recogni.sed,  for  wherc- 
ever  powers  were  already  conferred,  as 
they  w*ere  by  the  Act  of  1873,  it  would 
be  an  abdication  of  a  plain  duty  if  tho 
Board  of  Trade  failed  to  protect  the  in- 
terests of  the  public.  Ho  hoped  those 
powers  would  be  exercised  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  for  it  was  only  such  a 
Board  that  could  fully  and  adequately 
place  the  facta  before  the  tribunal- 

Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichtiold)  said,  he  desired  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  a  case  of  illegal  railway  fares. 
In  March,  1893,  he  asked  a  question  with 
regard  to  the  railway  fares  of  the  Metro- 
politan District  Railway,  which  appeared 
to  him  to  be  illegal.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  promised  to  move  m 
the  matter,  but  no  action  was  taken  until 
August.  Shortly  before  August  he 
wrote  to  the  Board  pointing  out  the 
facts;  asking  w*hether  the  fares  were  or 
w^ere  not  illegal  ;  an<l  whether,  if  the  fares 
were  illegal,  the  Board  could  take  actiotl 
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n  the  matter.  He  got  iv  letter  datad  lOth 
August^  1893,  in  reply  which  said — 

•^  The  Boarrl  of  Traclc  hare  no  i>ower  and  no 
meant}  to  uiitlertake  to  biiiig  such  a  matter  be- 
fore a  Court  of  Law  at  the  instance  of  a  \MiTiy 
AggrievecL" 

That  was  a  distiDct  statcmeDt  from  the 
Board  that  ihey  had  no  power  to  inter- 
fere in  the  matter*  When  the  Estimates 
came  up  in  September,  1893,  he  drew  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
predecessor  in  the  Presidency  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  this  statement  in  the 
letter  of  the  Board  ;  the  right  hon. 
Getitl email  made  no  attempt  to  nphold 
that  statement ;  on  the  contrary,  he  said 
he  wonld  look  into  the  case,  and  if  he 
found  the  charge  welUfounded  he  would 
direct  a  prosecutioti  against  the  Kail  way 
Company,  thns  distinctly  showing  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  the  power  which 
the  Board  stated  it  had  not  in  its  letter 
of  the  10th  of  Angust,  1893,  He 
allowe*!  the  question  to  sleep  a  little 
while  ;  and  iu  September  last  aakod 
another  question,  when  he  got  the  answer 
that  the  matter  was  under  consideration. 
He  allowed  another  interval  to  elapse  ; 
and  now,  having  first  drawn  attention  to 
the  raatter  17  montha  ago,  he  thought  he 
was  entitled  to  receive  some  information 
on  the  (joint,  fie  thought  it  a  most 
t<eriou8  mutter  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  have  ahsohUely  forgotten  the  Act 
of  lH4it — which  was  called  the  Cheap 
Trains  Act — which  gave  them  the  power, 
in  a  case  where  a  Railway  Company  was 
acting  in  excess  of  its  powers,  to  notify 
the  Attorney  General  to  proceetl  to 
get  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  Railway 
Company  in  their  illegal  actio  a.  The 
Committee  would  understand  that  in  the 
case  of  a  Railway  Company  like  the 
Metropolitan  District  Company,*  where 
the  fares  amounted  only  to  a  few  pence, 
an  aggrieved  party  would  hesitate  before 
he  himself  took  legal  proceedings,  whioh 
might  cost  thousands  of  pounds  ;  and, 
therefore,  unless  the  Board  of  Trade 
interfered,  the  Railway  Company  would 
continue  to  act  illegally  with  impunity.  It 
might  be  that  the  Metropolitan  Dis- 
trict Railway  Company  were  charging 
legal  fares ;  but  he  did  not  believe 
they  were.  He  believed  their  first-class 
fares  were  illegal ;  and  as  to  the  third- 
clasa  fares,  with  which  he  was  more  con- 
cerned, he  believed  they  were  also  illegal, 
but  he  was  not  certain.     Bat  if  his  con- 
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tention  was  right  this  Railway  Company 
had,  since  he  had  taken  up  the  matter,  got 
£10,000  out  of  the  public  illegally  ;  and 
if  that  was  correct  it  was  really  time  that 
the  Board  fc-lmnld  act.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  wa^  wrong,  he  thought  that, 
having  raised  the  question  tliree  times  in 
the  House,  he  should  be  distinctly  told 
that  he  was  wrong.  Though  he  had 
spoken  strongly,  perhaps,  on  the  ques- 
tion, he  should  say  that  he  had  never 
anything  but  courtesy  to  acknowledge 
from  the  Board  of  Trade  whenever  he 
hail  occasion  to  approach  it. 

•Mu.  CHANGING  (Northampton, 
E.)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to  cootinue  the 
discussion  on  the  railway  rates*  He 
would  only  say  on  that  subject  that  they 
were  all  indebtetl  to  his  right  hon.  1^'nend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
the  ability  and  the  conciliatory  temper 
with  which  he  had  facilitated  the  negotia- 
tions between  the  traders  and  the  Railway 
Companies^  in  the  matter  of  tbe  Railway 
Trat^ic  Bill.  But  he  rose  principally  to 
put  a  few  specific  questions  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  on  other  matters.  He  wished 
to  know  when  they  might  expect  the 
Report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  the  Railway  Hours  Act  ? 
With  regard  to  the  long  hours  of  railway 
servants  in  signal-boxes,  it  was  notorious 
that  the  Railway  Companies  were 
adopting  most  improper,  most  unfair,  and 
mo25t  objcetionable  tactics  in  evading  the 
spLrit  and  the  intentions  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  that  great  declaration.  He 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
dealing  with  this  question  would  boar  iu 
mind  the  strong  words  of  one  of  his  pre- 
decessors at  the  Board  of  Trade^ — tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bristol — in  his  Draft  Report  for  the 
Railway  Hours  Committee  in  1892.  Tl 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  for  a  single 
moment  contemplate  the  possibility 
the  hours  of  the  signalmen  being  raised* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  Report 
drew  the  attention  of  Parliament  most 
strongly  to  the  important  and  onerous 
duties  of  the  signalmen  ;  and  pointed  out 
the  urgent  necessity  of  dealing  with  them 
in  a  generous  manner  ;  that  none  of  them 
should  work  more  than  10  hours  ;  that 
many  of  them  should  work  only  eight 
hours,  and  that  even  fewer  hours  of 
labour  in  some  cases  wonld  be  advisable. 
Those'  remarks  showed  the  spirit  in 
which  the  Committee's  Report  was  pre- 
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pared  and  adopted  by  the  House,  and 
also  showed  the  intention  of  Parliament 
in  passing  the  Railways  Hours  Act ;  and 
he  therefore  hoped  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  be  able  to  assure  them  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  were  doing  every- 
thing in  their  power  to  defeat  any 
attempts  at  the  evasion  of  the  Act  on 
the  part  of  the  Railway  Companies. 
From  cases  which  he  had  recently 
brought  before  the  House  it  was  clear 
that  the  Companies  were  endeavouring 
to  make  a  saving  in  their  wages  account 
by  raising  to  a  10-hour  day  many  signal- 
boxes  which  had  been  worked  for  years 
on  eight  hour  shifts,  and  they  were  doing 
this,  although  the  work  at  these  boxes 
was  not  less  but  greater  than  before. 
In  the  case  of  one  railway  it  was  shown 
that  while  the  hours  of  the  men  were 
formally  reduced  for  week-days,  the 
Company  adopted  the  shabby  trick  of 
imposing  extra  Sunday  duty  on  the  men. 
That  was  a  course  of  conduct  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  should  visit  with  all 
the  pains  and  penalties  at  his  disposal. 
He  understood  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
did  not  feel  itself  free  to  act  under  the 
powers  given  it  by  the  Railway  Hours 
Act,  with  a  view  to  shorten  the  hours  of 
railway  servants,  unless  a  distinct  and 
definite  complaint  of  long  hours  was  laid 
before  it  by  the  railway  servants.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  interpretation  of 
the  Act  left  it  perfectly  within  the  power 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  it  obtained  in- 
formation in  any  way  whatever,  on 
behalf  of  the  railway  servants,  to  take 
all  the  proceedings  authorised  under  the 
Act,  in  order  to  shorten  the  hours  of 
labour.  He  also  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  satisfaction  to  railway  servants  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — from  his  place 
In  the  House — assured  them  that  any 
representations  made  by  them,  or  by  any- 
one on  their  behalf,  under  the  Act,  as  to 
conditions  and  hours  of  employment, 
were  treated  with  the  most  absolute 
secrecy  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  It  was 
within  his  knowledge  that  the  Railway 
Companies  had  tried  to  obtain  informa- 
tion of  the  persons  who  had  made 
representations  to  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
and  therefore  he  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend  ought  to  take  the  most  stringent 
precautions  to  prevent  any  disclosures 
in  the  matter.  He  also  wished  to 
Ask  whether  the  appointment  of  Sub- 
Inspectors  of  Railways  would  be  promptly 

Mr.  Channing 


carried  out  ?  That  was  a  point  of  the  most 
urgent  importance  in  the  daily  lives  of 
railway  servants.  From  figures  he  bad 
recently  obtained  in  a  Return,  it  appeared 
that  out  of  4,615  railway  servants  killed 
during  the  past  10  years,  there  had  been 
inquiries  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  only 
eight  instances.  They  required  practical 
railway  men  to  investigate  these  fatali- 
ties, and  to  be  able  to  state  from  their 
own  experience  their  probable  causes. 
It  was  a  matter  in  which  there  was  a 
special  danger  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies endeavouring  to  influence  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  appoint  men  who 
would  really  be  the  nominees  of  the 
Companies.  He  knew  perfectly  the  feel- 
ings of  the  railway  servants  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  he  could  assure  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  the  whole  power  of  usefulness 
of  those  Sub-Inspectors  would  be  destroyed 
if  there  was  the  least  suspicion  of  their 
absolute  independence,  and  if  they  were 
suspected  in  any  way  of  representing  the 
Railway  Companies  rather  than  the  men. 
He  trusted  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
see  his  way,  in  appointing  these  Sub- 
Inspectors,  to  choose  not  only  practical 
railway  servants,  but  men  who  enjoyed 
the  fullest  confidence  of  the  railway 
servants  and  their  Organisations. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
one  remark  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  Debate  which  was  liable  to  be 
misunderstood.  It  was  said  that  to  a 
great  extent  the  difference  between  the 
railway  charges  on  foreign  goods  and  on 
British  goods  was  owing  to  the  fact  that 
foreign  goods  were  convejed  in  far 
larger  quantities.  But  that  was  not  so. 
There  was  a  case  pending  before  the 
Railway  Commissioners  which  would 
show  that  the  high  rates  charged  ou 
British  goods  as  compared  with  foreign 
gooils  could  5 not  be  explained  away  by 
any  question  of  large  or  small  quantity  ; 
and  he  himself,  when  he  asked  a  question 
on  the  subject  of  one  of  the  Railway 
Companies,  was  told  that  there  was  no 
rule  regulating  the  amount  of  the  charges 
according  to  the  quantity  of  goods 
carried.  The  preference  given  to  foreign 
goods  was  based  entirely  on  different 
grounds  ;  and  could,  as  he  had  said,  not 
be  explained  away  by  any  argument  as 
to  large  or  small  quantities.  He  thought 
hon.  Members  had  a  right  to  make  a  few 
general  observations  on  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  dealing  with  railway 
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Dattera  that  came  under  the  control  of 
be  Boanl  of  Trade.  TUe  complabt  he 
Bade  was  not  agaiust  the  President  of 
be  Board  of  Trade  perso  lally  ;  but  be 
fehould  say  that  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  put  his  foot  down 
|utl  insist  on  securing  for  his  Depart- 
Dent  a  larger  amount  of  the  time  of  the 
louBe  thao  was  allowed  to  him. 

JThe    CHAIRMAN:    Order,   order! 

The  hon»  Member  can  only  call  attention 
the  administrative  acts  of  the  right 
ton.  Gentleman,     It  is  not  in  Order  to 

efer  to  what  he  b&&  done  or  not  done  in 

he  House. 

Mb,  TOMLINSON  :  I  desire  to  call 
attention  to  a  matter  in  reference  to  the 
liilway  Rates  Bill  which  is  now  passing 
trough  Parliament, 

The  chairman  :    That  is  out  of 
Order. 

}^in.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  would 
MS  to  a  point  which  was  clearly  within 
be  limits  of  the  administration  of  the 
^oivrd  of  Trat^le.  There  bad  l>een  a  dis- 
osltion  for  some  years  on  the  p4irt  of 
be  Board  to  assume  a  suppoi^ed  impar- 
il  position  between  the  traders  and  the 
ulway  Companies,  or,  as  it  wag  de- 
[•ribed,  to  hold  an  even  balance  between 
Jem.  He  thought  tliat  was  a  mistaken 
jfctUude  on  the  part  of  the  Board.  The 
jty  of  the  Boanl  of  Trade  was  to  see 
ittt  traders  were  not  unfairly  treated 
!y  the  Railway  Companies  ;  and  that 
could  not  be  properly  fulfilled  if  the 
took  up  the  position  that  they 
J  bound  never  to  interfere  between  the 
traders  and  the  Railway  Companies.  Tiie 
jeory  of  the  Board  of  Trade  seemeil  to 
that  the  traders  had  sufficient  protec- 
|nu  against  any  injurious  action  by  the 
Itailway  Companieis  in  the  competition 
Lid  rivalry  between  the  Railway 
ompanies  themselves.  But  the  right 
>n.  Gentleman  must  lie  aware  that 
rith  regard  to  the  question  of  charges 
Uere  was  now  no  such  thing  as  eom- 
Hition  amongst  the  Railway  Companies, 
The  Companies  were  welded  into  one 
rganisatiou  on  this  qoestion  ;  while  on 
be  other  side  there  was  necessarily  a 
tery  loosely -organised  Ijody  of  traders, 
ud  under  the  circumstances  he  thought 
wai*  the  primary  duty  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  see  that  traders  were  not 
bppressed  by  the  Companies. 

LVIII*    [vorUTH   SERIKI 


Mr.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset,  W.) 
hoped  that  the  interests  of  agriculturiets 
would  nut  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  this  question  of  railway  rates 
and  charges.  It  was  L-omparatively  easy 
to  organise  the  traders  to  tight  the  KaiJ- 
way  Companies  ;  but  the  farmers  by  the 
very  nature  of  their  industry  were  widely 
scatteretl  over  the  country,  and  it  was 
most  difficult  for  them  to  combine  against 
the  rich  and  powerful  Railway  Com- 
panies. There  was  the  greatei^  reason, 
therefore,  why  the  Board  of  Tratlo  should 
keep  a  vigilant  eye  on  the  interests  of 
the  agriculturists.  He  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  a 
matter  on  which  he  had  asked  a  ques- 
tion before  —  namely,  importation  of 
printed  and  lithographetl  matter  into  this 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  him  on  the  former  iKx*asion  that 
he  did  not  1  relieve  there  was  any 
amount  of  this  matter  worth  speak- 
ing of  imported  trom  abroad,  Bui 
he  (Air.  Farquharson)  hud  learned 
that  one  place  of  amusement  in  London 
had  imported  £7,000  worth  of  pictorial 
mural  advertisements  from  the  United 
States.  The.  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
told  him  tliat  if  he  could  get  this  infor- 
mation himself  there  was  no  need  to  ask 
it  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  But  surely 
it  was  the  duty  of  tlie  Board  of  Trade  lo 
keep  an  account  of  the  exports  and  im* 
ports  of  tlie  country  ;  and  if  no  restric- 
tion could  be  placed  on  the  free  importa* 
tion  of  such  matter,  at  least  the  printers 
and  lithographers  of  the  country,  who 
were  starving  for  want  of  work,  had  a 
right  to  know  the  extent  of  this  im- 
portation. He,  therefore,  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  in  future 
there  would  be  a  separate  account  of  the 
printed  and  lithographed  matter  im- 
ported into  this  country  kept  by 
the  Board  of  Trude,  There  was 
another  point,  and  one  of  even  larger 
importance,  on  whicli  he  desired  to 
interrogate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman* 
That  was  the  question  of  coal  strikes. 
He  i^hould  say  that  he  had  no  connection 
with  coal  in  any  shape  or  form.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  be  fully  alive  to  the  intense  sufleriug 
caused  by  those  coal  strikei  through  the 
country. 

Th£  chairman  j  I  do  not  think 
tliat  is  in  Order. 

R 
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Mr.  FAKQUU arson  :  I  under- 
stood that  the  qtiestiou  of  strlkeii  is  ft 
matter  for  the  Board  of  Trade, 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  No;  unless  you 
bring  home  some  wrong  admiuistrative 
«ctiou»  the  Doard  of  Trade  has  no  re- 
sponsibilitv  in  the  matter. 

Mm  FARQUHARSON  :  I  was  going 
lo  point  out  the  want  of  ni^tion  on  tho 
part  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  tho 
matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN;  Order,  order  I 
The  Tresident  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
has  no  power  to  interfere, 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  :  Am  I  not 
right  in  saying  that  the  Board  hjus  the 
power  to  interfere  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  No;  that  re- 
quires legislation. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON:  Then  I 
inUBt  be  silent  in  the  matter.  There 
must  be  some  means,  surely,  of  bringiug 
the  matter  before  the  Hou:?e. 

Mk.  WARNER  (Soraerset,  N.)  ^^aid, 
that  for  the  last  12  months  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  been  telling  them  that  it  was 
looking  after  the  railway  rates.  But 
what  had  been  done  by  the  Board  was 
very  little;  and, further,  it  was  very  un» 
satisfactory  to  find  that  the  position 
taken  up  by  the  Board  was  that  of 
arbitrator  between  the  House  and  tho 
Railway  Companies,  instead  of  putting 
into  effect  the  det^ires  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  Railway  Companies. 
The  position  taken  up  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  reference  to  the  Railway  Com- 
panies had  been  too  weak,  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  assiu-e  the  Committee  that  8ome  more 
drastic  measures  would  be  taken.  If  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  urged  that  he  had 
no  powers,  he  was  sure  the  Committee 
would 

The  CHAIRMAN  ;  Order,  order  I 

Mr.  WARNER  said,  he  was  referring 
to  the  hours  of  railway  servants,  and  was 
only  showing  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  itot  shown  sufficient  energy  in  its 
administration  of  the  Act  recently 
[jassed  on  the  subject.  That  Act  was 
supposed  to  have  given  sutRcient  powers 
of  control.  As  yet,  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  done  little  or  nothing  under  the 
Act. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that,  on  the  con- 
trary, a  great  deal  had  been  done. 

Mr.    WARNER    aaid,   then,  at   a 
events,  the  results  of  their  work  were  no 


as  yet  forthcoming.  Every  Melnber  of 
the  House  knew  of  numerous  caaett 
where  railway  men  worked  overtime* 
At  the  same  time,  they  were  very  grate* 
f ul  for  so  much  as  had  been  done.  He 
knew  that  on  the  Great  Western  Rail- 
way>  where  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
extra  traffic  in  tho  boating  season,  the 
servants  of  the  Company  had  often  to 
work  for  very  long  hours  duriog  the 
summer  time.  Men  had  also  to  work  on 
alternate  Sundays,  although  extra  pay 
might  \\Q  given,  and  that  was  one  of  the 
ways  ill  which  Railway  Companiees 
ev^aded  tho  Inw. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  when  this 
question  first  arose  he  criticised  the  way 
in  which  the  Railway  Companies  had 
attempted  to  deal  with  ir,  and  he  urged 
the  fixing  of  a  maximum  of  eight  hours^ 
work  in  the  signal  boxes.  They  were 
then  assured  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  do  his  1>est  to 
get  the  excessive  extra  hours  of 
work  reduced.  On  that  understandiug 
he  did  uot  go  to  a  Division.  He 
thought  that  the  measure  had.  In  some 
cases,  effected  a  great  deal  of  good. 
The  Chairmen  of  three  large  liailway 
Com|mnies  had  announced  to  their  shar^ 
holders  that  in  consequence  of  their 
ctunpliauce  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  and  the  recommendations  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  regard  to  reduced 
hourw  of  labour,  it  had  been  necessary  to 
increase  their  staff  of  servants  by  one* 
third  in  many  grades.  That  was  all 
very  well  as  far  as  it  wont,  but  the  im- 
provement was  confined  to  three  or  four  of 
the  largest  Companies, and  in  many  cases 
there  had  even  been  evasions  of  the  Act 
by  these  same  Companies.  The  Inspectors 
of  the*Board  ought  to  take  steps  to  preveot 
a  continuance  of  the  evasive  expedients 
to  which  recourse  was  had  on  some  of  tbe 
smaller  lines,  which  did  uot  pay  good 
dividends.  That,  fof  course,  was  not  a 
consideration  to  t>e  taken  into  account 
in  matters  where  the  lives  of  passengers 
might  be  jeopardised  on  those  lines.  In 
some  cases  where  extra  signal  boxes  had 
been  erected,  the  number  of  hours  had 
been  raised  from  8  to  10  on  the  suppoei* 
tion  that  the  amount  of  work  was  re- 
duced. That  sort  of  thing  ought  to  be 
stopped  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  In 
other  cases  where  the  total  number  of 
hours    per   day   or   per  week  had  been 
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reduced,  the  CompaDies  had  l)rokeii 
through  the  «ix-day-week  rule  and  hiid 
adopted  a  seveu-daj^week  with  Sunday 
work.  In  other  word**,  what  the  workmen 
had  gained  at  the  short  hours  spigot  thej 
had  lost  at  the  Sunday  work  buiig*hole. 
The  men  contended  that  the  Board  should 
not  wait  for  represeutations  to  he  made 
by  the  Trades  I'uions  to  them,  but  **ofF 
their  owu  bat''  ouglit  to  make  inquirioH 
into  the  way  the  Compauies  had  lieen 
evading  this  Act.  The  wooiier  they  did  that 
the  better  for  all  cone erued.  It  was  to  the 
lotereBt  of  the  publie  that  on  Hues  like 
the  Loudou,  Brighton,  and  South  Coaat 
Railway,  where  the  eatcursion  traffic  was 
very  large,  the  nieu  should  not  be  over- 
worked, Ko  man  was  as  vigilant  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  as  he  ought  to  l»e 
if  he  was  underpaid  and  liad  to  work  for  an 
exee^five  number  of  liours.  Trains  were 
sometimes  sent  under  the  charge  of 
assistant  guards  and  uniformed  men 
who  had  to  be  away  fro?n  their  homes  1(> 
tionrs,  with  the  lives  of  liundreds  of 
people  in  their  hands,  without  receiv- 
ing a  single  extra  penny  for  their 
Sunday*^  w<u'k.  Ho  urged  the  Presi- 
deul  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  appoint 
£LA  Assistant  Railway  Inspectors  three  or 
four  men  who  had  practical  experience  as 
railway  servants.  To  them  railway 
emplot/fift  would  be  able  to  make  repre- 
seutiitions  which  they  would  hesitate  to 
make  to  Inspector-  receiving  £600  or 
£800  a  year,  who  did  not  belong  to  their 
class  and  were  uuact|uainted  with  their 
modes  of  thought  and  their  habits,  Whih? 
thanking  the  House  for  having  passed 
tUia  railway  servants'  hours  Act,  he  must 
urge  that  tlioro  was  still  room  for  im- 
provement, and  what  other  Boards  had 
done  the  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  be 
able  to  do  with  equal  efficiency. 

The  rUESIDEXT  or  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Brixe,  Aberdeen,  S,) 
was  glad  to  acknowledge  the  way  in 
which  the  efforts  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
bad  been  recognised,  and  especially  what 
had  been  said  by  hon*  Members  with 
regard  to  the  courtesy  they  had  received 
eveu  when  the  Board  of  Trade  had  not 
been  able  to  accede  to  their  requests. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Essex  began  by 
complaining  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
not  used  sufficiently  the  power  which  it 
had  under  an  Act  passed  a  good  many 
years  ago  to  take  proceedings  on  behalf 
nf  traders.     That  complaint  was  echoed 


by  several  other  speakers,  particularly 
tiie  hou.  Members  for  Preston  and  Isling 
ton.  He  would  state  candidly  the  ra 
for  the  attitude  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  Act  had  not  been  enforced  since 
1873  nnder  many  successive  Administra- 
rions,  though  a  great  number  of  cases 
submitted  by  l>oth  Parties  had  been  de* 
eided,  and  that  fact  he  thought,  consider* 
ing  the  number  of  men  who  had  fillc*! 
the  office  he  now  occupied,  raised  a  pre- 
sumption that  there  was  some  strong  reason 
why  this  weapon  h'ld  been  allowed  to  re- 
main in  the  scabbard.  One  reason  was  that 
the  Treasury  did  not  think  it  right  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  put  the 
country  to  the  cost  of  legal  proeeodings 
except  in  cases  whera  it  was  obvious 
that  redress  could  not  possibly  bo  ob* 
taiued  unless  that  were  done.  It  bad 
been  suggested  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
sliould  support  tlie  ease  of  traders  before 
the  Railway  Commissioners  when  they  had 
failcil  to  come  to  terms.  Rut  the  adoji- 
tion  of  this  plan  would  be  the  most  cert^ilu 
method  of  destroying  the  whole  benefit 
of  the  Conciliation  Clause,  That  was  the 
conclusion  the  Board  of  Trade  had  come 
to.  Justice  had  scarcely  been  done  to 
the  resnlts  of  the  enncitiat ion  proceedings 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  He  believed 
they  bad  been  of  great  value  in  prevent- 
ing resort  to  tlie  whole  armoury  of  legal 
procedure,  lu  many  cases  not  only  had 
the  complainant  gained  the  object  in 
view,  but  he  had  been  sjvvi^d  heavy  legal 
charges.  Considering  the  position  in  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  stood  under  the  Con- 
ciliation Clause,  and  tho  duties  they  bad 
to  discbarge  towarrls  the  Cotnpanies, 
the  Ikiard  would  make  a  great  mistake 
if  they  made  themselves  too  frequently^ 
parties  to  the  dispntes  between  the 
traders  and  the  Companies.  What  the 
Board  had  no  legal  ipower  to  do  they 
were  often,  perhaps  in  91)  cases  out  of 
100,  able  to  do  by  moral  influence  with 
the  Companies*  and  if  they  assumed  a 
l>ernianeatly  hostile  attitude  to  the  Com- 
panies they  would  loae  a  great  deal  of 
the  advantage  their  position  now  gave 
them  to  obtain  from  the  Companies  more 
than  they  had  the  right  by  law  to  demand. 
Another  point  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Meml>ers  for  Kssex  and  Northampton 
in  relation  to  the  Railway  Servants 
(Hours  of  Labour)  Act  of*  1893  ;  the 
Board  had  constantly,  since  the  Act  w^as 
passed,  been  engaged  in  taking  proceed- 
3  R  2 
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ings  under  it  to  make  the  Companies' 
hours  of  labour  pliorter  and  more  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act.  Whenever  it  was  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Board,  even  in  the  most  in- 
formal way,  that  excessive  hours  were 
being  required,  the  Board  of  Trade  deemed 
that  sufficient  to  necessitate  inquiry  into 
the  case  for  the  purpose  of  taking  action. 
He  thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  Batter- 
sea  for  the  tribute  he  had  paid  to  the 
good  work  done  under  the  Act  by  the 
Board  ;  but  he  wished  to  remind  him  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  could  not  exceed  the 
powers  given  to  it  by  Parliament,  and 
had  to  be  careful  to  keep  within  them, 
or  it  would  be  liable  to  be  pulled  up,  and 
if  the  law  needed  amendment  it  would  be 
for  Parliament  to  give  the  Board  fur- 
ther powers,  but  he  could  assure  the 
Committee  that  the  powers  Parliament 
had  given  in  the  interests  of  the  railway 
servants  and  the  travelling  public  would 
be  used  in  every  way.  Nothing  would 
be  wanting  on  their  part  in  that 
direction.  He  would  say  a  word  upon 
another  subject.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Battersea  mentioned  the  desirability  of 
making  provision  for  relays  of  men.  The 
Board  had  been  considering  that  point, 
and  also  the  question  with  regard  to  ap- 
pointing new  sub-Inspectors  who  should 
be  practical  men.  One  of  the  last  acts 
of  his  right  hon.  Predecessor  was  to 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  Treasury  to 
appointing  his  own  Inspectors.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  might 
rest  assured  there  was  no  reason  to  fear 
that  the  Railway  Companies  would  be 
able  to  put  off  upon  the  Board  their  own 
nominees.  Some  600  or  700  applica- 
tions had  already  been  sent  in,  and 
the  Board  were  now  sifting  the 
names.  No  attempt  had  been  made 
by  the  Railway  Companies  to  suggest 
the  appointment  of  particular  persons, 
and  a  selection  would  be  made  of  the 
best  men  among  the  candidates.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leek  called  attention 
to  the  Metropolitan  Railway  Company  ; 
but  the  Board  were  endeavouring  to 
satisfy  themselves  on  the  subject  with 
competent  advice,  and  there  had  been  no 
needless  delay.  The  point  had  certainly 
not  been  lost  sight  of.  He  hoped  at  the 
next  opportunity  for  answering  questions 
upon  the  subject  that  he  would  be  able 
to  supply  the  necessary  information.  The 
other  points  which   had  been  mentioned 

Mr.  Bryre 


by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorset  would 
also  be  considered. 

•Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  called  attention  to  the  attitude  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  with  regard  to  the 
saving  of  life  at  shipwrecks  round  the 
coasts.  He  said  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  responsible  for  this  work,  but  the 
duty  was  relegated  to  a  private  Society 
— the  National  Lifeboat  Institution. 
This  Society,  which  usurped  the  pro- 
vince of  the  Board  of  Trade,  consisted  of 
a  secretary  and  other  officials,  who  out  of 
subscriptions  were  paid  salaries  unpre- 
cedented in  liberality  for  a  charitable  in- 
stitution. The  Society  did  its  work 
most  inefficiently,  but  made  up  for  its 
inefficiency  by  a  vast  amount  of  self- 
praise  and  glorification.  Whenever  a 
lifeboat  accident  or  break  down,  or 
scandal  took  place,  and  a  Board  of  Trade 
inquiry  was  ordered,  the  Board,  instead 
of  sending  an  independent  and  impartial 
man  to  make  it,  sent  down  an  official  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  associated  with 
him  an  officer  of  this  very  Society  whose 
conduct  he  was  questioning.  What 
would  be  thought  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if,  when  a  railway  accident  occurred 
necessitating  an  inquiry,  the  inquiry 
were  made  through  the  Railway  Cona- 
pany's  station  -  master  ?  He  thought 
such  an  independent  inquiry  should 
be  made  in  all  these  cases  a& 
would  be  satisfying  to  the  public. 
When  a  scandal  occurred  in  a  hospital 
would  the  inquiry  be  entrusted  to  the 
Secretary  or  Treasurer  of  the  Hospital  ? 
The  public  would  not  have  the  slightest 
confidence  in  such  a  tribunal,  but  this  was 
exactly  analogous  to  the  policy  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  when  there  was  lifeboat 
mismanagement.  A  particularly  shameful 
instance  of  this  sort  of  thing  occurred  in 
December  last.  A  wreck  took  place  off 
the  coast  of  Lincolnshire,  and  six  sailors 
were  drowned.  He  had  conversed  with 
coastguardsmen  and  others,  who  told  him 
they  saw  the  sailors  clinging  for  hours  to 
the  rigging  and  waiting  for  help.  A  life- 
boat was  on  the  beach,  and  a  short 
distance  away  the  crew  were  regaling 
themselves  in  a  public-house,  where  they 
remained  for  hours,  until  the  ship  went  to 
pieces,  and  they  returned  home.  A  Board 
of  Trade  Inquiry  was  ordered,  and  the 
usual  farce  was  gone  through.  An  official 
of  the  Lifeboat  Institution,  who  was  an 
Inspector  of  the  very  lifeboat  in  question. 
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was  appoiotecl  tocomhict  the  inquiry,  nutl 
with  him  waft  a.ssociiited,  for  the  sake  of 
appearances,  a  CiipUun  Wibon,  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  (Mr.  Bay  ley)  took 
the  trouhle  to  go  doivn  to  Lincolnshire  to 
attend  the  inquiry,  and  he  never  witnessed 
a  more  disgmeeful  mockery  of  a  Court 
of  Justice.  Re?ipeo table  eye-witnesses  of 
the  wreck  were  nut  examined,  whereas 
the  crew  w^ore  called  one  after  the  other, 
and  their  statements  a^  to  not  seeing  the 
wre>ck,  &c.,  were  accepted  as  go,speh  The 
Court  reported  that  there  liad  been  no  uegli- 
geuce  on  the  part  of  the  crew,  hx\%  that 
Iho  coxswain  of  the  boat  had  committed 
a  bhiuder  in  not  going  to  the  rescue  of 
the  shipwrecked  vessel.  Fancy  allowiog 
six  sailors  to  he  drowned,  and  then  mildly 
speaking  of  a  blunder  having  been  com- 
niitted  I  Not  content  ^vith  whitewashiug 
the  iifoboHt  crew,  the  Court  had  the 
incredible  meanness  to  attempt  to  throw 
the  blame  on  Mr.  Dawes,  the  coastguard 
officer,  who  had  been  actively  at  work 
during  the  ^torm  in  saving  lives  from 
another  wreck.  The  inhabitants  showed 
their  contempt  for  the  Report  by  holding 
a  public  uneetiug  in  honour  of  Mr. 
Dawes,  and  presenting  him  with  a 
testimonial,  He  particularly  blamed  the 
Court  for  not  taking  the  evidence  of  Mr, 
Gilbert  Holdeo,  Lhmrs  agent,  a  gentle- 
man of  great  respectability,  who  was  an 
eye-witness  of  the  w4iole  scene,  and  who 
repeatedly  urged  the  crew  to  go  to  the 
wreck,  and  also  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Adlard, 
who  again  and  again  remonstrated  with 
the  crew.  On  his  return  to  Loudon  he 
published  in  the  newspapers  an  accurate 
report  of  the  facts  iu  opposition  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  lie  port,  and  the  rector  of 
the  parish  wrote  conhrmiug  his  accuracy, 
and  he  believed  that  every  inhabitant  of 
the  place  was  prepared  to  do  so.  This 
system  of  appointiitg  paid  officials  of  the 
Lifeboat  Institution  to  investigate  their 
own  management  was  worse  than  jury- 
packing.  It  was  the  culprit  appoiuiing 
bis  own  Judge,  jury,  and  counsel.  He 
hibd  DO  doubt  the  right  hon«  Gentleman 
irisbed  to  do  what  was  right,  and  he 
hoped  that  he  would  stop  these  bogus  ! 
inquiries  in  future,  which  put  the  | 
country  to  expense,  and  only  threw  dust  ' 
in  the  eyes  of  the  public* 

Mr.  DALZIELsaidfhekuewheahouhl 
aot  be  in  Order  in  raising  the  question  of 
the  Scottish  miners*  strike  at  the  present 
\  time ;    but    inasmuch  as  the   right    hou, 
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Gentleman  had  interested  himself  iu  an 
official  capacity  iu  the  negotiations 
which  had  taken  place  witli  a  view  to  n. 
settlonieut,  ho  desired  to  ask  him  it  A 
tiiere  was  any  likelihootl  of  those  negotia* 
tions  being  attended  with  a  satisfactory 
result  ?  Had  he  followed  the  precedent 
set  by  his  predecessor,  in  connection  with 
the  recent  strike  iu  England,  of  appoiut- 
ing  a  Commissioner  of  the  Labour  De- 
partment to  make  inquiry  and  eoUecl  in- 
formation in  regard  to  the  dispute  ?  Ho 
also  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
mau  whether  he  had  receiveil  information 
which  induced  him  to  believe  that  the 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  a  settlement  of  the 
strike,  wliich  had  now  been  going  ou  for 
eight  weeks,  was  that  the  raastera^ 
refused  to  receive  and  hear  the  repre 
sentatives  of  the  men  ?  He  hoped  the 
right  hon*  Gentleman  would  be  able  to 
assure  the  Committee  that  there  was  even 
now  some  hope  of  a  meeting  being 
arranged  between  the  masters  and  the 
men*  He  was  sure  that  if  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  could  bring  that  about,  it 
would  be  a  source  of  general  satisfaction 
throughout  the  whole  of  Scotland*  The 
riglit  hoQ.  Gentleman  would  agree  with 
htm  that  the  matter  was  one  which  should 
be,  if  possible,  settled  without  the  least 
delay. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  did  not 
desire  to  detain  the  Committee  for  more 
than  a  few  moments  ;  but  as  representing 
a  railway  servant  constituency,  he  wished 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  do  its  best  to  see  that  the 
Act  passed  last  year  was  carried  out. 
The  special  matter  he  desired  to  call 
attention  to  was  as  to  the  Railw^ay 
Companies  in  London  providing  cheap 
trains  for  workwomen  during  longer 
hours  than  was  at  present  the  case.  So 
far  back  as  the  1st  of  March  he  had  put 
a  question  to  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  who  had  promised  to  call 
attention  to  the  matter.  He  (Mr.  Morton) 
had  presented  a  Memorial  from  lady 
Guardians  in  the  East  of  London, 
and  had  got  a  promise  from  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  that  the  matter  would 
be  attended  to.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
nothing  had  been  doue,  and  he  was 
afraid  the  Board  of  Trade  did  not  in- 
tend to  exercise  their  powers.  The 
Board  of  Trade  had  power  to  enforce 
this  if  they  liked.  The  Memorial  waa 
seot   to    the    Board,   presided    over   by 
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Sir  Henry  Oakley,  ftiid  an  evasive 
auerwer  was  returned*  It  was  Tie^essary 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  do  some- 
thtug  to  euable  these  workwomen  to 
travel  to  Loudou  at  a  later  hour  than  at 
present.  And  he  should  like  to  know 
why  the  Board  of  Trade  had  given  him 
notice  that  they  would  oppose  his  Re- 
turn TicketH  Bill  ?  Why  should  they 
take  the  trouble  to  inform  him  that  they 
intended  to  oppose  a  useful  Bill  of  that 
kind  ?  He  should  have  thought  that 
the  Freeident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  if 
he  wished  to  do  his  duty,  would  have 
assisted  him  in  thi»  matter.  He  should 
be  glad  to  have  information  on  this  point. 
He  heartily  supported  the  hon«  Member 
opposite  who  had  spoken  on  the  subject 
of  lifeboats.  The  time  was  coming  when 
something  would  have  to  be  done  in  this 
regard  for  the  protection  of  the  lives  of 
oiir  sailors  and  sea-farin^^  populatiou. 

•Mr.  WEIH  said,  he  agreed  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  a  most  important 
Department;  and  he  dedretl  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  salaries  paid,  espeeially 
that  to  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  considered  tliiit  the  salary 
of  the  President  wag  inadequate^  and 
that  the  Department  itself  wat!  under- 
manned. He  wished  to  know  whether 
anything  had  been  done  with  reference 
to  the  complaints  he  had  lodged  as  to 
the  action  of  the  autocratic  Highland 
Hallway  Company  ?  Something  was  to 
have  been  done  last  year  with  regard  to 
this  Company,  which  was  paying  i>  per 
<ient.  on  its  ordinary  stock,  but  nothing 
had  been  done.  Another  point  he  wished 
to  refer  to  was  the  spaces  between  the 
platforms  and  footboards  of  the  railway 
carriages  on  the  Metropolitan  Railway 
station!?.  Owing  to  the  action  he  had  taken 
in  one  or  two  cases  the  Railway  Company 
had  diminished  the  space ;  but  he  wanteti 
to  know  what  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  going  to  do  in  connection 
with  other  stations  on  this  and  other 
railways  ?  He  was  sorry  that  his  time 
did  not  euahle  him  to  go  round  on  a 
general  tour  of  inspection.  Then  on 
another  point  he  had  asked  a  question,  as 
to  the  sanitary  condition  of  passenger 
steamers  at  Glai^gow,  and  had  been  told 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  not  a  suffi- 
cient statf  to  inspect  the  sanitary  condi- 
tion of  these  steamers.  If  the  staff  was 
not  sufficient,  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
apply  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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for  further  funds.  Another  subject  he 
desired  lo  mention  was  the  cost  of 
patents*  The  outgoings  of  the  Patent 
Office,  he  found,  were  i;57,(K)0,  while  the 
receipts  amounted  to  £189,700.  Could 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  see  hi» 
way  to  the  adoption  of  some  plan  under 
which  inventors  would  be  no  longer 
charged  such  heavy  fees  for  patents  ? 
The  fees,  he  was  aware,  had  lieeu  largely 
reduced  of  late  years,  but  he  thought 
they  might  be  still  further  reduced  with 
advantage  to  the  public. 

Mr.  BRYCE  .said,  he  could  assnro 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rosa-shire  that  the 
Boanl  of  Trade  was  in  constant  commu* 
uication  with  the  Highland  Railway 
Company  as  to  the  various  ol>je<:*tionable 
features  in  their  admiuisiration  that  he 
Imd  called  attention  to.  These  matters 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of.  And  the 
Department  was  doing  all  in  its  power 
as  to  tlie  complaint  against  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  Company.  The  ques* 
tion  of  workmen's  trains  had  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
they  had  been  in  communication  with 
the  Railway  Companies  on  the  snbjject* 
He  invited  the  hon.  Member  to  como  to 
the  Boartl  of  Trade  some  day  and  see 
either  himself  or  the  officials  of  the 
Railway  Department,  and  lay  l»efore 
them  details  of  the  proposed  scheme,  so 
that  the  Department  might  be  able  to 
examine  it  with  the  lion.  Member. 

Mr,  a.  C,  MORTON  8aid,  he  should 
l>e  glad  to  do  this  ;  but  he  had  gone  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  six  months  ago,  and 
had  offered  all  sorts  of  evidence,  and 
finally  had  sent  in  a  Memorial  fix^m  lady 
Guanlians  in  the  East  of  London, 

Mn.  BRYCE  said,  that  everything 
had  been  done  which  could  be  done* 
The  Department,  at  least,  was  not  iti 
possession  of  the  points  on  %vhjch  the 
hon.  Member  wished  it  to  take  action. 
On  the  wliole,  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
not  shown  an  unreasonable  disposition  iti 
tlie  matter.  As  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caml^erwell,  he  could 
not  assent  to  the  view  he  took  of  the 
M ablet horpe  case.  He  had  gone  care- 
fully through  the  Report  of  the  Inquiry 
at  Mah  let  horpe.  The  case  had  been 
attended  with  great  difficulties.  A  num- 
ber  of  wrecks  occurred  about  the  same 
time  in  this  district,  and  the  crew  of  the 
lifeboat  about  whom  complaint  was  made^ 
fl.nd  the  horses,  had  been  on  duty  for  i8 
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botirg*  It  was  impossible,  therefore,  to 
expect  the  men  to  start  out  again  with- 
out taking  some  refreshment.  As  far  as 
ho  could  gather^  the  Inquiry  whs  a  per- 
fectly fair  ooe,  atiil  he  thought  it  was  not 
ttureagonable  to  allow  an  officer  of  the 
Natioual  Lifeboat  Institution  to  be  pre- 
sent at  the  Inquiry  at  the  same  time  ai* 
the  offitter  of  tlie  Board  of  Trade.  It 
was  that  ofticer^s  duty,  as  well  as  the 
duty  of  the  officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
to  make  inquiries,  and  there  w^as  no 
reaaou  to  think  that  the  officer  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  nureasonably  in- 
fluenced by  the  presence  of  the  other 
ofHcia).  There  w^as  no  desire  to  exonerate 
the  Lifeboat  Authorities  from  hhmie.  It 
would  not  >>e  proper  at  the  present  time 
to  go  into  the  question  of  tho  Lifeboat 
Institution  ox<:^ept  to  say  that  it  was  an 
Institution  deserving  the  attention  of 
the  public.  While  speaking  with  reserve 
on  the  question  ot  the  miners'  strike  in 
Scotland — the  communications  on  the 
i^ubjet't  ha*l  been  contidential — he  might 
say  that  from  the  first  there  had  been 
complete  information  as  to  the  progress 
of  the  strike.  The  Board  of  Trade  had 
taken  every  step  to  enable  it  to  under- 
Btand  the  full  significance  of  the  move* 
ment^  but  communications  were  now 
passing  between  himsell:'  and  persons  In 
Scotland,  including  the  Lonl  Provost  of 
Glasgow,  on  the  subject*  He  thought  that 
the  mo^t  important  point  tir^t  to  he  gained 
was  to  obtain  from  the  ]  tar  ties  an  assur- 
ance that  they  were  willing  to  meet 
together*  So  far  he  did  not  understand 
tliat  anything  had  emanated  from  the 
masters  amouniing  to  a  refusal  to  meet 
the  men*  Having  regard  to  the  great 
interests  in  vol  veil,  anci  the  extreme  suffer- 
ing undergone  by  those  concerned  in  the 
strike,  and  their  hunilies,  he  trusted  that 
the  masters  would  feel  that  nothing 
should  be  wanting  on  their  part  to 
facilitate  an  amicable  settlement*  On 
the  whole,  he  thought  there  was  no 
reason  at  present  to  take  a  gloomy  view 
of  the  position. 

Mr,  a.  C.  MORTON*  said,  that  In 
regard  to  workmen^  trains  the  right  hon, 
(gentleman  the  Freaident  of  tho  Board  of 
Trade  had  now  put  the  matter  in  a  very 
unfortunate  and  falso  position.  Two 
months  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
replied  to  a  question,  and  said  that  lie 
was  proceeding  to  do  something.  He 
had  never  asked  for  farther  iuformation  x 
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and  after  waiting  for  six  months,  now? , 
at  this  late  hour,  wlieu  everybody  was  ^ 
leaving  town  for  five  or  six  weeks,  he 
said  he  was   waiting  for  more  informa^ 
tion, 

Mr*  BRYCE  said,  he  hail  stated  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  were  waiting  for 
information  from  others.  They  were 
engaged  in  communication  with  the  Kail- 
wav  Companies  direct. 

Mr.  a.  G,  MORTON  said,  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  refused  to  receive  a 
deputation  on  the  sfibject  of  workmen's 
trains  on  the  ground  that  they  had  all  the 
details  they  wanted.  He  felt  inclined  to 
move  a  reduction  of  tho  Vote  in  order  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  statement  of 
tho  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
he  was  waiting  to  hear  from  him,  when  the 
fact  was  that  he  had  actuaDy  refused  to 
receive  a  deputation. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said,  he  had  to  thank 
llie  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  state- 
ment he  had  made,  uttd  he  would  only 
express  the  hope  that  he  wotdd  i-ontinue 
to  use  his  best  endeavours  to  bring  about 
a  meeting  of  the  masters  and  men  who 
were  concerned  in  the  Scotch  mining 
<^trike* 

Mu.  LLOYD  -  GEORGE  said,  h« 
wished  to  bring  forward  a  matter  of  some 
local  importwnce,  as  to  which  he  asked 
the  President  of  tho  Board  of  Trade  a 
question  the  other  day,  i.e.,  the  notice 
issued  —  apparently  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Board  of  Tmde  —  prohibit- 
ing the  removal  of  sand  from 
Criccieth  Beach,  because  of  dainiige  and 
injury  to  adjacent  land.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answering  the  question, 
stated  that  he  had  received  complaints 
from  the  Local  Board  among  others, 
and  that  an  inipiiry  had  been  made 
into  the  cause  of  the  complainti-.  Butj 
having  written  for  information  ou  the 
point,  he  had  l>eeu  unable  to  discover 
that  any  public  inquiry  had  been  held  at 
alb  If  one  hatl,  it  must  have  lieen  of  & 
singularly  partial  and  one-srdcd  cha- 
racter, and  he  held  that  in  a  tnatter  in 
which  the  public  interest  was  involved^ 
as  well  as  the  interest  of  the  local  land- 
owner— the  inquiry  ought  tx)  be  perfectly 
impHTtiftl,  and  tho  Board  of  Trade  In- 
spector should  take  evidence  not  merely 
from  the  owner  of  the  land,  ImU  from  tho 
public  generally,  Hrs  complaint  against 
tfie  Board  of  Trade  was  that  it  had 
acted  not  in  the  interests  of  the  publlei 
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but  in  that  of  the  laDdowner  solely.  And 
he  feared  that  this  was  the  general 
practice  of  the  Department,  because  from 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Welsh  Land 
Commission  bj  Mr.  Cecil  Trevor  the 
action  in  the  Criccieth  case  was  only  a 
repetition  of  what  had  occnrred  pre- 
viously at  Anglesey.  The  usual  course 
was  that  when  a  complaint  was  made  by 
a  landowner  that  the  removal  of  material 
from  the  foreshore  was  likely  to  damage 
his  property,  the  Collector  of  Customs 
was  asked  to  report  if  a  primd  facie 
case  was  made  out  for  the  ground  of 
apprehenson,  and  if  the  Board  satis- 
fied themselves  that  a  prima  facie  case 
was  made  out  that  removal  would 
damage  the  property,  they  allowed  the 
owner  to  issue  a  notice  in  the  name  of 
the  Board  prohibiting  such  removal,  and 
gave  him  authority  to  use  the  name  of 
the  Board  in  prosecutions.  In  the 
Anglesey  case  a  farmer  drew  sand  and 
gravel  from  the  shore  near  the  residence 
of  Sir  G.  Meyrick,  who  made  a  com- 
plaint, and  the  Board,  having  apparently 
satisfied  themselves  there  was  a  prima 
facie  case,  sanctioned  the  issue  of  a  pro- 
hibition. With  this  the  farmer  refused 
to  comply,  and  the  Board  further 
authorised  the  prosecution.  The  County 
Court  Judge,  before  whom  the  case  cume, 
made  careful  inquiry  and  visited  the  spot, 
and  in  the  result  decided  that  there 
would  be  no  risk  of  damage  to  the  land 
in  the  immediate  future.  Consequently, 
the  decision  was  against  Sir  George 
Meyrick.  It  happened  that  the  farmer 
claimed  a  prescriptive  right,  otherwise, 
as  was  the  case  usually  with  the  general 
public,  he  would  have  had  no  locus 
standi.  In  the  Criccieth  case  it  was 
possible  that  no  prescriptive  right  could 
be  claimed,  and  he  ventured  to  submit 
that  in  such  a  case  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  not  interfere,  because  if 
any  legal  rights  of  the  land- 
owner were  infringed,  he  had  his 
legal  remedy  against  the  builder. 
Why  should  the  Board  of  Trade  interfere 
more  in  the  interest  of  one  man  than 
another  ?  It  was  a  very  important 
matter  to  the  little  town  of  Criccieth,  for 
on  the  shore  were  the  building  materials 
formed,  and  with  the  prohibition  there 
would  be  a  great  hindrance  to  building 
operations.  If  the  Local  Board  made  repre- 
sentation of  damage  to  the  land,  the 
Board  of    Trade  would    be   justified   in 
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interfering,  but  as  a  body  they  had 
not  made  such  representation  as  regards 
Criccieth,  and  the  landowner  ought 
consequently  to  be  left  to  assert  his  own 
legal  remedy  against  the  builder.  What 
had  occurred  was,  as  he  was  informed, 
that  two  or  three  meml)ers  of  the  Board 
had  made  representations,  because  they 
were  interested  in  the  land,  but  the 
Board,  as  a  Board,  had  not  interfered.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  there  were  some  very 
large  boulders  on  this  foreshore,  and  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  the  public  that 
they  should  be  removed,  in  order  to  clear 
the  beach  for  boating  purposes.  But 
this  case  only  demonstrated  the  general 
way  in  which  foreshore  rights  were 
dealt  with.  Another  illustration  he  found 
at  Cardiff,  where  the  administration  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  hatl  been  in  the 
interest,  purely  and  simply,  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Bute.  The  Marquess  seemed 
to  have  set  up  a  claim  to  the  foreshore 
near  Cardiff,  as  indeed  he  seemed  to  set 
up  claims  to  most  things  near  there.  The 
foreshore  was,  of  course,  most  important 
to  the  growing  town  of  Cardiff,  where 
development  was  most  rapid,  and  docks 
were  built  year  after  year.  Of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  town  of  Cardiff  was  the 
foreshore,  but  what  did  the  Board  of 
Trade  do  ?  The  Marquess  of  Bute  set 
up  a  legal  claim,  but  took  no  steps  to 
enforce  it,  not  even  taking  possession, 
and  then  the  Board  of  Trade  actually 
compromised  the  claim,  selling  1,200 
acres  of  foreshore  to  the  Marquess  for 
£6,000.  That  was  simply  monstrous, 
and  what  aggravated  the  offence  was 
that  the  people  of  Cardiff  knew  nothing 
of  the  matter  until  they  discovered  that 
their  rights  had  been  bartered  away  for 
this  nominal  sum  months  after  the  tran- 
saction occurred.  He  would  like  to 
press  this  matter,  because  there  was  a 
similar  instance  now  going  on  near 
Swansea,  where  the  Board  seemed 
terrified  at  the  prospect  of  litigation  with 
the  Duke  of  Beaufort  or  some  such  Duke. 
They  were  not  taking  the  slightest  step 
to  protect  the  Town  of  Swansea,  and  he 
ventured  to  suggest  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Board  to  consult  the  Local 
Authorities  before  taking  any  such 
steps.  The  right'  hon.  Gentleman 
should  understand  that  there  was  no 
justification  for  the  bartering  away  of 
public  rights  in  this  shameless  fashion. 
He  appealed  to  the  President  of  the  Board 
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of  Trade  to  give  him  some  guarautee 
that  a  bona  fide  local  inqiiirj  would  be 
held  at  Criccieth,  where  the  interests  of 
the  public  as  well  as  of  the  local  laudowuer 
were  involved. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  have  heard  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Geutlemau  with  regard  to  the  life* 
boat  inquiry,  because  it  was  entirely 
different  to  the  information  he  possessed. 
He  got  his  information  first-hand  from 
the  people  on  the  i»pot ;  he  published  it 
in  the  Press,  and  it  had  never  been  dis- 
puted. On  the  contrary,  it  had  been 
coofirtned  by  the  rector  of  the  parish, 
-who  was  prepared  to  take  any  trouble  to 
secure  that  justice  should  be  done.  He 
bad  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  shown  himself  more  sympa- 
thetic, and  not  have  been  ruled  by  that 
miserable  system  of  red-tapeism  whioh 
had  apparently  controlled  his  views  on 
the  subject.  He  should,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, at  the  proper  time,  move  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  £33,  the  cost  of  the 
Mablethorpe  inquiry. 

Mr.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  :  Will 
that  prevent  our  moving  a  reduction  in 
Class  III.,  in  regard  to  the  Commercial 
and  Labour  Statistics  Department  ? 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  (Mr. 
A.  O'Connor)  :  The  Motion  for  a  re- 
duction on  that  item  should  precede  one 
for  the  reduction  of  the  item  containing 
the  costs  of  the  Mablethorpe  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  said,  he  thought  they  ought  to 
approach  a  question  like  this  from  a 
broader  point  of  view  than  his  hon. 
Friend  appeared  to  occupy.  No  doubt 
in  all  gi'eat  public  institutions  mistakes 
were  occasionally  made.  The  Lifeboat 
Institution  did  very  valuable  service, 
and  if  they  gave  the  vote  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  it  would  certainly  be 
misinterpreted.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  the  officials  of  the  Institution  were 
too  highly  paid,  and  a  complaint  had 
further  b^n  made  that  when  the  Board 
of  Trade  sent  down  an  Inspector  to  hold 
an  inquiry  the  Institution  was  allowed 
to  send  one  of  its  own  officers.  But 
surely  they  were  entitled  to  take  such  a 
step  in  order  to  watch  the  interests  of 
their  own  organisation,  with  a  view  to 
improving  it  wherever  possible.  This 
was  a  voluntary  Institution,  which  re- 
ceived a  vast  amount  of  money  from  the 
public,  and  he  believed,   looking  at  its 


history,  no  other   Institution   had  done 
such  valuable  work. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  I 
That  does  not  fall  within  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

»Mu..E.  H.  BAYLEY  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  entirely  misinterpreted 
the  object  of  the  Motion.  He  did  not 
propose  to  ask  the  Committee  to  vote 
on  the  merits  of  the  Lifeboat  Institu- 
tion or  the  services  it  had  rendered. 
He  was  simply  asking  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  a  pledge  that  future 
Board  of  Trade  inquiries  should  be  con- 
ducted by  independent  and  impartial 
persons. 

Mk.  BRYCE  said,  he  was  afraid  that  he 
had  not  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
He  was  perfectly  willing  to  give  such  an 
undertaking.  The  result  of  the  inquiry 
held  was  that  censure  was  passed  upon 
one  person  employed  by  the  Institution. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  presence  of  an 
officer  of  the  Institution  necessarily  pre- 
judiced the  inquiry.  For  his  own  part, 
however,  he  would  undertake  that  any 
future  inquiry  should  be  full,  exhaustive, 
and  searching,  and  would  do  his  best  to 
secure  that  that  was  so. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  said,  his  com- 
plaint was  that  this  inquiry  was  presided 
over  by  an  officer  of  the  Lifeboat  Insti- 
tution. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  No. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  :  But  it  was. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  It  was  conducted  by  a 
Board  of  Trade  permanent  official.  Surely 
it  is  not  unreasonable  that  the  Institution 
should  have  some  person  present  to  report 
on  the  conduct  of  their  own  employ  is,  I 
have  given  my  hon.  Friend  an  assurance 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be  guided 
by  its  own  officials'  opinion  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  cannot  accept  that  as  altogether 
satisfactory.  I  beg  to  move  to  reduce 
the  Salary  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  by  £33. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  A.,  Salaries,  be  reluoed  by 
£33,  in  respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade."— (.Vr.  E.  H,  Baylfy.) 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  said,  that 
with  reference  to  the  question  of  fore- 
shore administration  raised  by  his  hon.^ 
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a  most  circumspect  manner  in  these  caseft 
with  a  view  to  the  public  interest.  It 
seemed  to  bim  that  in  the  Criccieth  oiiae 
the  action  of  the  Board  was  directly  ad- 
verse to  ihfi  public  interest.  The  same 
applied  to  the  sales  of  foreshore  at  Cardiff 
and  at  Swansea,  and  the  more  they  looked 
into  past  transactions  in  regard  to  our 
foreshores  the  more  thev  §aw  a  record  of 
jobbery .  The  public  liad  a  right  to  have 
fuller  itiformatiou  tin  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  when  it  was  proposed 
to  difiposeof  fore^liorc  rights.  In  regard 
to  the  foreijhore  at  Cardiff*  and  Swansea, 
there  had  l>een  a  large  portion  of  the 
foreshore  disposeil  of  without  consulting 
the  Local  Authorities.  There  had  l>een 
altogether  123  transactions  of  this  kind, 
and  they  ought  to  see  tliat  the  Board  of 
Trade  main  tat  ued  a  continuous?  policy  in 
regard  to  all  such  dispositions  of  foreshore 
property.  These  transactions  could  not 
he  too  jealously  watched.  By  the  present 
system  of  not  causing  inquiry  into  such 
matters  tiie  Board  of  Trade  were  allow- 
ing national  property  to  be  alienated. 

Mr,  BRYCE  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carmarthen  burghs  gave  him  no 
notice  of  bringing  forward  this  subject. 
He  might  say  geuerally  that  no  one  was 
more  opposed  than  he  was  to  public  ] 
rights  being  infringed  upon,  and  he 
thought  that  whatever  was  done  in  these 
matfers  the  Local  Authorities  should  be 
consulted.  He  was  willing  at  all  times  to  j 
make  inipiiries.  As  reganls  Criccietbi  it 
was  a  fact  that  a  representiitiou  was 
made  from  ilm  Local  Board  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  it  was  found  that  a  sea-wall  was 
required  iu  order  t^  protect  laud  behind 
it,  as  It  woidd  be  found  that  the  land  was 
being  undermined, 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  That  wag 
at  quite  auother  part  of  the  beach. 

Mn*  BRYCE  said,  the  representation 
was  iuqnired  into,  and  evidently  a  prima 
facie  case  was  made  out.  All  would 
agree  that  the  land  inur*t  bo  protected, 
and  it  was  the  object  and  the  duty  of  the 
Board  of  Tratle  to  see  that  tliat  was  done. 
There  was,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
no  intention  to  abridge  the  foreshore 
rights  of  lUd  England  and  Old  Wales. 
He  confessetl,  on  the  contrary,  to  feeling 
a  keen  interest  in  their  maintenance. 
The  Board  of  Trade  bad  always  adopted 
a  practice  of  consulting  the   I^oal  Au- 
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case  was  made  out  the  Department  pre- 
vented the  disposal  of  the  foreshore.  It 
was  not  always  desirable  to  remove 
boulders  from  a  beach,  because  there 
might  be  cases  in  which  they  were  a 
more  efficient  protection  of  the  land  be- 
hind than  was  atTorded  by  ordinary  saod 
and  shingle. 

Mit.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (who  wa« 
received  with  impatient  crie^)  said,  that 
there  w^as  great  haste  apparently,  but 
this  was  the  only  opportunity  they  had 
of  mising  grievances,  as  it  was  not  their 
fault  Supply  hail  been  so  long  delayed, 
and  he  trusted  the  Government  would  be 
good  enough  to  give  them  what  informa- 
tion  was  asked  of  them.  He  agreed  that 
the  powers  of  the  Boanl  of  Trade  with 
reference  to  foreshores  ought  to  be  ad- 
ministered entirely  in  the  interest  of  the 
public,  and  that  notice  ottght  to  be  given* 
Now,  would  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao 
promise  them  a  local  inquiry  into  the 
Criccietli  case,  and  as  to  whether  the  re- 
moval of  boulders  would  injuriously 
affect  the  land.  Would  the  Board  of 
Trade  listen  to  the  representatives  of 
the  public  as  well  as  the  owners  of  the 
land  ? 

^Mr.  little  (Whitehaven)  said, 
there  had  been  some  most  shameful 
transactions  by  former  Presidents  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  iu  regard  to  the 
foreshores  which  hiul  been  sold  to  neigh* 
bouring  landowners.  There  was  also  one 
iu  which  the  foreshore  of  Soutbport  ha<l 
been  sold  to  a  neigblH>uring  landowner 
over  the  heads  of  the  Corporation 
of  that  borough,  and  he  thought 
they  ought  not  to  allow  the  Vote  to 
pass  unless  they  were  first  assureil  thai 
in  the  case  of  future  alienations  of  fore- 
shore public  interests  should  have  the 
first  consideration, 

Mn.  BRYCE  said,  that  he  remembere*! 
Joining  with  the  Meml>er  for  Derbyshire, 
which  he  then  represented,  in  a  Division 
against  a  eertatu  alienation.  When  he 
was  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster he  laid  down  the  principle  that 
there  should  be  notiliemition  of  foreshore 
except  for  public  purposes  and  after 
I'eserviug  all  public  rights.  He  would 
consider  as  to  granting  au  Inquiry  into 
the  Criccietli  ciise* 

•KiR  A*  ROLL  IT  saidj  it  was  a  very 
material  point  that  notice  should  be 
given  in  all  cases  to  the  Local  Authoritj* 
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Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  said,  that 
ID  the  Cardiff*  case  no  notice  wa^s  given. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  a-^ked  whether 
the  right  hoti.  Gentleman  would  promise 
that  notice  shonld  be  given  to  tbo  Local 
Authorities  before  there  was  any  aale  of 
a  foreshore  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Yes,  certainly  ;  that 
ought  to  t>e  done  in  every  cat^e, 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  asked  whe* 
ther,  in  the  cji^e  of  a  landov^-ner  making 
a  cbiini  to  a  foreshore,  tlje  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  undertake  not  to  com- 
promise the  claim  before  notice  had  heen 
given  to  the  Local  Authorities,  in  order 
that  they  might  have  a  chance  of  fighting 
the  ease  at  their  own  expense? 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  tlie  Board  of 
Tra<uie  would  be  only  too  happy  if  any 
Local  Authority  would  take  up  such 
caseB. 

•Mr.  WEIR  said,  he  should  like  to 
know  whether  tlie  Board  of  Trade  pro* 
posed  to  do  anything  to  remedy  the 
flangerous  &tate  of  the  platforms  on  the 
Metropolitan  Railway  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  that  he  should 
continue  to  direct  inquiries  to  be  made  I 
as  to  any  platform;*  on  the  Metropolitan  ! 
Railway  which  might  he  reported  to  be 
dangerous*  Every  power  that  the  Board 
of  Trmle  possessed  to  protect  travellers 
would  be  used. 

Motion^  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposedi 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  said, 
bt"  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
growing  practice  of  the  Government 
Departments  to  publish  trade  journnlB. 
He  said  that  The 
Journfil  had  caused 
in  the  newspaper  trade.  He  had 
xt^ked  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  8tate  tiie  cost  of  production,  the  cir- 
culation, and  the  revenue  derivetl  from 
advertinemGnts,  and  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  Imd  replied  that  he  could 
not  furnish  the  information.  Such  an 
answer  was  very  unsatisfactory,  and 
"Wonlil  not  be  tolerated  in  any  business 
firm  in  the  world.  Surely  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  need  not  hesitate  to  give  them 
the  figures  with  regard  to  advertising,  and 
so  on*  The  Journal  had  no  office  rent 
to  pay  •  its  information  was  supplied  for 
nothing  ;  and  it  circulated  free  through 
the  post :  and  with  these  advautagee  it 


{18  AuodST  1W4|  3fC,^  Estimatci.  1542 

competed  nnfairly  with  ordinary  news- 
papers. He  would  like  to  hear  from  the 
Preaiilent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  waa 
the  intention  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  these  pttbli cations  in 
the  future  't 

Mr.  E.  H.  JONES  said,  that  The 
Board  of  Trade  Journal  paid  neither 
rent  nor  contributors,  and  converted  the 
Consular  Service  into  a  corps  of  blackJeg 
journalists.  There  was  no  reason  why 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  put  itself  into 
unfair  competition  with  ortlinary  news- 
papers. 

•Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  defend  the  admirable  jouruals  and 
papers  wdiich  had  been  issued  by  the 
Government  Departments,  to  deal  au* 
thentically  writh  such  subjects  an  labour 
and  agriculture,  in  regard  to  which  a 
good  deal  of  ignorance  prevailed.  Trust- 
worthy information  on  these  matters  wat» 
necessary  to  the  publtCH,  and  it  very  of  tea 
could  not  be  supplied  by  papers  which 
were  in  nine  cases  out  of  10  conducted 
merely  for  the  sake  of  earning  a  profit*. 
It  w^as  only  incidental  that  tbe  ordinary 
weekly  newspaper  convey etl  information^ 
and  accidentally,  at  times,  the  truth. 

Mh.  BRYCE  haid,  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  The  Hoard  of  Trade 
Journal  eompetetl  with  other  news- 
papers. It  was  started  purely  in  the 
public  interest,  to  do  that  which  could  not 
be  done  iu  an}*  other  way.  He  could 
not  give  the  information  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury.  Tbe 
Journal  was  edited  and  prepared  by 
members  of  the  Department,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  say  what  proportion  of  theif 
Board  of  Trade  \  salaries  were  chargeable  to  the  JoarnaL 
much  annoyance  The  information  contained  \n  the  Journal 
was  supplied  by  the  Consuhir  Service, 
and  the  cost  of  that,  a^aiu,  could  not  be 
estimated.  Advertisements  were  only 
taken  to  save  the  public  purse.  He  waa 
glad  to  think  that  there  was  a  general 
feeling  in  the  country  that  these  Govero- 
ment  publications  were  doing  useful 
service. 

Mr,  FARQUHARSON  said,  he  ha4 
no  objection  to  the  publication  of  this 
Journal,,  but  he  thought  they  might  at 
least  be  told  what  the  circulation  of  it 
was.     Surelv  that  fact  must  be  known. 

Mr.  WEIR  said,  if  the  right  hou* 
Gentleman  would  tell  them  what  was  the 
number  of  pages  used  for  advertisements 
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and  what  the  number  used  for  news,  he 
dared  say  hou.  Members  could  judge  for 
themselves  what  was  the  financial  result. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  had  not  got  the 
information  by  him. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  said, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  there 
was  e>asiou  ou  the  part  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Department.  The  question  which 
he  had  asked  was  a  very  simple  ouo 
indeed  ;  could  they  not  be  told  what  was 
the  cost  of  production  of  The  Board  of 
Trade  Journal,  Siudyfhfkt  was  the  revenue 
from  advertisements  ?  These  were  things 
about  which  there  could  be  no  doubt. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  These  are  matters 
belonging  to  the  Stationery  Department. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  said, 
he  must  press  for  some  information.  Was 
there  any  cost  incurred  in  regard  to 
editorial  work  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  the  editing  was 
done  by  a  clerk  of  the  Department.  He 
could  not  discriminate  one  charge  from 
another. 

*Mr.  weir  asked  what  was  being 
done  to  provide  a  lighthouse  which  was 
much  needed  on  the  Flannan  Islands, 
which  were  situated  to  the  west  of  the 
Butt  of  Lewis,  in  a  remote  part  of  the 
Hebrides,  and  urged  that  steps  should 
be  at  once  taken,  if  nothing  had  yet  been 
done,  to  carry  out  this  necessary  work. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  question  of  this 
lighthouse  has  engaged  the  attention  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  some  time  on  the 
representation  of  the  Northern  Lights 
Commissioners.  There  is  an  increasing 
traffic  round  the  North  of  Scotland,  and 
we  have  it  on  the  highest  authority  that 
the  erection  of  a  light  there  would  have 
the  effect  of  enabling  vessels  coming  from 
America  round  the  North  of  Scotland  to 
make  land  more  safely.  Nothing  pre- 
vents us  carrying  out  the  wishes  of  the 
Northern  Lights  Commissioners  except 
the  cost.  The  cost  is  now  estimated  at 
£20,000,  which  is  a  great  increase  on  the 
former  Estimate,  and  is  a  very  large  sum 
to  spend  on  one  lighthouse.  We  recog- 
nise that  the  building  of  a  lighthouse 
at  this  point  is  one  of  those  things  that 
ought  to  be  done  at  an  early  date.  A 
Committee  is  to  consider  the  question  of 
the  lighthouses  round  our  coasts,  and  if 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  should 
enable  us  to  put  the  Mercantile  Marine 
Fund  in  a  better  position  than  that  which 
it  occupies  at  present,  I  shall  be  very  glad. 

Mr.  Weir 


*Mr.  WEIR  pointed  out  that  it  woald 
be  quite  impossible  to  spend  £20^000  in 
the  first  year,  and  suggested  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  should  spend  £5,000  in 
the  first  year  and  proceed  with  the  work 
gradually.  The  site  was  in  a  wild  and 
dangerous  spot,  and  the  work  could  only 
be  carried  on  during  the  fine  weather. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.) 
said,  he  desired  to  draw  attention  to  the 
dangerous  condition  of  the  Fastnet  Light- 
house. The  Irish  Lights  Commissioners 
had  directed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
attention  to  the  matter,  but  he  was  afraid 
that  it  had  received  the  same  amount  of 
attention  that  the  Calfrock  Lighthouse 
did  some  30  years  ago.  At  that  time 
proper  attention  was  not  given  to  the 
representations  made  respecting  the  dan- 
gerous condition  of  that  lighthouse,  with 
the  result  that  there  was  a  very  serious 
calamity.  It  was  with  the  hope  of  pre- 
venting a  recurrence  of  such  a  calamity 
that  ho  wished  to  direct  attention  to  the 
urgent  necessity  of  taking  some  action 
with  regard  to  the  Fastnet  Lighthouse.  On 
Thursday  the  Cork  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce passed  a  resolution  calling  upon 
the  Irish  Lights  Commissioners  to  take 
immediate  action  in  the  matter  in  connec- 
tion withthe  Board  of  Trade.  Public 
Bodies  in  Dublin  had  done  the  same,  and  as 
the  Fastnet  was  directly  in  the  way  of  the 
Atlantic  liners  and  the  Channel  steamers 
leaving  Cork  Harbour  it  would  be  most 
unfortunate  if  any  accident  occurred,  as  it 
would  be  bound  to  have  very  serious 
results.  He  wished  to  know  what  course 
the  ri;>ht  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to 
pursue  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  This  matter  is  by  no 
means  new  to  me.  The  hon.  Member 
was  one  of  the  deputation  which  waited 
upon  me  on  the  subject,  and  I  am  in  con- 
stant communication  with  the  Irish 
Lights  Commissioners  with  respect  to  it. 
There  is  no  more  important  light  around 
our  coasts  than  the  Fastnet,  and  the  possi- 
bility of  any  accident  happening  to  it  is 
one  which  nobody  in  the  House  could  con- 
template without  the  greatest  alarm.  I 
can  only  say,  however,  that  the  matter  is 
receiving  our  constant  attention,  and  that 
the  only  difficulty  standing  in  the  way  of 
dealing  with  it  is  the  difficulty  of  money. 
I  must  assure  the  hon.  Member  on  one 
point — the  position  of  the  lighthouse  is 
quite  as  good  now  as  it  was  some  eight 
or  nine  years  ago. 
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Mb.  W.  0*BEIEN  (Cork)  :  Is  that 
the  result  of  any  further  inquiry  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  It  is  the  result  of  in- 
quiries I  made  after  the  deputation 
waited  upon  me  on  the  matter.  I  pro- 
pose to  have  further  ccmimunicatlon  with 
the  Commissioners  on  the  subject,  and  if 
it  is  necessary  I  will  make  further  in- 
quiries, as  I  am  quite  sensible  of  its  im- 
portance. The  expense  of  rebuilding 
this  lighthouse  is  estimated  at  £70,000, 
and  that,  of  course,  would  be  a  tremen- 
dous drain  upon  the  funds  of  the  Com- 
missioners. We  are  therefore  obliged  to 
consider  very  carefully  whether  we  can 
undertake  immediately  so  great  a  work. 
Every  possible  care,  however,  is  being 
devoted  to  the  consideration  of  the 
subject. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

3.  £21,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  (Grant  in  aid), 
agreed  to. 

4.  £20,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Bank- 
ruptcy Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

*Mr.  WEIR  said,  he  wished  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £5,  in  order 
to  call  attention  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Receiver  in  Bankruptcy  in  dealing  with 
Companies  in  liquidation,  and  also  with 
reconstructed  Companies.  He  could  not 
understand  why  Jabez  Balfour  was  ever 
allowed  to  escape  from  this  country.  He 
thought  that  if  the  Official  Receiver  of 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  had  used  more 
energy  and  greater  diligence  Balfour 
would  not  have  been  allowed  to  escape. 

The  chairman  :  That  is  not  in 
Order  on  this  Vote. 

*Mr.  weir  said,  he  thought  the 
Official  Receiver  ought  to  use  more 
energy  and  diligence  in  dealing  with 
public  Companicb. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

5.  £30,510,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset,  W.) 
said,  that  to  judge  from  the  attitude  of 
the  Government  and  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  Gardner)  one 
might  suppose  that  agricultural  matters 
were  in  a  most  prosperous  condition,  that 
villages  were  full,  that  farmers  were 
doing  well,  and  that  the  President  of  the 


Board  of  Agriculture  had  nothing  to  do* 
Everybody  knew  that  the  contrary  was 
the  case,  and  he  thought  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  ought  to  have 
done  many  things  he  hstd  not  done. 
Whenever  Members  had  brought  for- 
ward matters  in  connection  with  agricul- 
ture  

The  chairman  :  That  is  not  in 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  must  confine 
himself  to  the  administrative  action  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  :  Then  I  will 
deal  at  once  with  the  question  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  tithe  laws  of  this 
country. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  beg  pardon  ; 
I  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  tithe  laws  in  this  country. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  :  All  I  know 
is  that  when  I  wish  to  find  anything  out 
on  the  tithe  question  I  have  to  go  to  the 
Ofljce  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  With  regard  to 
redemption. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  said,  there 
was  an  expensive  staff  kept  at  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  Office  mainly  to  deal  with 
tithe  questions,  and  any  question  with 
reference  to  tithe  was  always  referred  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture.  His  point 
was  that  owing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's remissness  in  dealing  with  the 
Tithe  Acts  the  whole  benefit  of  them  had 
been  lost  to  the  agricultural  interest.  He 
wished  to  give  instances  in  point.  Some 
time  ago  there  was  a  discussion  in  the 
House  on  the  Agricultural  Estimates, 
that  discussion  being  closured  after  two 
hours  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self. 

•The  chairman  :  I  must  cali 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  bring  some  administrative  act 
against  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  said,  he  would 
proceed  to  do  so.  An  Essex  landowner^ 
Mr.  Bence,  farmed  two  small  farms,  the 
annual  values  of  which  were  £52  and 
£37  10s.     The  tithe  he  was  called  upon 

to  pay 

•The  CHAIRMAN  :  This  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture.  Is  the  hon.  Member  asking 
for  some  alteration  in  the  laws  ? 
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Mr.  FARQUHAR80N 

not. 

•Tbk  chairman  !  He  must  con- 
fiue  himself  to  the  right  hou.  Grenlleman^s 

administrative  actiou. 

Mk.  FARQUHARSON:  I  am  ia  the 
course  of  dealing  with  the  right  hou. 
Gentleraau's  admin isitrativo  action.  Ou 
these  two  fat  me  this  gentleraau  has  heeu 
called  OD  to  [uiy  tithe  to  the  extent  of 
£17  in  one  case  atid  £14  19^.  in  the 
other.  Under  the  Tithe  Act  which  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  has  to  admini- 
ster  

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  he^  pardon. 
I  ilo  not  wish  in  any  way  to  escape 
oritieism  or  to  ahorteu  any  remarks  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  to  make  about  me, 
but  I  have  no  control  whatever  over  the 
valuation  of  the  tithe. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  :  All  I 
CDOW     is    that    I    have    referred     this 

utter  to  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
'iiire,  and  that  the  right  hou.  Geu- 
tleman'J^  ftnl)ordi nates  there  have  to  ad* 
minii^ter  the  Act.  This  is  a  matter 
whii'b  roust  he  threshed  out  on  £^ome 
occasion,  and  it  may  an  well  be  threshed 
out  now  a8  at  some  other  time. 

^The  CHAIRMAN  :  Tlie  Board  of 
Agrioniture  has  nothing  to  do  with  thi;* 
part  of  the  Uiw  in  regard  to  tithe.  They 
have  only  got  to  do  with  the  redemption 

Mk.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  ehould 
like  then  to  know  who  is  res{>onaihle  fur 
the  administration  of  the  Tithe  Act  ?  It 
is  vain  to  f<ay  thut  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture doc9  not  deal  with  tithe  questions. 
They  have  tithe  maps  of  every  part  of 
the  Kingdom  in  their  Office.  Here  is 
i\uH  man  who,  if  the  tithe  hiws  were 
properly  administered,  would  not  pay  ou 
more  than  two-thirds  of  the  annual  value 
of  his  holding.     He  obtained  the  total 

remission  of  his  Income  Tax 

•TuE  CHAIRMAN  :  This  is  not  in 
Order.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  has  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  persists  in  bring- 
ing forward  a  matter  with  which  the 
Pre.«idont  of  the  Board  of  Agricultnre 
h»s  nothing  to  do  I  must  requeiit  him  to 
resume  hw  seat. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  :  Well,  if  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Tithe  Acts  I  will  resume  my 
seat. 


•Mr.  EDWARDS  said,  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  question  of  agri- 
cult  oral  education  in  Wales,  He  8ub* 
mitted  that  the  grant  made  was  very 
inadequate  when  the  condition  of  thh 
country  was  compared  with  that  of  other 
countries.  He  found  that  in  other 
countries  enormous  grants  were  annuallf 
made  for  agricultural  education,  but  m 
Wales  the  sum  was  altogether  too  smalL 
It  bore  no  comparison  to  the  amount 
granted  to  England,  though  Wales  more 
than  England  depended  upon  agriculture* 
Wales  was  a  poor  country  with  few 
manufactures,  and  ijer  County  Cowncilst 
unlike  thone  of  England,  were  unable  to 
give  suhrttantial  aid  to  agricultural 
education.  The  grant  given  to  the 
University  College  at  AberystwitU 
compared  unfavourably  with  th© 
grant  given  to  other  Colleges. 
The  Aberystwith  College  administered  to 
seven  counties  which  were  agricultural 
and  poor ;  therefore,  any  proposal  to  im- 
prove the  agricultural  education  of  the 
Princi|>ality  ought  to  meet  with  the 
cordial  and  hearty  support  of  the  Go- 
vernment. No  doubt  the  Bangor,  the 
other  Nortli  Wales  College,  got  grants, 
hut  they  did  not  administer  as  much  as 
did  the  Aberystwith  College  to  the  wants 
of  the  Principality.  Though  the  Report 
of  the  Education  De{>artment  had 
not  yet  been  issued,  he  was  aware 
that  there  was  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  tlie  grant  made  this  year. 
But  that  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
not  ask  for  a  further  increase.  The  first 
grant  of  £2*50  was  made  three  years  ago, 
and  the  progress  was  so  greM  tliat  by  the 
end  of  the  first  yoar  £500  was  given. 
*So  thoroughly  had  they  taken  the  work 
of  agricultural  e<iucation  in  hand  that 
they  now  deserved  another  grant  from 
the  Board  of  Agriculture.  He  was  con- 
stantly told  by  his  constituents  that  the 
great  trouble  they  had  to  face  waa  the 
want  of  lal>our,  and  the  complaint  made 
to  him  was  that  the  children  who  attended 
intermediate  schools  were  brought  up  in 
such  a  way  that  wheu  they  left  they  had 
adistaste  for  agricultural  pursuits.  Thi* 
compareil  very  badly  with  the  condition 
of  things  in  France,  where  there  were  79 
schools  where  practical  instruction  in 
agriculture  could  be  obtained.  The  son* 
of  farmers  and  peasants  could  in  these 
schools  learn  the  practical  work  of  farm- 
ing.     It  appeared  to  him  that  when  a 
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cODiplnmt    WBJB    made    that    when    the 

cbildreu  in  the  iu  termed  late  schools  left 
thcj  gave  up  agricultural  education  it 
was  time  they  did  sometbiug  to  euable 
bays  ia  Walea  to  liave  practical  iustruc- 
tiou  iu  tbeae  matters.  Tbi6  iDetructiou 
would  improve  the  farmers  aud  make 
them  lietter  men,  more  capable  of 
tilling  the  grouiid  aud  of  making  it 
productive,  and  woukl^  iu  a  measure, 
preveut  the  drain  of  labour  which  went 
on  from  the  couutry  into  the  great  towns. 
Ue  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
would  see  his  way  to  meeting  his  request. 
The  Cbaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
passed  a  Bill  putting  taxation  upon  land, 
and  he  would  ask  the  Government  to 
give  some  of  tliat  money  for  the  educa- 
tion of  the  agricultural  population,  in 
order  to  keep  them  on  the  laod. 
•Mr.  H.  GARDNER  said,  he  was  in 
entire  sympathy  with  the  hou«  Member 
iu  his  desire  to  promote  agricultural 
education  in  every  possible  way.  He 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  timt 
there  was  a  large  graut  made  annually  to 
County  Councils  which  might  be  ex* 
peuded  on  technical  education,  such  as 
dairy  and  other  agricultural  oduciition, 
and  which  was  unefully  spent  iu  this 
maimer  in  many  counties  every  year.  He 
hoped  these  grants  would  contiuue.  With 
regard  to  the  Aberystwith  College,  he 
did  not  think  he  had  beeu  ungenerous 
towards  that  institution  Evince  lie  had 
been  iu  OlBce.  The  sum  total  at  his  com- 
mand was  simply  £y,000  ;  that  sum  of 
^  ^  OOO  a  year  was  all  that  he  had 
I  I  H  Hted  to  the  various  Colleges  and  the 
other  Agricultural  Institutions  that  re- 
quired assistance ;  £8,000  was  all  they 
had  to  spread  over  Scotland,  En  gland » 
and  Wales.  Wheu  he  first  bad  the 
honour  of  occupyLng  the  position  ho  now 
held  he  fouud  that  iu  1891-2  £1,000  was 
all  that  was  given  to  Wales.  In  the 
t\r^t  year  of  his  Office*  in  1892-3,  he 
rfu^ed  tliat  to  £1,300,  and  increased  it  to 
£I,oOO  in  1894,  aud  he  thought  hon. 
Members  from  Wales  would  ailmit  that, 
having  raised  tlie  grant  to  Welsh  Col- 
leges by  50  per  cent,  and  given  Wales 
£1,500  out  of  the  £8,000  at  bis  dis- 
posal, he  had  not  done  so  badly  with 
regard  to  Wales.  But  what  ha<l  he  done 
for  Aberystwith  College?  He  found 
that  in  1891-2  the  grant  was  £250. 
When  be  came  to  consider  the  important 


work  done  by  the  College  and  the  im- 
portant work  it  might  do  for  agriculture 
iu  the  country  in  which  it  was  situated, 
he  felt  justified  in  raising  the  grant  in 
1892-3  to  £500,  or  just  double,  and  he 
had  increased  it  by  £200  since^  so  that 
the  College  was  now  iu  receipt  of  £700* 
Various  Colleges  in  other  parts  of  the 
country,  to  which  be  need  not  call  special 
attention,  ha^l  hatl  their  grants  increased, 
thongh  there  were  Colleges  that  did  not 
get  8o  much  a**  £700,  He  hojied  he  had 
satisfied  his  hon.  Friend  that  upon  the 
whole  Wales  was  not  so  badly  treated* 

Mii.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  that  on 
behalf  of  hJa  hon.  Friend  aud  himself, 
he  wished  to  say  he  made  no  complaint 
with  regard  to  the  general  attitude  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  towards  the  Welsh 
Colleges;  he  thought,  considering  the 
means  at  his  disposal,  the  right  bon»  Gen- 
tleman had  treated  them  liberally  ;  but 
that  was  not  their  point,  their  point  being 
that  tlie  proportion  of  the  entire  sum 
which  was  available  for  agricultural 
education  was  exceedingly  small.  He 
found  the  Committee  was  asked  to  vota 
£46,000,  aud  out  of  that  sum  £33,000 
went  in  salaries,  and  only  £8,000  went 
towards  agricultural  oibication.  He 
thought  the  disproportion  Ijetweeu  the 
two  sums  was  exceedingly  marked,  aud 
the  right  hon*  Gentleman  would  do  well 
ill  the  future  to  take  steps,  not  to  reduce 
the  salaries,  of  which  he  did  not  «'om» 
plain,  but  to  increase  the  amount  that 
was  given  towards  agricultural  cduca* 
tiou.  He  understood  that  it  would  not 
be  in  Order  to  move  an  increase  of  the 
V^ote  ;  but  to  show  the  necessity  of  an 
increase  in  the  Vote  he  would  make 
another  criticism*  He  did  not  oiler  any 
criticism  with  regard  to  these  Colleges^ 
as  he  thought  they  did  a  certain  amouut 
of  good  -  but  he  thought  some tli tug  more 
should  be  done  to  teach  the  agricultural 
population  of  the  'country  improved  agri- 
cultural methods,  such  as  improving  the 
vitality  of  the  soil,  aud  that  sort  of  thing. 
For  instance,  be  did  not  see  any  Estimate 
for  a  model  farm,  and  he  fouud  that 
in  every  other  country  in  Europe 
model  farms  were  provided  by  the  Go- 
vernments out  of  the  sums  placed  at 
their  disposal  by  the  State.  In  this 
country  they  spent  £8,000,  whilst  iu 
France  they  spent  £13 1,000  ;  iu  Belgium, 
a  smaller  country  than  oars,  and  not 
nearly  so  important,  they  spent  £34,0(X> ; 
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Austria-HuDgarj  £60,000,  and  Prawia 
£66,000.  In  these  European  countries 
they  not  only  delivered  lectures,  but  they 
had  model  farm  schools  all  over  the 
country  tor  teaching  the  best  methods  of 
agriculture.  They  also  taught  forestry, 
.whilst  they  had  no  School  of  Forestry  in 
any  part  of  Wales.  For  the  purpose  of 
teaching  the  people  the  principles  of 
agriculture,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  likely  next  year  to  have  a 
good  surplus,  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  persuade  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  devote 
some  portion  of  it  towards  improving  the 
agriculture  of  the  country. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  would  like 
to  say  that  I  have  had  to  meet  £3,600,000 
for  the  Navy,  but  that  is  a  fleabite  com- 
pared with  what  I  would  have  to  meet 
if  I  had  to  provide  for  model  farms.  I 
could  not  undertake  to  go  into  a  specu- 
lation of  that  description. 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  said,  he 
would  like  to  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  in  Wales  the  County 
Council  had  to  provide  for  a  system  of  in- 
termediate education,  and  that  very  little 
was  done  for  agricultural  education.  The 
Welsh  Members  were  of  course  extremely 
grateful  for  the  advance  already  made, 
but  it  was  simply  an  instalment  of  a  great 
debt  that  was  due  from  England  to 
Wales  in  that  respect ;  they  would  be 
able  to  prove,  if  called  upon,  there  was  a 
very  great  debt  due  to  Wales,  and  what 
they  had  received  was  really  only  an  in- 
stalment of  that  debt.  There  was  just 
one  other  point,  and  that  was  in  reference 
to  8 wine  fever,  in  regard  to  which 
he  had  received  a  large  number  of 
communications  from  various  persons 
in  diflfereut  parts  of  his  constituency. 
He  realised  the  difficulties  of  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he 
wi.shcd  to  ask  him  whether  he  could  give 
the  Committee  any  information  as  to  the 
succei^s  attending  the  precautions  hitlierto 
taken  against  swine  fever  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.),  on 
the  same  subject,  said  be  would  be  glad 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give 
them  some  statistics  upon  the  matter, 
and  state  whether  the  districts  made  any 
money  contribution  towards  the  fund  for 
suppressing  swine  fever  ?  [Mr.  H. 
Gardner  :  No.]  That  was  exactly 
the  point  he  wanted  to  know.  He 
was   told    there   was   a   rate  in  Ireland 

Mr.  Lloyd-Georgt 


for  the  purpose,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
what  was  going  on  in  England.  He 
could  not  help  observing  that  there 
was  a  deal  of  extraordinary  langoige 
talked  about  fleabites.  Mr.  Disraeli  oDoe 
called  the  National  Debt  a  fleabite,  sod 
now  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exclieqner 
said  that  £3,600,000  was  a  fleabite  as 
compared  to  what  model  farms  woold 
cost.  He  should  like  to  hear  some 
details  in  regard  to  this  matter,  as  be 
thought  they  did  a  great  deal  oif  good. 
It  did  not  trouble  him  much  whether 
England  had  these  model  farms  or  not, 
though  he  would  be  glad  to  see  them 
established  in  England,  as  they  might 
then  have  a  chance  of  getting  them  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.) 
thought  it  would  be  satisfactory  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Preskieiit  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  would  supple- 
ment his  statement  by  inf<Nining  the 
Committee  what  other  Colleges  that 
were  not  fortunate  enough  to  be  sita* 
ated  in  the  Principality  of  Wales 
shared  in  the  grant  and  the  amounts  of 
them. 

""Major  JONES   (Carmarthen,   &c.) 
said,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presideot 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  referred  to  the 
£10,000  that  was  to  be  given  to  Aberjtt- 
with  College  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ;  but  he  would  remind  him  that 
that  was  to  make  good  what  had  been 
destroyed  by  a  fire.     They  had  been  told 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done 
for  them,  and   they   desired,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  strengthen  his  back  against 
the   insidious   attempts   made  from  the 
other  side  to  force  upon  him  the  policy 
of  protection  ;  one  time  urging  the  mark- 
ing  of  bags    and    another  a  duty    on 
wheat. 

""Mr.  H.  GARDNER  said,  that  several 
questions  had  been  asked  him  which  he 
would  endeavour  to  answer.     One  was 
with  reference  to  swine  fever,  the  im- 
portance of  which  he  fully  recognised. 
No  one  regretted  more  than  he  did  the 
inconvenience  and  loss  which  had  been 
caused  in    some  districts   by   the    very 
difficult  task  the  Board   of  Agriculture 
had     to    carry    out.        All     he     could 
say   was   that  no  one  would  be   better 
pleased   than  he  should  when  the  time 
arrived — he  hoped  it   was   not  far  dis- 
tant— when  the  general  aspects  of  the 
disease,  and  the  success  that  was  follow- 


Vote  t^lk  about  IretaDil,  and  \i&  wished 
tu  know  if  eertairj  ilistricta  were  locally 
Uixed  ill  support  of  this  iti  the  pre.^eut 
JHuaQctal  year. 

Mk.  n.  GARDNER  :  No  ;  it  comet 
out  of  the  poneral  t'mid. 

C-oLONRL  NOLAN  said,  he  wanted  to 
kuaw  whether  any  part  of  it  waH  paid  hf 
Jooul  taxatiou  ill  the  di^^triet,  aud  whether 
it  wim  collected  by  Imperial  olBcers  or 
not  ? 

Mh.  H.  GABDKEU  i*aid,  he  eoiild  not 
aiijHwer  the  qneHtiou,  the  hoiL  Gerifleman 
muHt  ask  the  Prosidoni  of  liic  Lot-al  Go- 
veniiriont  Board,  Hin  impreH»ioii  was 
that  it  came  out  of  the  geuerat  fuud^ 
The  ^raot  m  aid  was  giveu  from  the 
luiperial  fuml  towards  the  relief  of  local 
taxation* 

Colonel   NOLAN 
l<R'nl  rate  ? 

Mr.  IL  GARDNER ; 


Not   out   of  a 
No. 


Vote  agreed  to, 
inade. 


and   Quentiou   pro- 
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tug  their  eflbrte,  would  enable  them  to*      Colonel  NOLAN  said  Jio  was  talking 

remove   the   restrtctious    which    he    had    about  Euglaud,  a8  he  could  not  on  this 

lieen  obliged  to  impo?4e.     The  Comuiitlce 

would  remember  that   the  duty  of  carry- 
ing out  file  suppreasion  of' swine  fever  was 

pasised  by  a  umiiiimous  House.    He  could 

assure  the  Committee  that  the  oflicers  of 

the  Board   of    A|i:riciilture   wei-e   floiug 

their  best    to  gra})ple  with  this  dit^ease, 

and  hoped  that  before  a  "K^^vy  b>ug  tijue 

had  elapsed  they  would  bt3  able  to  grapple 

with  it  Kuccessfully.     The  hou.   Gentle- 

rnau  oppot$ite  a^ked  him  a  question  a^  to 

the   grants   in   aid    of    various    Colleger. 

VVelb  the  Yorks^hire  College  at  Locil**  had 

£M{X),    the    l>urham   Colk'ge    ilHtK),    tlii* 

Canibridge    and    Couiitic.«*    Agricultural 

Education  Committee  £400,  the  Uuiver- 

sity    College,    Nottingham,    £200,    the 

Reading   College   £150,    the    Bath   and 

West   and    Southern    Counties    Society 

(for  research  arrd  experiments)  £400^  the 

Easteru  Counties  Dairy   In**titute  £350, 

lu  Scotland,  the   Glasgow  and   West  of 

Scotland     Technicuil     College    received 

£<>00,   Edinburgh    University   £450,  be* 

«ide«  £100  for  tlie   Forestry   ChkHii,  the 

UniverHity     of     AI>ordceti      £200,    the 

Scottish    Dairy    Iui<titute,    Kilmarnock, 

£250,    the    Highland    and    Agricultunil 

Society  £200,  the  Aberdeen  Agricultural 

Heisearrdi  As^rxiiatiou  £iCK),  the  Dottrdjy 

Science  School,  Orkney,  £25,     lu  addi- 

tiou  to  this,  the  Board  gave  two  grants, 

£175  and   £150,  for   special    cla>«se8    in 

Dairy   and    Forestry    Instruction.       Hi.'* 

bon.  Friend   might   aild    thot?e    up,    atul 

he  would  iiud  that  Scotland   had  not  got 

the  be^t  of  it 

CoLo?f£L  NOLAN  reminded  the  right 

hon*  Gontlemau  that  he  had  tiot  answered 
his  question. 

Mb.  H,  GARDNER  :^aid,  that  if  the 
bon.  Gentleman  would  turn  to  the  Act 
that  gave  them  the  power,  he  would  lind 
that  a  large  grant  was  given  for  the  pur- 
pose, and,  ttft  in  the  case  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia andotherdis^eat4e«,if  that  grunt 
was  exceeded  the  exeesH  wan  paid  out  of 
local  taxation. 

CoLoSKL  NOLAN  said,  that  on  the 
laMt  (K!ca<iou  either  the  right  l»on.  Gen- 
tleman or  the  Minister  represcuting  agri- 
culture in  Ireland  told  hini  that  it  wai?^ 
itot,  and  he  wanted  to  know  whether  the 
inoriev  was  paid  over  by  the  districtn. 

Mil  n.  (4ARDNER  said,  he  had 
uotbing  to  do  with  the  question  of  the 
rating. 

VOL.  XXVIIL  [fourth  sebiksj.] 


6*  Motiou 
poHed, 

*'  Tlmt  a  sum,  not  excetdtng  £90,14f>k  b^ 
crraiitcd  to  Her  Majesty,  t*^  complete  the  ^aia 
riecewiary  to  def  my  the  Charge  which  will  eoiue 
ui  L'our«e  «f  imyiTieiiL  duritiif  the  Veitr  ctKlititf  on 
the  31st  day  of  March.  ISM,  for  the  Kalarrej* 
axwX  ExpeiiBea  of  tbe  Local  Oov^rainerit 
Hnttnh" 

Mn.  LLOYD-GEORGE  nmved  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress,  for  th<5 
pmpose  of  merely  asking  how  many 
Votes  it  waft  proposed  to  take  lo-ntghl. 
The  Local  Government  BoanI  Vnte,  the 
Registrar  GeneraPti  OHico  Vote,  and  the 
Woodii  and  Fore«tB  Vote  woidd  give  rise 
to  couHitlerable  debate,  and  be  wif^he<l  i6 
know  whether  it  wan  proposed  to  prej<is 
these  matters  on  to-night  '} 

Motion  made,  and  Quentiotr  jimfioned, 
**  That  the  Chairmnn  do  report  FrogreiJiji 
and  ank  leave  to  ttit  agniu/'^(J/r. 
Llo^d'  Gt'orf/eS) 

Un.  n.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
Bald,  he  also  wished  to  ask  whether  tho 
Government  proposed  to  take  the  Scotch 
Votea  to-night  ? 

Silt  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yc». 

Mu.  R.  WALLACE  said,  there  were 
i|iM?!*tions  rai.ned  upon  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  V^ote  that  might  lead  to  eon- 
tiiderablo  discus^ioa.       He  tlionght  him- 
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self  it  was  time  to  report  Progress,  as 
they  had  done  verj  well  to-daj. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Of  coarse  it 
may  be  modified  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chaocellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  it 
is  intended  to  take  all  the  Votes  hi 
Classes  I.  and  II.  remaining,  down  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  Vote,  which  is 
postponed,  and  to  take  the  Votes  in 
Class  III.,  omitting  the  first  Vote,  and  all 
the  Scotch  Votes,  excepting  No.  1  and 
Vote  13  for  the  Crofters  Commission  of 
Scotland.  With  respect  to  the  proposal 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  may  say  tliat  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  discuss  with  him  the 
Registrar  Generars  Vote  and  the  Woods 
and  Forests  Vote,  and  I  do  not  know 
there  is  anything  really  contentious  in 
them.  I  hope  he  will  not  insist  on  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  he  did 
not  object  so  far  as  the  Woods  and 
Forests  Vote  was  concerned,  or  any 
other  in  Classes  IL  and  III.,  but  he 
would  press  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  leave  out  the  Registrar 
GeneraPs  Vote. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  my  hon. 
Friend  desires  the  question  to  be  post- 
poned I  will  not  stand  in  his  way.  We 
are  anxious,  and  there  is  a  general  feel- 
ing, that  we  should  get  on  with  Classes  II. 
and  III.  So  far  as  I  can  ascertain  the 
view  of  hon.  Gentlemen  with  reference 
to  the  Votes  it  is  that  we  ought  to  con- 
fine ourselves,  as  far  as  possible,  to  Votes 
that  are  not  contentious,  and  if  there  are 
questions  on  particular  Votes  that  re- 
quire discussion  they  will  not  l>e  taken. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  hope  we 
may  be  allowed  to  get  on  with  Classes 
II.  and  UI. 

Mr.  R.  WALLACE  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  postpone 
the  Scotch  Votes,  or  at  all  events  the 
Fishery  Board  Vote  and  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland's  Vote  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
£.)  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  listen  to  the  appeal  to 
postpone  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  Vote, 
as  this  Vote  afibrded  the  first  opportunity 
they  had  had  of  discussing  the  adminis- 
tration of  Scotland,  and  it  would  be 
hardly  fair  to  keep  them  here  several 
hours. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  quite 
ready  to  offer  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  as  a  victim,  to 

Mr.  R.  Wallace 


my  hon.  Friend,  as  a  sort  of  Saint 
Sebastian.  We  desire  to  confine  oor- 
selves  to  Votes  that  can  fairly  be  disposed 
of.  It  is  necessary  for  us  to  get  the 
Votes  that  have  been  mentioned  slreadj 
to-night  as  we  have  some  importtot 
Votes  to  be  taken  on  Monday,  and  if  we 
are  to  bring  the  Session  to  acondasiooit 
is  necessary  for  us  to  go  on.  The  Go* 
vernment  are  desirous  of  meeting  the 
views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sidei 
of  the  House.  I  am  bound  to  say  we 
have  received  great  consideration  from  \ 
gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  and  I  only  hope  we  may  reeeiTe 
half  as  much  from  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side,  and  if  so  then  I  think  we  sbiil 
succeed  in  accomplishing  the  object  we 
have  in  view.  I  hope,  having  made 
these  concessions  we  shall  not  be  asked 
to  make  any  more. 

Mr.  B.  WALLACK  :  May  we  take 
it  for  granted  we  shall  have  Monday  for 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  No,  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  for  Monday. 

Mr,  HENNIKER  HEATON 
(Canterbury)  asked  the  right  hoii.  Gen* 
tleman  not  to  take  the  Post  Office  Vole 
to-night. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  is  no 
intention  to  bring  that  on  ;  my  hon. 
Friend  will  have  a  very  big  gun  to  die- 
charge  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac.) 
thought  the  offer  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  with  regard  to  the  Scotch 
Votos  was,  on  the  whole,  fair,  bathe 
would  ask  him  to  go  one  step  further  and 
take  the  Scotoh  Fishery  Board  Vote  on 
Monday.  He  thought  very  little  dis- 
cussion would  be  raised  upon  it,  but 
there  were  one  or  two  points  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  as  the  other  Votes  would 
take  several  hours  to  discuss  it  was  use- 
less for  the  Scotoh  Members  to  remain. 
♦Mr.  WEIR  said,  he  would  like  to 
suggest  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer should  offer  another  St.  Sebastian 
in  the  person  of  the  Lord  Advocate. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  think  «iy 
hon.  Friend  who  has  just  spoken  has  hid 
his  fair  share  of  the  time  of  the  House, 
and  I  hope  he  will  not  think  it  necessai7 
to  continue  much  more  of  it,  because  if 
half-a-dozen  Members  take  the  same 
share  we  must  sit  here  for  another 
month.  If  it  is  considered  that  the 
Scotch  Fishery  Board  Vote  will  not  take 
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•The   CHAIRMAN:    Order,   order  I 

Tbis  is  uot  in  Order  ou  this  Vote. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  called  atteu- 
tioii  to  a  receot  appointment  of  a  Poor 
Law  Inspector  in  South  Wales*  He 
said  that  when  the  vacancy  arose  it  was 
urged  upon  the  Government  that  it 
was  very  desirable  a  gentleman  should 
be  appointed  who  had  a  knowledge 
of  the  Welsh  language,  but  the 
Government  paid  no  heed  to  these 
representations,  and  appointed  a 
gentleman  who  did  not  possess  this  re- 
quisite qualification.  Again,  Wales  con- 
stituted one  district,  which  was  far  too 
great  for  one  Inspector.  He  urged  the 
desirability  of  dividing  North  and  South 
Wales*,  and  of  appoiuting  as  Inspector 
some  gentlenmu  who  was  thoroughly 
conversant  with  the  Welsh  language. 

Dr.  CLARK  observed  that  uuder  the 
head  of  district  officers  he  found  the  cost 
was  about  £50,000,  and  the  fees  only 
reach eil  £40,000,  showing  a  loss  of 
£10,0(X).  Surely  something  might  be 
done  lo  increase  the  fees  of  the  audit  for 
instjince,  so  as  to  wipe  out  this  loss,  and 
make  this  branch  of  the  work  of  the  de- 
partment self-supporting.  In  Scotland 
it  was  done  entirely  by  the  Local 
Authority. 

TuE  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  said,  he 
had  no  knowledge  of  any  present  vacancy 
for  an  Inspector  in  Wales,  but  if  a 
vacancy  should  arise  he  certainly  would 
bear  in  mind  die  question  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  raised  as  to  the  desirability  of 
such  Inspector  having  a  knowledge  of 
the  Welsh  language.  He  would  also 
bear  in  mind  the  suggestion  of  the  hon* 
Member  as  to  the  division  of  , Wales  into 
two  districts,  and  without  giving  any 
undertaking  he  would  promise  to  con- 
sider it. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

7.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**Thftt  a  siun,  not  excee^iing  £272.505,  be 
^mutetl  to  Iler  Majesty,  to  complete  the  mm 
nccensftry  t4i  defray  the  n  -  -  ^li^h  will  come 
ill  courise  of  pjiyment  year  eocHii!^ 

on  the  31st  tlujr  of  Marci ,  :  :  .r' Stationery, 
rrintinK,  and  Taper,  lUndmg,  and  Priutini 
B<iok3  for  the  Poblio  Scfviee,  aii<i  for  tlic 
Sa1jiHt?M  ati'l  Expenses  of  the  Stationery  Office  ; 
and  fv)r  Sundry  Miijcellnneuns  Servicea,  in- 
cluding Reiiortsi  of  Parliftroentary  Debutes." 
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long  1  will  throw  that  in.  I  hope  now  that 
wc  may  regard  the  bargain  as  corapleie* 

Mu,  MACARTNEY  asked  tl^e  right 
hou.  Gentleman  whether  it  was  intended 
to  wt  very  late,  or  whether  it  was  neces- 
sarj  to  keep  them  for  the  Tramways  (Ire- 
land) Bill  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  would  have 
no  ol)jection  to  put  that  down  for  Mon- 
«iaj, 

Dit.  CLARK  asked  if  it  was  iiiteudeil 
to  sit  bevond  the  dinner  hour  ? 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  That  does  not 
depend  upon  me.  We  must  sit  &s  long 
as  h  necessary  to  get  through  what 
rematUK^  after  the  reduction  tlmt  has  l)een 
already  nientioned. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Die*  CLARK  remarked  that  the  Vote 
included  a  number  of  charges  for  inspec- 
tjotj  and  other  matters  which  wore 
charged  on  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and 
wliich  in  Scotland  were  entirely  defrayed 
from  the  local  rates.  He  objected  to  paying 
for  all  the  particular  service**  in  his  own 
country,  antl  also  paying,  iu  addition,  a 
[Kirtion  of  the  English  ratetJ.  He  yhoukl 
like  to  know  frotn  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  Government 
would  be  preparetl  to  take  up  the  con- 
i^ideration  of  the  tiuancial  relations  be- 
tween England  and  Scotland  ? 

8iH  W.  HARCOURT,  in  reply,  said, 
at  the  time  the  Government  undertook  to 
have  an  inquiry  into  the  financiHl  rola- 
tions  between  England  and  Ireland  he 
was  asked  that  there  should  also  be  an 
inquiry  into  the  financial  relations  be- 
tween England  and  Scotland*  At  that 
particular  period  he  was  busy  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  and  besides  that  heavy 
work  the  officials  at  the  Treasury  had 
to  prepare  the  items  of  expenditure  for 
the  Irish  Committee,  so  that,  as  he  stated 
at  the  time,  it  was  impossible  for  them  at 
tlieaaran  moment  to  prepare  the  figure* 
in  respect  to  the  financial  relations  both 
of  Scotland  and  Ireland  and  also  with 
respect  to  the  Finance  Bill,  and  that 
thiirefore  the  Government  could  not  take 
up  the  matter  of  the  financial  relations 
of  Scothmd  then,  but  that  they  would 
do  so  as  soon  as  possible, 

Mk,  HERBERT  LEWIS  asked  whe- 
tlier  the  Government  had  in  eontenipla- 
tiou  an  inquiry  into  the  Hnuncial  relations 
iNSlween  Etighmd  and  Wales  ? 
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The  question  might  be  asked  why   the 
Government  refused  to  do  this,  wljich  it 
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secmoil  to  him  they  were  clearly  ho  and  to 
4o  by  the  Reeohition  of  ttje  House  of 
Commons  ?  He  (Mr.  Loiigb)  and  his 
colleaguos  wero  able  to  answer  that 
quefitiori,  because  they  tried  to  gel  this 
matter  settled  in  order  to  avoid  taking 
up  tbo  ttrao  of  the  House  by  a  discuswion 
on  the  Eetimatesi.  A  month  or  six  weeks 
ago  he  had  the  honour  of  introducing  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  vSeeretary 
to  the  Treasury  a  deputation  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  after  he  saw  the  deputation  the 
ri^ht  hon»  Geutlemau  wrote  a  reply 
which  Imd  been  widely  published  in  the 
daily  paper??,  and  which  ho  woidd  recall 
to  the  memory  of  the  Committee.  That 
reply  practically  conbij^te*!  of  two  argu- 
ments. It  said,  in  the  iirst  place,  that 
the  wageK  paid  hy  Messrs.  Eyre  au«l 
SpottiHwoode  were  not  sweating  wages. 
There  was  a  sentence  ueed  very  carefully 
there  which  said  that,  taking  the  work  all 
round  and  the  conditions^,  the  wages  paid 
were  a«  good  a8  those  paid  in  other 
house!*  umierlike  conditions.  Kow,  they 
did  not  want  to  take  the  work  **  all  round  " 
or  examine  what  was  paid  under  **  like 
conditions,"  The  very  object  of  having 
a  scale  of  prices  was  to  provide  protec- 
tion for  the  workmen,  and  what  they 
wanted  was  that  this  great  firm  which 
got  so  much  Government  work  should 
lulopt  the  simple  plan  of  complying  with 
that  scale  of  prices  which  wan  univer- 
sally recognised  in  the  trade  outside 
themselves.  On  the  point  as  to  whether 
they  \\tA  paid  fair  wages  or  not  he  had 
boon  dealing  with  facts*  He  wiw  told 
with  regard  to  this,  that  they  paid  7d,  or 
7Jd.  per  1,000  ens^  which  was  a  half- 
penny less  than  other  houses  paid  under 
the  scale.  If  fhat  were  so,  it  anion iited 
to  6  or  7  per  cent  He  had  been  told 
that  witli  regard  to  overtime  they  did  not 
observe  the  regulations  of  the  trade* 
He  was  also  told  that,  with  regard  to 
what  was  called  advantageous  work,  tho 
men  did  not  receive  as  much  considera- 
tioti  as  did  the  men  with  other  firms,  and 
he  heard  that  in  the  matter  of  binding  tho 
wages  were  not  good.  He  did  not  want 
to  go  into  details.  His  argument  was 
this  :  The  firm  said  they  were  outside  the 
London  sc^le  of  prices,  they  declined  to 
w*ork  with  other  employers  and  eorne 
inside  the  scale;  aud  because  tlicy  dec  lined 
to  come  into  line  with  other  employers, 


therefore  they  put  themselves  outside  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commona. 
Til  ere  was  one  other  argument  in  that 
letter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  it  bad  always  been  the  policy  of  the 
Government  to  hold  the  balance  even 
between  the  Trades  Unionists  and  the 
free  labourers  who  were  outside  the 
Union.  Now  the  deputation,  as  far  as  he 
(Mr.  Lough)  remembered,  did  not  raise 
that  question  at  all,  aud  he  did  not 
raise  it  that  afternoon.  He  did  not 
want  the  Government  to  depart  from 
that  policy  of  their  own  of  main- 
taining a  perfectly  even  stAud  between 
Unionists  and  non-Unionists.  What  he 
wanted  to  impress  on  the  mind  of  the 
Government  was  this  :  Whether  the 
men  were  Unionists  or  nou-Unionists, 
they  sliould  he  paid  fair  wages 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Resolution 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  he  said 
the  Government  would  do  best  m  deal- 
ing with  this  matter  if  they  did  not 
generalise  at  all  or  make  any  points 
about  the  duties  of  or  to  the  workmen. 
The  workmen,  as  far  as  ho  understood, 
were  able  to  take  care  of  themselves. 
What  the  Government  had  got  to  do  was 
to  take  care  of  themselves,  to  carry  out 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  to  try  and  fulfiJ  the  pledges  they  had 
given.  He  wanted  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  was  willing  to  make  this 
a  fair  house  within  the  meaning  of  all 
the  other  houses  in  London  and  carry 
out  the  pledges  he  had  already  referred 
to?  He  hoped  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man came  to  answer  him  he  would  not 
say  anything  about  Unionists  or  non- 
Unionists.  Let  them  leave  that  entirely 
aside,  and  simply  ask  that  whoever  should 
execute  this  branch  of  Government  work 
should  be  paid  tho  wages  current  in 
the  district.  He  thought  he  had  dealt 
suflBciently  with  the  rather  unsatis- 
factory loiter  which  tho  deputation 
received  in  reply  to  their  just  claim. 
There  was  another  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  the  Resolution  in  this  particular 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  some  contracts  lasted  for  10 
3'ears,  that  they  were  entered  into  io  1886, 
and  did  not  expire  until  1896.  He 
would  like  to  remind  the  Committee 
that  if  anything  was  to  be  done  to  prevent 
a  renewal  of  long  coniracts  of  this  kind, 
now  was  the  t.in»o  to  do  it.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
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he  replieil,  would  be  able  to  announce  that 
the  Governmorit  were  going  to  take  8uch 
steps  ft!^  regarded  the  future  contracts 
as  would  prevent  tbef»e  evils  being  re- 
newed. He  wished  also  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  there  any  other  con- 
tracti  going  on  at  the  present  time  as 
well  as  these  long  contracts,  which  lasted 
for  10  years  ?  He  lield  in  biB  band  a 
form  of  contract  ts^sued  by  the  Trea.sury, 
ami  on  it  the  House  of  Commons  Resolu- 
tiou  was  printed.  He  was  afraid^  ao  far  asi 
this  particular  work  was  coucerued,  it  was 
a  He«?olntion  that  was  more  honoured  in 
the  broach  than  in  the  observance.  Why 
was  this  printed  on  the  contract  form? 
Why  did  it  exist  for  printing  if  contracts 
were  not  being  glveu  out  from  time  to 
time?  He  would  like  the  right  hoti. 
Gentleman  to  deal  with  that  proposition. 
It  was  currently  supposed  there  were 
other  contracts  goitig  on  from  time  to 
time,  and  he  wanted  a  promise  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  would 
see  that  the  work  should  be  paid  for  under 
the  London  scale  of  charges.  The 
announcement  on  the  coDtract  form  as  it 
now  stootl  was  not  suttitncnt,  and  he  would 
jjuggest  that  beneath   the  Resohilion  of 


into  for  a  term  of  years  the  same  pro- 
vision was  inserted  and  observed  ?  Ho 
could  not  sit  down  without  admitliug  tJiat 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  represented 
in  this  matter  the  Treasury  Bene!  ha*l 
met  lioth  the  deputation  and  himself  at 
all  times  with  the  greatest  courtesy. 
He  thought  they  had  persuaded  him 
of  tjje  justice  of  their  claim,  but  he  felt 
that  he  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  had  to  deal 
with  an  exceedingly  cast-iron  Depart* 
ment,  though  one  that,  in  some  respects, 
very  well  represented  the  permanent 
Departments  of  this  country.  Hecouldnot 
help  saying  that  in  this  matter  of  the 
consideration  of  the  wages  of  the  humbler 
classes  the  Department  ha<l  displayed  a 
want  of  sympathy.  He  saw  tliat  the  salary 
of  the  Controller  was  f  l,ot)0  a  year.  Ho 
did  not  say  thai  that  was  too  much,  or  that 
he  was  not  a  most  capable  officer.  But  he 
said  that  in  regard  to  the  humbler  workraOJi 
in  theiremploy  mcnt  who  did  not  get  a  hirg6 
salary  and  had  no  pension  they  should  at 
least  pay  them  fair  wages,  and,  w^ith  a 
view  to  increasing  the  sympathy  of  the 
Controller  with  his  workmen,  and  of 
giving  his  right  hon.  F'riend  an  oppor- 
tunify  of  replying  to  the  points  be  hail 


the  House  of  Commons  it  should  have  |  raised,  he  begged   to  move  the  Amend 

ment  he  had  put  down. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Item  A  be  reduced  by  £100,  iu 
respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  Controller.** 
— {Mr.  Lotigh), 


Bome  such  words  as  these — • 

"In  this  contract  the  won  Is  *  such  wa^res  a« 
are  generally  accepted  v^  current'  shall  be 
taken  to  mean  for  all  work  executed  in  boud^/o, 
the  Wftges  fixeil  in  the  London  scale  of  price* 
sil^neil  and  mutually  a^^eeil  u(>on  at  the 
StAtioneTH'  ilall,  Ix'tween  representatives  of  the 
London  masters  and  the  London  uien." 

He  hoped  he  hml  not  kept  the  Committee 
too  long.  He  would  sum  up  b\"  puttintf 
fourqiiestions  to  the  ri^rJit  hon.  Gcntlcnmn. 
Firstly,  as  re>farded  these  jrrintirif^  con» 
tracts,  did  the  Government  or  did  they  not 
recognise  the  Lonilon  scale  of  prices 
which  was  observed  so  widely  throughout 
the  Metropolis,  90  per  cent,  of  the  tra<le 
observing  it  ?  Secondly,  did  the  House 
of  Commons  Resolution  which  he  had 
quoted  not  recpiire  that  the  London  scale 
should  be  paid  for  such  work  of  this  kind 
as  was  executed  in  Loudon  ?  Thirdly, 
AWhether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
[give  a  pledge  to  insert  in  all  new  con- 
tracts which  the  present  Government  or 
he  might  agree  to  some  words  requiring  , 
that  the  current  wages  in  London  shoulcl 
be  paid  ?  and,  fourthly,  w^ou Id  the  Govern- 
raent  take  steps  to  see  that  when  the 
present  long  contracts  expired,  m  any 
future  contracts  that  might   be  entered 

Mr.  Louijh 


•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  r.  HiBBEJtT,  Oldham) 


I    think    it 
aide    that 


will    be    cousideretl    desir- 


shouUl  reply  at  once  to 
this  (jtiestiou  after  the  speech  w^hieb 
has  been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
that  I  should  state  what  is  the  posit  ion 
of  the  Government  in  respect  to  thin 
question.  I  do  not  at  all  complain  of 
what  my  hon.  Friend  has  said,  or  of  the 
questions  he  has  asked  me  as  regards  the 
future*  But  before  1  deal  with  the  quea- 
tions  he  has  pul  to  me  and  the  remarks 
he  bas  made,  1  should  like  I o  bring  beforo 
the  Committee  the  faet  that  the  printing 
contracts  were  made  in  the  year  1886, 
during  the  time  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  these  printing  eoutraots 
were  all  for  a  term  of  10  yearn*  The^ 
contracts  are  seven  in  number.  They 
were  not  all  taken  hy  the  firm  to 
which  be  has  referred — Messrs.  Eyreaiul 
Spottiswoode — but  some  of  them  were 
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tftkoa  by  houses  that  arc  calleil  fair 
hotiseg,  I  believe  tlmt  the  GoverDmeDt 
prill tid^  wttg  dividetl  into  seven  groups 
at  that  titiie^  and  four  out  of  the  seven 
contracts  were  taken  hy  Union  houses, 
one  by  the  gveal  firm  of  Hausard  and 
Son,  two  by  Dnrlini^  and  Son,  and  one 
by  Harrison  and  Sou.  So  yoii  see  that 
Messrs,  Eyre  and  Spottiswoode,  having 
taken  over  the  bnsiuesd  of  Hansard  and 
Son,  hold  three  of  these  contracts,  while 
the  other  three  Uoion  houses  hold  tlje 
remainder.  The  esti mated  value  of  the 
(!ou tracts  taken  by  the  Union  Kb  compared 
with  the  nou-Uniou  houses  is  as  follows  ; 
The  three  taken  by  the  Union  houses  are 
£4^,588,  as  agaiunt  £5(\(>00,  the  value  of 
tUnfi*'  taken  by  the  nou- Union  houses.  J 
(iK-roIy  mention  those  figures  to  show  that 
there  w&b  competition  \\  hen  these  eon- 
tracts  were  invited^ at»d  timt  they  were  not 
nil  taken  by  the  hoirse  of  Messrs.  Kyre  and 
SpfUtiswfMVJo.  The  question  is^  what 
is  the  position  of  the  Goverumeut 
with  respect  to  these  contracts  ?  They 
were  taken,  as  I  have  said,  in  1886  for 
It)  years,  and  they  do  not  expire  until 
December  of  1896,  so  that  they  have 
two  and  a  half  years  to  ruu,  and  my  hotu 
Friend  has  asked  me  to  at?ree  to  the  pro- 
l>osaI  lie  has  inadi.^ — namely,  that  I 
should  agree  that  no  futurt*  contracts 
should  be  made  except  upon  tbi^  basis  of 
the  London  scale  of  prices.  He  is  askiug 
me,  as  I  think  rather  unfairly,  to  under- 
take a  decision  upon  that  matter,  1  am 
at  present  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
Of  course  I  do  not  think  that  I 
shall  be  Secrctary  to  the  Treasury — I 
think  it  is  very  improbable — at  the 
eUii  of  tiie  two  and  a  half  years,  when 
thes'e  contracts  expire.  All  I  can  say 
with  perfect  freedom  is  that  that  w^onld 
make  four  years'  work  at  the  Treasury, 
which  1  do  not  tbiuk  I  am  quite  likely 
to  at^ree  to  undertake*  Be  that  as  it 
may,  the  Committee  will  a^ree  with  me 
that  r  could  not  undertake  to  pledge  my 
succosHor,  and  I  cannot  undertake  to 
pled*:e  the  Government  which  may  be  in 
Oftree  with  re8|»ect  to  the  proposal  which 
he  has  made.  But  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
meet  my  hon,  Friend  a  great  way.  I  do 
tiot  say  I  can  give  him  all  he  asked, 
because  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair 
for  me  to  do  so,  seeiug  that  the  coutnicts 
do  not  expire  until  the  end  of  2lt  years. 
But  I  am  perfectly  willing — and  J  think 
it  will  i)€  much   the  best  way  of  dealing 


with  the  question — to  agree  that  a  Seleot 
Committee  shall  sit  either  the  next  year 
or  the  year  after  to  consider  Ibia  question 
ofthe  printing  contracts, and  to  see  in  what 
way,  in  future,  they  shall  be  given,  ao  as 
to  come  within  the  provisions  of  the 
Resolution  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  189L  I  should  like  to  give 
what  I  think  shoubJ  be  the  form  of 
Reference*  Of  course,  I  do  not  mean  to 
commit  myself  nor  any  person  who  holda 
my  place  to  the  exact  words,  but  I  think 
a  Reference  of  this  kind  would  meet  raj 
hon.  Friend's  proposal — 

**  To  rejmrt  whether  the  present  system  of 
issuing  iiivUfttions  for  tenders  and  of  making 
eontr««U  for  Uuvernment  printing  effectually 
secures  due  compliance  with  the  teruif*  and 
spirit  nf  the  Rejit)ltition  of  the  House  of 
CeimTiions  of  the  llKh  February^  1^91,  with 
regard  Ut  rhe  waj^ea  to  be  paid  by  the  con* 
trnctors,  and  whether,  anil  if  »o  what,  improve* 
ments  of  the  syHtern  h  &i\\o>{  fur.'* 

Homothing  like  thoAe  worda  are  what  X 
.should  su^geat.  My  hou.  Friend  has 
referred  to  the  letter  which  I  eent  to  the 
dcputjition  which  I  receivetl,  and  h©  has 
!^aid  that  that  letter  was  uufiatigfactory, 
I  dare  say  that  a  large  number  of 
persons  might  view  it  ha  unsatisfactory, 
1  wrote  that  letter  with  the  information  I 
had  before  me,  and  1  do  not  know  thai  I 
could  have  done  otherwise  than  write  as 
I  did.  It  had  been  said  of  MeBsrs.  Eyre 
and  Sjwttiswoode  that  they  were  not 
paying  the  London  scale  of  prices,  but  I 
was  informed  by  that  firm  that  they  were 
paying  wage»  equal  to  the  London  scale 
of  priecH,  and  1  felt  it  wa»  my  duty  to 
put  that  statement  in  my  letter  so  that  it 
might  go  before  the  deputation.  Since 
I  wrote  that  letter,  in  July,  I  made 
further  inquiries.  1  have  seen  two  mem- 
bers of  the  firm,  and  I  have  also  inquired 
more  particularly  ix>  get  full  details  of 
the  waged  paid  in  that  establishment;  but 
though  I  asked  and  pressed  for  detail* 
to  bear  out  what  the  firm  stated  to  me,  I 
must  confess  1  have  not  been  able  to  get 
these  details^  which  I  think  I  ought  te 
have  if  1  am  to  make  myself  responsible 
for  the  act  of  that  firm.  Having  arrived 
at  that  eouebisiou,  I  ask  myself  how  far 
ought  I  to  go  to  meet  my  hon,  Fnetid; 
and  my  answer  is  that  I  offer  this  Select 
Committee,  which  shall  take  what 
evidence  they  think  proper,  and  shall 
consider  how  these  contracts  shall  be 
given  in  the  future.  If  that  Committee 
think   proper  to  reuommend  that  these 
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contracts  sh«.ll  otiijr  be  g^iren  to  firms 
^htch  agree  to  pay  the  Loo  don 
le  of  prices,  well  and  good.  I 
think  that  would  be  a  verj  ftatis- 
factory  ftrraDgemeiit  for  all  partiofi.  But 
whilflt  I  my  that,  1  must  aUo  say  thuf  I 
do  not  consider  myf*elf  to  be  in  a  position 
ro  give  any  ^uch  undertaking,  or  make 
any  stich  proposal.  I  admit  this — that  a 
large  proportiou  of  the  houses  engaged  in 
iMciok-printiug  in  the  Metropoliiaro  what 
are  railed  "Union  houses/'  1  l)elieve 
thnt.  in  90  per  cent,  of  the  total  number 
of  those  houses  lioth  masters  and  men 
Aucept  the  Loitdou  scale  of  prices.  That 
is  A  very  strong  factor  ;  and  it  is  a  fac- 
tor that  must  have  due  effect  given  to  it 
by  any  Committee  whioh  considers  tljis 
questiou.  Of  course,  I  leave  the  mattor 
to  them  ;  hut  I  will  go  a  step  further,  anfl 
say  that  I  consider  that  any  new  con- 
tracts that  ar(i  made  before  the  Committee 
reports  ought  to  go  on  terms  which 
won  hi  bo  within  the  sipirit  and  the  words 
*»f  the  Resolution  of  this  House.  1  trust 
that  undertaking  will  be  sufficient  for  my 
hon.  Frietids,  and  for  the  Committee.  I 
CAD  assure  them  that  I  have  given  the 
greatest  attention  to  this  subject.  There 
\%  no  question  cofuiected  with  my  duties 
at  the  Treasury  winch  has  taken  up  so 
much  of  my  time,  or  reqiiireil  so  much 
of  my  time,  and  upon  which  I  wish  to 
net  as  fairly  as  [jossible  than  this  question 
of  the  rate  of  wages  to  be  paid  by  Go* 
vernment  contractors.  1  could  have  gone 
into  the  qnestion  at  much  greater  length  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  at  this 
time  of  the  night;  and  I  trust  the  way  in 
which  I  desire  to  meet  the  case  will  be 
approve«l  of  by  the  Committer. 

8iH  A.  ROLLIT  (Islinirton,  S.)  said, 
that  as  a  member  of  the  deputation  who 
waited  on  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  on  this 
subject,  he  desired  to  thank  him  for  the 
disposition,  at  any  rate,  which  he  had 
Evinced  to  meet  all  reasonable  requiremenls 
in  the  matter.  He  agreed  with  his  hon, 
F>iend  the  Member  for  West  L-^lington 
(Mr.  Lousrh)  that  the  letter  written  liy  the 
right  hon*  Gentleman  was  not  satisfac- 
torv  on  cert;itn  points;  but  that  letter 
ha<l  been  recon-^idered  in  the  light  of 
fiew  facts,  as  he  nuderstoofl,  and  now  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  had  como  to  a 
conclusion  which,  on  the  whole»  having 
regard  to  the  difficulties  of  the  position, 
would  probably  meet  the  case.  They  had 
allusious  that  afternoon  to  theconditiou  of 
Sir  J,  T,\imhcrt 


the  lithographic  trade.  They  bad  it  pointed 
out  that  siity  large  quantities  of  posters 
were  importe<l  into  this  country*  He 
believed  that  statement  was  correct* and  he 
bel ieved  the  true  f on ndatious of  commercial 
prosperity  wore — fair  wages  paid,  and  good 
reUtioMs  estHl>lished  iK-tween  eujployer* 
and  employed,  although  having  regard  to 
tlie  terms  of  the  Resolution  of  the  House 
the  Government  had  not  succeedetl  in 
setting  the  best  example  in  the  matter. 
The  question  was  not  a  question  of 
Unionism  or  otherwise.  It  w*as  simply  ft 
question  of  acting  on  the  Resolution  of 
that  Hnnse,  which  said  that  the  current 
wages  of  the  trade  should  be  paid  in  (to- 
vernnienL  coi» tracts  ;  and  so  far  as  ho  was 
able  to  gather  from  rcpresentatious  which 
hatl  been  made  to  him  by  his  constituonta 
— many  of  whom  werccng«ge*l  in  this  trade 
— Messrs.  Eyre  and  Spotliswoode  them- 
selves in  one  of  their  establishmenta — 
though  not  in  the  other — hvu\  adopted 
the  scale  of  prices  which  hail  been 
accepted  by  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
trade.  The  only  difficulty  was  in  connec- 
tion with  the  existing  contracts,  and  that 
difliculty,so  long  as  these  con tracti«  lastedi 
wasintutM^rable,  Heljelievcd  the  right  bon» 
Gentleman  had  done  his  lH?st  to  persuade 
the  contrnctors  to  a  modification  of  the 
terms.  He  thought  thutmoilification  might 
have  been  made  wisely,  and  rn  the  end 
economically.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
ttentleman  could  not  persuade  people 
to  do  so,  he  (Sir  A,  Roll  it)  did  not 
know  who  could,  having  regard  to 
his  persuasive  manners  towards  Mem* 
bcrs  of  that  House,  Tbe  right  bon. 
Gentleman  bad  protnised  a  Committee 
lo  consider  the  whole  question  of  the 
printing,  atid  to  devise  a  system  of  con* 
tract  tmdcr  which  the  Resolution  of  the 
Hou«e  would  be  carried  out*  He  thanked 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  for  though  be 
had  not  wholly  realised  all  that  they 
wished — for  that  was  beyond  his  power 
^ho  had  offered  a  solution  of  the  difficulty 
which  they  onght  all  to  accept. 

Mr.  J,  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  there  were  few  recognised 
rates  of  wages  so  clearly  understood  os^ 
the  scale  of  prices  of  the  London  printing- 
trade  ;  and,  that  being  so,  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely easy  to  fulfil  the  Resolution  which 
tl»e  flou^e  adopted  some  time  ago,  when 
new  eon  tracts  were  going  lo  be  made* 
with  respect  to  Government  printing* 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  lotter 
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which  ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  wrote 
some  timo  Ago  was  wroug  iu  some  of  its 
expressions  iis  to  facts  ;  and  though  the 
right  hoLi»  Gentleman  hiul  not  heeu  able 
to  get  from  the  firm  the  exact  facts  of  the 
timtter,  tbero  hful  been  furnished  to  him  hy 
the  Society  of  Compositors  80Qie  of  the 
leading  points  of  diHereuce  in  the  prices 
paid  liy  Messrs.  Eyre  and  Spottiswoode 
and  the  London  scale  of  prices.  He  would 
only  mcutioD  two  of  the  points.  The 
price  for  composition  per  1,000  "ens'* 
under  the  London  scale  wa*  from  T^d,  to 
lljd*  The  price  per  1,000  "ens"  for 
composition,  whether  in  small  or  large 
type,  paid  by  this  firm  was  only  7d. 
Apiin,  under  tbo  Loudon  scale,  overtime 
lietween  7  and  10  o'clock  was  paid  for  at 
tbe  rate  of  3 id.  per  hour,  and  afterwards 
lit  a  still  higher  rate  ;  but  there  was  no 
overtime,  except  for  all-nrgbt  work, 
lowed  by  the  ^rm  In  question.     Those 

re  clear  departures — he  would  not  say 
from  the  London  scale  of  prices,  because 
that  might  be  tbe  scale  of  a  small  body  of 
trades — but  from  the  London  scale  as 
paid  by  90  per  cent,  of  the  printing  trade 
of  London  ;  and  he  would  urge  on  the 
right  hon»  Gentleman,  if  he  was  prevented 
from  touebiug  existing  contracts,  to  at  any 
rate  take  steps,  with  regard  to  contracts 
made  in  the  meantime,  to  have  the  Lon- 
uon  scale  of  prices  clearly  recognised  as 
the  fair  wages  generally  jiaid  in  the  trade 
in  London.  Tbe  printing  trade  of  London 
bad   been    eualded    to   work    with   great 

loothuess  on    account   of    tbe    mutual 

aogements  come  to  by  the  agreement 
of  masters  and  men  on  this  scale  of 
prices  ;  and  he  hoped  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  recognise  and  would  under- 
stand tbat  the  Government  could  take  no 
fairer  stc)»  in  tbe  matter  rbau  simply  to 
rccoguiijo  that  if  they  adojiled  that  scale 
they  wonld  be  acting  up  to  tbe  Ktsohition 
of  the  House. 

Cai'Txin  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) 
said,  tbat  as  the  const itiieucy  which  he  re- 
presented happened  to  contain  practically 
the  wholeof  the  printing  trade — for  he  had 
over  1,000  electors  connected  with  the 
trade — be  desired  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  subject.  ISome  time  ago  be  formed  one 
of  a  dcputalion  %vhich  waited  on  ihe  righl 
hon.  (fcntlemati,  with  reference  to  the 
l)Ookliin<li ug  trade,  to  complain  of  the 
action  of  one  of  the  most  important  of 
tbe  tinns  who  did  this  class  of  work  for 
the  Government  in  taking  the  work  out 
of  London   into  the  country    to  a  place 


where  there  was  a  firm  which  employed  a 
largo  amount  of  female  labour.  Thii 
firm  got  women  to  do  what  was  generally 
known  in  tbe  trade  as  morrs  work,  at,  of 
course,  a  low  er  rate  of  wages.  The  men 
looked  upon  that  as  another  form  of  sweat- 
ing, and  as  beifig  opposed  to  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
bad  received  during  tbe  past  week  scores 
and  scores  of  letters  from  his  constitnents 
on  this  subject-  They  faile^l  to  iKidcrstand 
all  those  niceties  of  reasoning ;  they 
looked  at  the  question  frtim  their  own 
standpoint^  and  as  it  woidd  seem  that 
a  large  portion  of  tbe  Government 
work  was  done  by  unfair  houses  they 
naturally  com  plained.  They,  therefore, 
asked  the  Government  to  giveapletlge  that 
tbe  work  would  only  go  to  those  houses 
which  paid  a  fair  rate  of  wages,  and  if 
that  pledge  was  given  they  would  ask  for 
no  more. 

Mr, LOUGH  said,  he  wished  to  say  that 
the  right  hon*  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  had  met  them  in  a  very  sym- 
pathetic spirit.  He  was  sure  tbe  Com- 
mittee wonld  recognise  that  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  gone  a  step  further 
than  iu  his  letter,  and  had  made,  on 
the  whole,  a  very  fair  proposal.  He  hud 
examined  the  proposed  Reference  to  the 
Committee  and  he  found  that  really  covered 
the  matter  so  far  as  the  contracts  running 
for  a  long  period  were  concerned.  He  de- 
sired to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  having  so  fairly  met  them  in  that  re- 
spect* But  he  would  he  glad  if  tlio  right  hon. 
Geurloman  wonld  add  one  word  more  on 
auother  point.  He  thought  sufficient  evj* 
deuce  had  been  laid  befor«  him  to  prove 
that  the  London  scale  of  prices  was  univer- 
sally adopted  throughout  the  trade  ;  and 
they  asked  of  him  that  while  in  Office,  in 
the  case  of  any  work  not  covered  by  the 
long  contracts,  be  would  sec  that  the  wa^cs 
paid  were  according  to  the  London  scale. 
He  assumed  thatlbeCommittec  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  them 
next  year  would  report  before  any  new  c<ui- 
tract  for  n  term  of  vears  was  entered  into. 

Mr.  M,  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  said, 
that  last  year  on  tbe  Irish  Estimates  he 
questioned  the  right  hon.  Genlleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  as  to  the  con- 
ditions of  w^ork  in  the  Government  print- 
ing offices  in  Dublin.  Unforttmately, 
he  was  not  «uccessful  in  impressitig 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  necessity  for  some  reform  in  those 
offices  ;  hut  thi^  time  he  stood  ou  n^Hrer 
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ground.  The  House  had  adopted  a  Reso- 
lutiou  against  sub-letting  of  Government 
contracts,  and  he  would  show  that  in  the 
case  of  the  firm  with  which  they  were  now 
dealing  there  was  sub-letting.  He  was 
struck  by  one  observation  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  haid  the  firm  would  not  go  into 
deUiils.  But  being  a  practical  printer  him- 
self he  could  go  into  details,  and  he  would 
show  that  there  was  no  Department  of  the 
Government  more  difficult  to  shove  on 
in  the  path  of  reform  and  progress  than 
the  Stationery  Office.  The  conditions 
of  work  in  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Eyre  and 
Spottiswoode  could  be  stated  in  a  few 
words.  The  work  was  first  put  into  the 
hands  of  taskmasters  on  behalf  of  the 
firm.  Those  taskmasters  theu  settled  the 
prices  for  the  work,  and  they  weut  around 
to  the  "clickers"  (which  was  a  technical 
term  in  the  trade  for  deputy-foremen)  of 
the  various  companionships  consisting  of 
from  1  o  to  20  men  each,  and  asked  them 
the  price  for  which  they  would  do  the 
work.  Now,  here  was  a  system  of  sub- 
letting far  :nore  pernicious  than  that 
condemned  by  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commou8,f  or  the  workmen  them- 
selves  were  placed  in  competition  with 
each  other.  It  did  not  require  a  Com- 
mtteo  to  see  the  gross  injustice  inflicted 
on  the  associated  employers  of  London 
by  fills  system.  Again,  with  regard  to 
wages,  what  was  the  position  ?  While  the 
price  paid  for  composition  per  thousand 
"  ens ''  was  7id.  by  the  associated  em- 
ployers, only  7(1.  was  paid  by  Messrs. 
Eyre  and  Spottiswoode.  Here,  then,  was 
a  very  gross  violation  of  the  Resolution 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  favour  of 
the  current  rate  of  wages  being  paid 
under  Government  contracts.  Surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  need  not  wait  for 
the  deliberations  of  a  Select  Committee 
to  prevent  those  abuses  of  the  Resolution 
of  the  House.  In  the  new  form  of  con- 
tract in  Her  Majesty's  Office  of  Works 
for  London  and  district  it  is  expressly 
declared  that — 

"The  contractors  shall  not  assign  or  under- 
let the  contract  or  any  part  or  parts  there- 
of, without  the  consent  of  the  Commissioners 
bcine^fii-st  obtained,  and  shall  not  make  a  sub- 
on  tract  or  sul>-con tracts  for  the  execution  of 
the  work  of  any  part  or  parts  thereof,  or" 

— and  it  was  to  this  he  wished  to  call  the 
particular  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— 

'•  or  om[»loy  any  taskmaster  in  or  about  the 
works  or  repairs." 

Mr,  M,  Austin 


That  was  the  case  for  the  Society  of  Com- 
positors ;  and  they  thought  that  withoat 
waiting  for  a  Committee  they  should  have 
an  express  declaration  that  the  system 
adopted  by  Messrs.  Eyre  and  Spottis- 
woode was  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  compositors,  and  was  contrary  to  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  ;  and  that  it  was 
high  time  for  the  Stationery  Department 
to  make  a  more  energetic  attempt  to 
grapple  with  this  question,  and  not  to 
wait  for  a  Committee  whose  deliberations 
may  extend  over  a  series  of  years  and 
end  in  nothing.  Before  he  sat  down  he 
might  acknowledge  with  thankfulness  the 
help  given  to  them  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  S.  Buxton)  in  all  matters  affecting 
the  printing  trade. 

""Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  said, 
the  previous  speakers  had  given  at 
much  length  and  with  great  accuracy  the 
reasons  why  someactionrshould  be  taken  in 
this  matter  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. He  knew  the  House  was  aozioHs 
to  get  away  ;  and  he  should  not,  therefore, 
go  over  the  ground  which  had  been 
traversed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  before  him, 
and  which,  in  the  main,  he  endorsed. 
But  he  wished  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  this  was  not  only  a  question  that  dealt 
with  the  wages,  hours,  and  industrial 
conditions  of  the  printers  and  men  en- 
gaged in  the  stationery,  printing,  and 
l>ookbinding  in  connection  with  the 
journals,  papers,  and  other  documents 
that  were  required  for  this  House  and  the 
various  Departments  of  the  Government. 
If  the  Committee  which  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  had  promised  them  simply 
dealt  with  wages,  hours,  and  conditions 
of  employment — though  these  were  very 
proper  questions  for  inquiry,  he  must  say 
that  from  the  House  of  Commons  point 
of  view  that  would  not  be  sufficient.  He 
trusted  that  that  Committee  would  not  sit 
longer  than  three  or  four  months,  be- 
cause it  could  well  do  the  whole  of  its 
work  within  that  period.  He  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  consist  of  prac- 
tical men,  and  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  in  the  nomination  of  that  Com- 
mittee would  avail  himself  of  the 
technical  and  expert  knowledge  of  the  ** 
printing  trade  now  in  the  House.  He  also 
trusted  that  the  terms  of  Reference  to  that 
Committee  would  go  much  further  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed.  He 
would  tell  them  why.  He  believed  that  the 
system  under  which  the  printing  was  done 
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was,  ©cononncally  aod  intrmsically,  Imd. 
lie  hclieveil  I  hat  the  system  of  contract 
uiiedlesaly  harassed  tho  officials  and  op- 
prc8Hed  the  men,  and  tliat  if  another  ffystora 
were  adopted  the  public  auil  the  ratepayers 
would  be  f>euefitcd  ;   the  House  of   Com- 
mons would  t^et  its  priuting  done  much 
ohea|>er  and   much  better  ;  there   would 
Ije  better  biutliug — work  that  would  last 
won  Id  l>e  turned  out;  employment  would 
l»c  spread  over  a  larger  ntimber  of  men, 
and    a    large    sum  of  money   would  be 
saved    which   wa.s   dow   spent  In    print- 
iiig  such  a    large    number   of    Govern- 
ment   Reports,    documents,    and     Blue 
Books,  which     speedily    went    to    that 
hourno  from  which  no  traveller  returns — 
«o  far   aH  those  things  were  coucerne<l— 
the  wa8te*paper  baBket  and  the  cheeae- 
tnonger'i  shop.     lie  therefore  a.sked  the 
i;igUt  bon.  Gentleman  whether  he  would 
not  widen  his  riefcrenccto  thoComoiittee, 
itci    tluil    the    Commilt>cc    would    iyqnirc 
ifviietber   the  Ilouse  of  Commous  should 
tiQt    aboli^li     the    contract    and    tender 
©y^tem    for    priuting    and    bookbinding 
altogether  and  do  its  own  work  itself? 
llo  wished  to  direct  attention  to  the  gross 
extravagance  of  the  Stutinnery  Depart- 
mnut«    Tbat  Department  was  established 
for    the   purpose  of   superi mending   the 
priuthig  mider  the  t^on tract   {^y&tem,  and 
U»  do  that  itrfr*ceived  on  amount  crpuil  lo 
the  revenue  of  a  small  European  State, 
fqr  the  Treasury  paid  over  to  that  De- 
part tn  en  t  o \' e r  £fi ( K),000  a  y ear.  M  ore  than 
that,  they  found  thntthert^  was  an  animal 
increase    which    ran    from    £7,CKXJ     to 
£M,(XMJ.      Last   year   it   was   £14,1)00, 
which,  if    properly  spent,  he    admitted, 
was    a    good    sign  ;     for     the    amount 
ehowed  a   tendency  to  increase  rapidly 
VIA    the    desire    for    information    spread 
amongst    the    people.      This    enormous 
Slim     was   divided    up    between    about 
12     contractors,    of     which      two     or 
three   got    the    bulk    of    the    printing, 
cue    firm    nlone    getting    £250,000    of 
the  fluni*      IIuw   was    the  Vote  for  the 
Stationery  Departmenl  divided  up  ?    For 
printing    for    the   Public     Departments 
there  were  £186,000  ;    paper  for   same, 
£167,000;    binding,   £50,(M>0 ;  printing, 
binding,  and  paper  for  the  two   Houses 
of   Parliament,    £77,OCK»  ;    small    stores, 
£5H,000,  and  Stationery  Oftice  publiea- 
lion»,  £2o,tX)0  ;  so  that  £592,000  were 
spent,  or  were  supposed  to  he  spent,  in 
Lundotj  alone  ?     What  happeoed  under 
this  system  ?     The  contracts*  were  signed 


for  a  long  term  of  years,  and  the  conditions 
would  not  permit  of  one  firm  doing  all  the 
work,  though  it  would  be  of  advantage 
to  the  oIHcials,  be  was  told,  if  it 
con  hi  be  done  by  one  tirm*  Con- 
tracts were  made  for  five  and  ten 
years,  the  tresult  of  which  was  that  fwipor 
being  reduced  in  price  considerably 
every  yeiir — the  price  of  piiper  to-day  a8 
compared  with  10  years  ago  being  7 o  per 
cent,  cheaper,  generally  speaking — hirge 
protits  wont  to  the  contractors  on  the  paper 
tbat  they  supplied,  small  though  it  was  | 
whereas  if  the  work  were  done  by  the 
Government  the  markets  could  beutih'scd 
and  the  prlcting  could  be  done  much 
cheaper  than  it  was  <lone  at  present* 
As  apart  from  paper  being  reduced  in 
price,  nearly  all  the  other  accessory 
materia  Is  were  reduced  as  well.  The 
salaries,  wages,  and  allowances  of 
the  StJitionery  Department  amounted 
this  year  to  £26,730,  being  an  in* 
crease  of  £580  on  last  year.  They 
paid,  independently  of  that,  £3,oCK) 
for  horses,  carts,  aiid  carriages  employeit 
in  carrying  this  contract  printing  about. 
They  contracteii  for  books  in  this  way  : 
suppose  100  Reports  of  a  certain  character 
were  wanted  in  January,  that  number  wag 
[irinted  by  the  contractor  at  a  high  price  ; 
in  the  course  of  tlie  year  more  copies  were 
required,  and  perhaps  an  order  for  3,0(K) 
copies  was  given,  for  ail  of  which  they  paid 
at  the  original  price  per  100,  wheryas 
every  practical  priuler  knew  that  the 
price  of  the  100  copies  ordered  in 
Jatmary  was  from  10  to  To  per  cent, 
higher  than  if  3,000  copies  were 
taken  rigiit  off.  That  wivs  typical  of 
other  instances.  Then  look  at  the 
salaries  paid  in  the  Stationery  Depart- 
ment. The  Controller  was  not  a  practical 
printer;  he  was,  he  believed,  a  geullemau 
who  left  the  Bar,  or  rather  the  Bar  left 
him  ;  and  he  got  £l,2m),  and  £300  in  lieu 
of  a  residence  surrendered.  The  Assistant 
Controller  got  £600  ;  and  be  found  that 
for  the  superintendence  of  the  Govern- 
ment printing  1  »>  persons  took  between 
them  £7,679.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
Eyre  &  Spottiswoode,  Harrison,  Vac  her, 
or  any  of  the  other  great  printing  firms, 
did  not  pay  for  the  practical  superiu- 
tendeuce  and  manufacture  of  the  millton^s 
worth  of  work  they  turned  out  every 
year  the  average  salary  that  these 
men  divided  up  between  them  simply 
for  examintitiou  alone,  Uemembcr, 
also,  that  the  bulk  of  the  men  were  not 
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practical  printers,  and  tlmt  tlie  knowledge 
thoy  possessed  wii8  luerely  theoreticaL 
To  tbe  profefisional  st^ff  £2,840  was  paid. 
So  tbat  there  were  for  purposes  of  super- 
viaiou  59  peraoiis  to  look  after  the 
contractor,  coQsiderably  in  excess  of 
what  would  be  required  if  without  the 
contractor  the  work  was  done  by  Go- 
vorijineut  diret-t*  Pa.*»t*iug  from  the  ex* 
iraordinary  amniint  of  money  paid  for 
supervifting  the  contractor  to  the  con- 
tractor's work,  he  wottid  take  tirj^t  the 
Postmaster  GenernTs  Department.  He 
frequently  saw  Postmasters  in  ditiferent 
places,  and  had  asked  them  about  their 
printing  and  stationery.  That,  he  found, 
was  very  unsatisfactory.  The  general 
complaint  of  Postmasters  throughout  the 
country  was  that  the  Fosf  Office  Guides 
were  not  got  up  as  they  i^hould  be.  The 
Gtiifh  was  very  badly  got  up  indeed,  and, 
so  to  speak,  it  was  difficult  to  see  tbe 
paper  for  the  ink  on  it.  Taking  as 
a  specimen  the  one  issued  by  this 
particular  Department  in  July,  1894, 
|f  it  were  to  be  put  into  the  hands 
of  auy  practical  printer,  ho  would 
s?ay  at  once  that  it  was  a  piet*e 
of  work  for  which  from  its  appear- 
ance good  wages  could  not  have 
been  paid,  and  tbat  it  must  have  been 
produced  under  conditions  which  allowed 
of  the  work  bc*ing  scamped.  Next 
came  the  lie  port  si  issued  by  the  Army 
Mvdical  Dt?[>artmcnt.  PI  ere,  again,  was 
a  book  produced  ftvr  the  Governmentundcr 
the  contract  system,  and  he  would  ask 
anybody  to  compare  the  Army  Medical 
Department  Report  for  1892  with  any 
of  the  documents  produced  by  the  United 
States  Government  in  their  own  Govern- 
ment Priutery  with  direct  employment  ot 
labou reemploying  their  own  men.  As 
bo  believed  that  this  was  tbe  only  branch 
of  the  Unites!  States  admioistration  tbat 
be  ever  praised  in  his  life,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  take  it  on  this  occasion 
for  what  it  was  worth.  He  had,  next,  one 
of  the  United  States  Departmental  Re* 
ports  ;  it  was  an  admirable  work,  well  gat 
up,  and  any  one  would  admit  at  once  that 
there  was  no  comparison  between  the 
character  of  the  printing  produced  at  the 
BurcAU  of  Lafiour  at  Washington  and 
the  heap  of  Blue  Books  issued  from  Her 
Majesty -s  StationtTv  Office,  Xext,  he 
would  go  to  the  Slines  and  Minerals 
Statistical  Report  for  1893.  It  had  just 
come  to  blind,  and  he  said  again  if  any 
practical   printer  looked  at    thai    Report, 

Mr^  John  liifrm 


either   as  to  the   quality   of  tbe   paper, 
printing,      make-up,     and,      be     might 
say      generally,     tbe      industrial       and 
mecbauical    character    of    the    Report, 
it    was    not     to    be    compared    for     a 
moment    with    similar    work    produced 
elsewhere — for   instance,  in  New  South 
Wales.  Here  in  this  country,  where  fbey 
produced  vast  quantities  of  minerals  by 
millions  of  tons  aimually,  we  sent  out  a 
Report  issued  by  the  Government  which, 
as   compared  with   the   Report  prodnced 
even  under  the  contract  system    in  New 
South  Wales,  was  a  positive  disgrace;  and 
beyond    question    no   comparison  what- 
ever   could   be   instituted    l>otween    the 
two  books,   and    the  superiority  of  tbe 
New    South    Wales    Report    over   tbat 
which   was    produced    for   tbe    English 
Government    was    indisputable*     Going 
A     little     further — to    New     Zealaad — 
it      was      tlie    same     thing  ;      and      it 
was     just     the     same    throughout    tbe 
Colonies  and  in  other  countries.    He  had 
got  at  home^ — be  was  not  able   to  bring 
them  all  down  to  the  House — gomethitig 
like  30  or   40  official  Reports  and  Blue 
Bookjs  isi«ue<l   by    various    Governments 
throughout  the  world  ;  and  whether  they 
came    from    New    South    Wales,    New 
Zealand,    France,     Germany,     Austria, 
Italy,    or    the    Bureau    of     Labour    in 
America,  wherever   the  documents  were 
prirjted  directly  by  tbe   Government  in 
theirown  Priutery  there  was  nocompansoD 
ns  to  the  quality  of  paper,  type,  make-up« 
and  general  appearance  and  character  cif 
tbe    work.      He    earnestly    appealed    to 
tbe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
face  of  all  this,  he  would  not  allow  this 
Committee  to  widen  the  scope  of  its  Re- 
ference— whether  it  should  not  bo  made  a 
littto  more  exhaustiTe,  ao  tbat  the  House 
might  see  whether  by  an  investigation  into 
these  matters  they  could  not  see  their  way 
to  adopt  some  other  system  whereby  per* 
\iaps  more    money    would    be    spent    on 
tbe    production,    tn    a    better    form,    of 
really  valuable    Reports,    while    at  the 
same    time    effectiag     a     great    saving 
in   almost    useless   and    badly-produced 
works.     It  was  not  merely  Trades  Ubioo 
rates  of  wages  tbat  he  asked  for,  but  th© 
adoption  of  a  better  means  than  this  tender- 
and*coutract    system,    and    so     getting 
better  work  done.     That  was  what  they, 
on  Itehalf  of  the  actual   workers,  asked 
of  Her  Mftjesty^s  Government  ;  they  asketl 
it  BO  that   working   overtime    might   be 
abolished  ;  and  the  work  to  be  done  woidd 
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tbeii  be  spread  oyer  a  larger  u umber,  auiI 
done  under  better  conditions.  Tliat  was 
rery  necessary  in  the  printing  trade,  Tbere 
was  not  a  trade  in  X^ondon  where  the 
pbvsical  conditions  were  worse  than 
among  tho  compositors,  printers,  niaehine- 
minders^  and  printeri**  devils*  PrititiDg 
w&a  done  in  London  for  the  Govern- 
ment, under  conditions  of  gas-htden 
atmospheres,  nulieidthy  surrouudingi^, 
lUBunitary  eonditiaiii^,  and  long  hours 
which  the  Government  ought  not  to  allow. 
Yea,  more,  if  good  workijhop^  could  bo 
innud  for  war  material  at  Woolwit!h, 
laodei  workrooms  should  be  found  under 
Government  for  its  own  printing.  There- 
fore, from  every  consideration  alike  of  eco- 
nomy, health  of  employes^  and  greater 
eflicieijcy  in  the  printing  done  for  these 
Departments,  he  trusted  the  Government 
wouhl  do  something  to  accede  to  bis  rc- 
queBt,  He  came  now  to  the  last  point 
which  he  had  to  mention,  and  that  was  In 
connection  with  the  Committee  work. 
What  did  they  ^x\^  tbere  ?  Tliey  found  the 
eame  system  of  contract  with  regnrd  to 
tht»  shorthand-writing,  which  was  Bub-let 
and  farmed  out  in  a  most  extraordinary 
mauoer*  Let  him  give  ati  instance.  Sup- 
posing they  weresittincr  on  a  Private  Bill 
Committee  upstairs  on  any  particular  da  v. 
What  liappened  ?  Not  a  single  word 
or  tine  of  the  evidence  taken 
tiefore  that  Private  Bill  Committee 
had  reached  the  bands  of  the  com- 
pottitora  and  printers  until  7  or  H, 
»nd  more  frequently  9,  o'clock  at 
night.  Now  that  ought  not  to  be  the  case. 
The  printing  for  that  House  ought  to  be 
done  under  diiTerent  cireiimstances,so  thai 
the  notes  taken  by  the  shorthand  writers 
could  l^e  sent  away  to  the  printers 
ae  was  done  on  all  newspapers.  The  notes 
should  be  sent  oflT  eurly  enough  for  proofs 
to  be  produced,  so  that  tfie  Committee 
clerks  upstairs,  m\d  others,  might  have 
an  opj>ortunity  of  seeing  them  before  9  or 
10  o'clock  at  night.  What  did  the  news- 
papers do  ?  If  tiiere  was  any  parricnlai' 
iucident  or  occurrence  in  that  House 
as  bite  as  1  o^elock  in  the  morning  all 
Fleet  Street  was  appriscil  of  it  two  bour^^ 
afterwards.  If  that  could  be  done  by  the 
newspapers,  surely  the  printitig  of  their 
Private  Bill  Committee  work  ought  not 
to  wait  seven  or  eight  hours — until  8  or 
9  fi*clock  at  tnght  ;  but  the  printers  and 
com {>osi tors  should  be  able  to  get  the 
work  earlier,  and  instead  of  having  to  work 
Uj rough  the  night  and  walk  home  they 


should  be  able  to  catch  the  last  trams 
and  get  away  to  then  homes.  The 
exbteuce  of  the  present  condition  of 
things  was  entirely  due  to  our  scan- 
dalous system  of  farming  otit  the  shorts 
hand  work.  The  short Inind  writers  np- 
stnirs  were  f»nppoi^cil  to  be  the  ser- 
vants of  a  firm  which  had  the  practical 
monopoly  of  this  particular  work,  for 
which  tliey  were  paid  at  a  nite  which 
ftmuiintcd  to  208,  per  7'imcs  cobmui; 
Any  one  of  those  shorthand  writers  only 
got  lis.  3d»  as  a  maximum  price  per 
column  if  be  wrote  out;  his  notes  himself. 
He  never  could  get  more  than  lis.  3d. 
If  ho  dictated  the  notes  he  only  got  I  Oh, 
per  column.  What  did  that  mean  ? 
The  man  who  got  the  contract  ami  farmeil 
it  out  again  got  a  so\ereign  for  the 
lis,  t^d.  which  he  palil  to  die  actual 
shorthand  writer.  The  ci>niractor'5 answer 
to  that  before  the  Commit  too  was — be  had 
the  evidence  in  his  harul — that  he  pai<l 
6s.  3d.  nn^re  out  of  the  sovereign  for  ex- 
penses ;  but  it  was  the  opini<m  of  everyone 
engaged  in  that  business  that  that  6s.  3d* 
should  be  knocked  down  to  2 a,  or  2s,  6<l, 
Then  the  to  was  an  attendance  fee 
paid,  aud  for  simply  saying  that  bo 
was  the  employer  of  the  shorthand 
writer  the  contractor  got  50  per  cent, 
of  the  attendance  fee  —  the  servant 
of  the  man  who  liad  the  monopoly  getting 
an  attendance  fee  only  of  10s.  (id,  per 
day  for  bis  work  upstairs.  That  was  the 
kind  of  faraiing  which  wenton,  and  which 
this  Houso  ought  to  stop.  They  gave  a 
luouopoly  to  Mr.  (^urney,  who,  as  con- 
tractor*  inade  50  per  cent,  out  of  what 
the  shorthand  writer  earned  ;  and  even  if 
it  were  admitted  that  he  was  entitled  to 
reckon  2s.  tid.  for  expenses,  there  was  a 
clear  ca»e  of  6s.  profit  out  of  every 
sovereign  which  he  was  paid  bj 
the  Government.  That  was  indepen- 
dent of  the  10s,  6d.  ho  took  for  attend- 
ance. A  better  system  should  be  iutro* 
duced  by  the  Treasury.  They  ought 
to  have  a  stafl'  of  sbortimnd  writers 
of  their  own  working  upon  a 
rota,  and  those  men  should  be  paid  the 
customary,  or  what  might  be  called  the 
Trades  Union,  rate  of  wages.  They  shoidd 
he  paid  for  the  work  they  actually  did, 
instead  of  getting  only  half  the  money 
paid  for  it  ;  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  not  allow  one  man  to  have  a 
motjopoly  of  this  or  any  other  work 
under  such  conditions.  That  was  ono 
of    the    bad    eifects    of      the     contract 
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system  of  doing  the  Governmeut 
work.  He  appealed,  therefore,  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  widen  the  scope  of 
inqniry  hy  the  Committee  and  to  give 
them  the  opportunity  of  going  into  the 
whole  matter.  Of  course,  he  did  not  expect 
a  promise  from  the  Government,  through 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  that 
any  great  change  would  he  made  at 
once,  because  this  was  no  doubt  a  very  im- 
portant question  indeed.  It  involved 
an  expenditure  altogether  of  nearly 
£1,000,000  sterling,  and  the  Cabinet 
would  have  to  consider  it.  This  would  have 
to  be  made  a  Governmeut  question  before 
they  could  resolve  on  a  new  departure 
and  say  whether  in  shorthand  writing,  in 
printing,  or  in  supplying  stationery  they 
would  not  have  their  work  done  absolutely 
by  Government  servants  under  the  best 
conditions,  in  the  interest  of  good  work 
and  efficient  economy. 
•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Sir,  I  think 
we  are  all  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
his  able  contribution  in  this  matter.  I 
am  sure  everyone  will  admit  the  great 
amount  of  experience  and  practical  know- 
ledge he  has  brought  to  bear  upon  this 
question.  He  has  afforded  us  a  great 
deal  of  information  in  the  different 
departments  of  work  he  has  dealt  with. 
With  respect  to  the  most  important 
point,  that  of  the  Governmeut  under- 
taking its  own  printing,  that  is,  of  course, 
a  serious  matter,  and  I  am  glad  to  hear 
from  the  hon.  Member  that  he  recognises 
it  is  really  a  very  important  depar- 
ture. It  is,  I  think,  a  question  very 
well  worth  consideration,  and  deserving 
of  every  attention  both  by  the  Treasury 
and  by  the  Cabinet  itself,  as  to  whether 
any  change  should  be  made.  I  hope,  if 
on  consideration  they  should  be  willing 
that  this  important  general  question 
should  be  referred  to  the  same  Committee, 
to  be  inquired  into  with  the  question  of 
printing,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
a  Member  of  that  Committee,  and  that  he 
will  help  to  bring  forward  the  question 
and  have  it  thoroughly  threshed  out  in 
every  way.  All  the  other  points  he  has 
mentioned  are  also,  I  think,  well  worthy 
of  considerstion.  As  to  the  cost  of  print- 
ing Blue  Books,  I  admit  that  it  is  very 
great.  We  waste  a  lot  of  money  every 
year  on  Blue  Books  ;  for,  while  some  are 
unquestionably  of  great  value,  others  are 
almost  worthless  ;  and  I  think  with  a 
little  more  care  we  might  arrange  to  have 
fewer  Blue  Books  issued,  and  so  be  able 

Mr,  John  Burns 


to  spend  more  upon  those  which  are  pro- 
duced. That  would  be  to  the  advantage 
of  the  public  in  every  way.  England,  I 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member, 
ought  not  to  be  behind  other  countriee, 
and  even  our  own  colonies,  in  this  matter. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  Boports  of 
Committees,  I  think  they  should  be 
brought  up  earlier,  and  that  as  far  as 
possible  the  night  work  now  necessitated 
should  be  avoided  by  employing  a  larger 
staff  in  issuing  the  Reports.  In  that  waj 
the  night  work  might  bo  to  a  great  ex^ 
tent  avoided.  All  those  are  points  which 
are  well  worth  consideration,  and  I  would 
go  as  far  as  to  say  that  the  employment 
of  men  in  the  way  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  should  be  made  a  point  of  refer- 
ence  to  the  Committee.  I  think  there  is 
a  great  deal  to  be  done  in  the  direction 
of  such  an  inquiry  ;  and  if  the  Committee 
has  upon  it  gentlemen  who  understand 
these  different  branches  of  business,  I 
believe  we  shall  be  able  to  go  some  way 
towards  doing  a  great  work  for  the 
benefit  of  those  concerned,  while  at  the 
same  time  economising  the  funds  of  the 
State.  With  regard  to  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  as  to 
sub-letting  contracts,  we  cannot,  I  am 
afraid,  interfere,  as  to  the  sub-letting  of 
any  part  of  the  work  in  any  way,  with 
the  holders  of  existing  contracts. 
The  hon.  Member  will,  I  think, 
fully  admit  that.  No  doubt  a  great 
deal  has  been  said  on  the  subject. 
It  is  frequently  urged  that  the  plan  of 
sub-letting  is  very  objectionable,  and 
that  we  ought  to  give  facilities  for  the 
recommendations  that  have  been  made  on 
the  subject  to  be  carried  out.  I  can  only 
say,  in  respect  to  the  scale  of  prices  for 
work  done  under  our  contracts,  that  during 
the  time  I  am  in  Office  I  will  take  care 
that  every  consideration  shall  be  given 
to  what  has  been  said  by  hon.  Members 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  asked  whether  public  tenders  were 
invited  for  stationery,  and,  if  so,  what 
were  the  means  employeil  to  give 
publicity  ?  No  reference  was  made  in 
the  Votes  to  quill  pens,  of  which  thou- 
sands were  supplied  to  the  Government 
Departments.  When  once  they  had  been 
dipped  in  ink  they  never,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  made  a  second  appearance,  and 
he  should  like  to  know  what  became  of 
them  after  they  had  been  once  used  ? 
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Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  stated  that  the 
teDders  for  stationery  used  in  the  Govern- 
ment Departments  were  invited  publicly 
from  all  the  iirms  which  were  on  the 
Stationery  Office  list.  There  were  several 
hundreds  of  these  firms,  and  they  each  re- 
ceived an  invitation.  Any  firm  desiring 
to  be  placed  on  the  list  sent  in  an  appli- 
cation for  that  purpose.  The  quills, 
after  being  discarded,  were  generally  re- 
made and  used  elsewhere  ;  they  were  not 
wasted  in  the  way  suggested. 

Mb.  CREMER  asked  whether  the 
used  pens  were  sold  and  then  re-purchased 
again  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  they  were 
all  utilised.  They  were  not  sold  and 
purchased  again  by  the  Departments. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked  whether,  in 
the  contract  for  paper,  there  was  any 
coQclition  that  the  paper  should  be 
manufactured  in  this  country  ? 
•Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  there  was 
not,  but  about  three-fourtlis  of  the 
paper  was  manufactured  in  this  country. 
It  was  not  bought,  in  any  case,  from 
foreign  firms. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

8.  £11,743,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues, 
&c..  Office. 

Mb.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
&c.)  desired  to  call  attention  to  the 
stripping  of  the  Welsh  hills  of 
timber  by  the  Office  of  Woods 
and  Forests  for  State  purposes.  He 
urged  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  some  portion  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Department  should  be  devoted  to  new 
plantations.  He  further  suggested  that 
a  Departmental  Committee  should  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  practic- 
ability of  the  re-atiforestatiou  of  the  Welsh 
hills,  and  also  as  to  the  best  methods  of 
carrying  out  that  object.  He  also  asked 
for  information  as  to  the  conditions  under 
which  mining  and  sporting  rights  were 
granted  in  Wales.  No  information  was 
given  as  to  steps  taken  for  the  protection 
of  the  rights  of  the  public  in  their  own 
property.  Hun  Ireds  of  thousands  sterling 
had  been  expended  on  public  property  in 
Wales  without  any  information  being 
given  to  the  public.  Another  point  was 
that  the  Woods  and  Forests  Com- 
missioners should  not  be  allowed  to 
alienate  public  property.  One  or  two 
circumstances  had  occurred  of  what  ap- 
peared to  be  gross  acts  of  jobbery,  one 
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being  in  reference  to  a  very  interesting 
old  historical  ruin.  The  Woods  and 
Forests  Commissioners  had  actually  sold 
that  ruin  and  the  rock  on  which  it  stood 
at  Ormsby  Gore  for  £175.  That  was 
really  an  outrage  upon  the  public.  He 
was  simply  citing  that  case  in  illustra- 
tion. The  evidence  was  given  in 
January  last,  but  no  information  what- 
ever was  given  even  to  the  Local  Autho- 
rities. Though  an  action  had  been  com- 
menced nothing  had  been  done  since  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.ED  WARDS  (Radnorshire)  stated, 
that  Continental  countries  were  spending 
millions  a  year  in  re-afforesting,  and 
England,  being  the  greatest  consumer  of 
timber  in  Europe,  ought  to  follow  that 
excellent  example.  Some  of  the  best 
timber  used  in  the  Welsh  collieries  came 
from  France,  and  there  was  no  reason 
why  as  good  timber  should  not  be  sup- 
plied of  native  growth.  In  regard  to  the 
letting  of  sporting  rights,  the  Woo<ls  and 
Forests  Commissioners  should  take  the 
same  care  of  public  property  as  would  be 
taken  if  it  were  in  private  hands,  and 
the  best  possible  price  should  bo  obtained 
by  the  local  agents  on  behalf  of  the 
Department. 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWI  S  said,  that  the 
rights  of  the  public  hod  been  enormously 
diminished,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  take  care  that  the  process 
should  not  go  on.  Steps  should  also  be 
taken  for  re-afforestation,  because  in  the 
past  Wales  had  for  national  purposes 
been  denuded  of  its  great  forests.  Since 
1851  the  Commissioners  had  sold  their 
ancient  charges  to  the  amount  of 
£151,000,  and  they  had  •nly  invested  out 
of  that  a  little  over  £41,000,  so  that 
there  was  a  balance  due  to  Wales  of 
£110,000  uninvested.  Without  going 
further  into  the  large  body  of  evidence, 
which  could  easily  be  brought  forward, 
he  trusted  that  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
would  grant  an  inquiry  into  the  matter, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  waste  at  present 
going  on. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  must 
congratulate  his  hon.  Friends  upon  their 
having  a  sympathetic  Commissioner  of 
Woods  who  was  responsible  for  the 
management  of  property  in  Wales,  and 
he  was  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  he  had 
from  him  a  Report  on  this  matter  of 
planting  in  Wales,  which  was  under  con- 
sideration at  the  present  time.  The 
Commissioner  proposed  to  make  a  per- 
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soual  visit  to  Wales  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertainiDg  by  actual   inspection  in  the 
several    localities    how   far    they   were 
suitable  for   this  purpose,  and  whether 
the     circumstances    of  soil,   and   situa- 
tion,   and    so    forth,   offered    a  reason- 
able prospect  of  return  on  the  expendi- 
ture.    The  question  had  advanced  so  far, 
and    as    the    proceedings   involved    the 
expenditure  of  money,  they  would  have 
to   bring  the  proposal  before  the  Trea- 
sury,   and  it   would   have    to  be    con- 
sidered by  them.     Ue  had  suggested  that 
Mr.  Stafford  Howard  should  undertake 
this  work  ;    that   he  should   himself  be 
responsible  for  the  work,  that  he  should 
go  down  to  Wale^,  visit  various  portions 
of    it,    should    hold    open   inquiries    at 
certain  places  in  different  parts  of  Wales, 
giving  full  notice  of  his  visit,  and  should 
then  ascertain  how  far  the  feelings  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district  were  in  favour 
of  the  scheme.      He  thought  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  to  be  congratulated  on  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Stafford  Howard  had  taken  up 
the  question,  and  he  had  no   doubt   he 
would  be  able  to  work  it  out  to  some- 
thing effective,  so  as  to  carry  out  the 
wishes   of  the   hon.   Members   who  had 
spoken  on  the  subject.     He  believed  the 
hon.  Member   for  Carnarvon  Boroughs 
referred     to    the    question    of    Farren's 
Quarry,    and    he    was    glad  to    be    able 
to    inform     him   that    that    quarry    was 
in    a   better   position.      It    was     let  for 
20  years     from    the    oth     of    January, 
1890,    and   the    lease  expired    in    1910. 
There   was    a    certain    rent    of    £50    a 
year  payable  to  the   Crown.     That  rent 
was  regularly   paid,   so   of  course  there 
was  no  chance  of  taking  possession  of 
the    quarry   so  as    to  oust   this    tenant. 
The  royalties  were   id.,  3(1.,  and  6d.  per 
ton  on  the  respective  kinds  of  stone  got 
from  the  quarry.     This  lease,  it  seemed, 
required  two  men   to  be  kept  at  work, 
and  at  the  date  of  the   latest  Report   by 
the  Crown  Mine  Agent  seven  men  were 
at  work.     He  did  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  MenilKjr  was  aware  of  the  fact,  but 
he  V)elieved  the  le.**sees  were   in  negotia- 
tion witii   the  Commissioners   of   VVoods 
and  Forests  for  the  site  of  a  pier  to  be 
used  in  connection  with  the  work  of  the 
quarry.     If  that  were  so,  it  looked  as  if 
they     were     intending     to      work      the 
quarry  in  a  much    better  way   than    they 
had  hitherto.     Of  course,  the  Crown  had 
other    qtiarries     in     the     neigh!K)urhood 
which  they  would  be  glad  to  let  to  other 
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tenants.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  appointment  of  landowners  as 
stewards,  which  was  raised  by  cue  of  bis 
hon.  Friends,  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
inquire  of  and  confer  with  the  Com- 
missioner upon  the  subject.  He  rather 
agreed  with  much  that  his  hon.  Friend 
stated  upon  the  matter,  that  it  was  not 
quite  a  desirable  kind  of  appointment 
to  make  to  this  kind  of  work.  In  respect 
to  the  alienation  of  property  in  Wales, 
he  did  not  think  the  Commissioner 
would  have  any  desire  to  do  that  unless 
they  had  had  good  offers  for  the  pro- 
perty. But  he  would  confer  with  the 
Commissioner  as  to  whether  any  notice 
should  be  given  of  any  intention  to 
alienate  property.  Then  there  was  the 
question  of  sporting  leases.  He  had 
asked  for  a  Report  upon  that  matter, 
and  he  was  told  that  in  the  last  six  years 
there  had  been  15  cases  of  sporting 
leases.  There  had  been  a  renewal  of 
old  leases,  but  no  lease  was  renewed 
without  an  independent  and  fresh  valua- 
tion. They  had  relet  seven  of  the  old  leasee, 
but  it  was  upon  a  new  valuation.  In  the 
case  of  the  other  eight,  those  were  ad- 
vertised, but  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
the  plan  of  advertising  -  them  did  not 
seem  to  be  very  successful.  For  some  of 
these  eight  no  tenders  were  received  at 
all  in  answer  to  the  advertisements,  and 
for  others  there  was  only  one  answer,  so 
that  in  no  case  was  there  any  competi- 
tion. What  the  Commissioner  was  asked 
to  do  was  to  make  as  good  an  arrange- 
ment as  he  could  for  sporting  rights.  He 
could  assure  his  hon.  Friends  that  they 
had  a  sympathetic  Commissioner,  and  he 
trusted  they  would  make  use  of  him 
whenever  he  went  down  to  any  place  for 
the  pur|)ose  of  making  inquiries,  and  that 
they  would  confer  with  him  on  the 
various  subjects  that  came  within  his 
province. 

Mu.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  that  on 
the  forestry  c|uestion  he  was  so  tho- 
roughly satisfied  with  the  answer  he  had 
receiveil  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  did  not  propose  to  pursue 
the  matter  any  further.  So  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  he  did  not  re- 
quire a  Departmental  Committee,  so  long 
as  it  was  understood  that  the  Com- 
missioner would  take  the  matter  up,  and 
have  open  inquiries  in  different  places. 
With  regard  to  the  quarry,  he  did  not 
attach  any  olame  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  what  had  been  done.      It 
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#a«  n  UDioniut  job.    Hennderfltood  from  f  Later  oo 

til©  statement  of  the  right  iion.  Gentle- 

rotiu  thftt  there   Wad   a   pier  \rhi«b  the 

tetiiint   proposed   to  erect  there  for  the 

purpose  of  developing  the  quarry,  litad  he 

Jioped   the   Secretary   to   the    Treasury 

would   see  that   tho  Commissiotiers  im- 

posed  terms  upon  him  in  regard  to  this 

pier  to  carry  it  down  to  the  water't?  edge* 

He  nhouhl  like  to  know,  with  regard  to 

this  old  cafltle  there    wa«   in  Criceietli, 

whether  there  was  any  elanne  in  the  deed 

to  preserve  the  public  rights,  and»  if  there 

wae,  whether  any  steps  were  taken  by  the 

Coin  miss  toners  to  protect  those  rights  ? 

M».  HEEBEBT  LEWIS  said,  there 
was  just  one  point  to  which  ^he  right 
hou.  Gentleman  had  not  aUuded  in  hia 
reply,  and  it  was  one  of  very  great  im* 
portauce  to  VVules*  Crown  property  to 
the  value  of  over  £150,000  had  been  sold 
in  Wul^s,  and  tho  investments  only 
amounted  to  about  £^1^000,  and  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
if  he  would  bear  that  fact  in  mind  in 
deallug  with  Wales,  seeing  that  Wales 
had  sustained  a  lose  of  about  £110,000 
by  the  transaction.  He  begged  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  most  heartUy 
for  his  reply  generally, 

Mr.  EDWARD8  said,  that  while 
thanking  the  right  hop.  Gentleman  for 
the  reply  which  he  bad  given  him  with 
regard  to  the  le&sing  of  sporting  rights, 
he  should  like  to  aak  him.  to  look  into 
the  matter  carefully^  becaitia  be  found  in 
ooe  mm  that  during  the  last  20  year^ 
the  lease  had  been  renewed  to  the  s&mo 
per^n.  It  wi^  clear  ttiat  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Woods  and  Forests  Com- 
missioners was  that  the  base^  should  l*e 
apen  to  competition. 

•Mk.  WEJli  said,  he  desire<l  to  move 
^he  Motion  which  stood  in  his  name* 
This  was  that  the  Vote  should  be  reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £.50,  and  he  did  this  with 
the  object  of  getting  some  information 
from  the  right  hon,  GentJeraan  regarding 
the  granting  of  licences  for  aalmou- 
fishing  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland. 
Ou  |he  28  th  of  March  of  last  year  he 
made  an  effort  to  get  some  information  on 
the  subject.     He  was  then  informed — 

"  Much  diM'wtiAfftctionexist^a  amount  the  fiflh- 
enii'       Nil     ■  i-t-*  of  Scotland  on  thii 

sol'  '  nt  have  it  in  contem- 

|dfttnMi  .1  licences  being ^mn ted  to 

fl«h  for  111  other  fish  of  the  salmon' 

kind,  nx  [  und  the  coasts  of  Scotland, 

where  the  right  uf  salmon   fishing  \\a&  not  been 
already  grante^l  to  private  indiyiduala/' 

VOL,  XX\arT.  [Founin  sehies.] 


lie  apked  the  Secretarjr  fbr 
Scotlahd  another  questton  pn  the  same 
snbjfe'ct,  and  the  right  hdn.  G^^ntletnau 
then  said^ 

'*  H^  vi^aM  ^lad  to  my  t'hat  thtn^.  ^  j  '-it 

nmv    in    the    Office    of    Wor)c»— a  * 

ft|>irit  he  mi^t  call  It — and  since  Mi.  -  i  -l 
Howartt  hatt  )>ceii  at  work  he  had  sUuhi)  k 
desire  to  a«loijt  a  (>t>licy  which  would  be 
pleaaiug  t^  the  House  of  Gonanions." 

Ho  was  very  much  gratified  when  he 
obtained  ihat  information  froth  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  but  he  wanted 
to  kuow  what  progress  was  being  made. 
It  was  not  enough  to  say  that  efforts 
were  being  made.  It  was  time,  since 
March  1893,  that  Bomethtug  positive 
should  be  done.  An  advertisement  was 
an  excellent  mode  of  intimating  these 
facts,  but  it  was  no  use  advertising 
in  The  Times  or  in  any  other  pajer 
which  did  not  come  within  the  reach  of 
the  people  who  were  iuterestetl  in  tht^.J 
matter.  He  would  suggest  to  tho  right ' 
hon.  Gentleman  that  notices  should  be 
sent  round  to  the  post  offices,  and 
possibly  to  the  schools.  If  the  notices 
were  sent  to  Highland  s*jhools^  there 
would  then  be  a  better  opportunity  of 
tho  parents  of  the  children  attending 
those  Schools  getting  information  as  to 
the  prospect  of  securing  licences  for 
catching  salmon,  or  fish  of  th^  salmon 
kind.  He  hoped  the  right  hon, 
Geutlemati  would  give  them  such 
information  as  would  encuurago 
him  to  withdraw  the  Moiion  he  had  put 
down,  because  he  had  no  desire  (o  detain 
the  Committee  one  moment  longer  than 
was  necessary.  But  this  was  a  matter  of 
^'"ital  importance  to  people  in  his  consti- 
tuency. Prosecutions  were  taking  place 
every  day,  and  persons  were  sent  to 
prison  because  wbeti  they  were  fishing 
for  other  kinds  of  fish  a  salmon  or  fish 
of  th^  salmon  kind  cume  into  the  fisher- 
man'si  net.  He  hoped  they  would  have 
licences  freely  issued  ov6r  the  Highlands 
of  Scotland,  and  indeed  alt  round  the 
coasts  of  Scotlauil,  wherp  the  law  was  so 
bad  that  it  wii^  a  penal  otfetice  to  tnke  a 
salmon  out  of  the^ea/ 

•8iik  J.  T,  HIBBERT  said*  that  in 
reply  to  his  hon.  Friend,  who  thought 
nothing  had  been  done  in  this  matter,  bo 
had  to  tell  him  that  agfcat  step  had  been 
taken,  and  he  must  live  in  hopes  of  more 
being  done  hereafter.  Very  few  of  the 
leases  from  Crown  salmon-fishings  had 
fallen  in  recently,  but  the  great  bulk  of 
them  would  fall  in  in  November,  1894, 

3  T 
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Of  those  Ucepcas  for  salmoQ-fishiog  that 
had  expired  29  were  in  Argyllehire,  8  m 
Ajr^  8  in  Inveroesdy  and  5  iu  Rose. 
AdTGrtisemeota  were  inserted  iti  the 
newspapers  iu  Scotland,  in  the  way 
most  likely  to  come  under  the  notice  of 
the  people  most  interested,  iii?iting 
applications  for  licences,  hut  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  results  in  the 
way  of  applications  were  not  very  satis- 
factory. Printed  lists  of  the  fishings 
bad  also  been  widely  circulated.  Many 
inquiriea  were  made,  but  only  two  appli- 
cations had  been  received  for  all  these 
licences,  and  of  these  one  had  been 
granted,  and  the  other  was  ready  fer 
delivery  on  payment  of  the  fee.  That 
was  one  step.  He  had  also  to  inform  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Commissioner,  Mr, 
Stafford  Howard,  had  himself  been  to 
Scotland,  and  hatl  visited  most  of  the 
fishings  where  the  leases  would  fall  in  in 
November,  He  had  had  meetings  with 
the  fishermen  and  other  inhabitants  in  the 
villages,  and  had  discussed  with  them  the 
terms  on  which  the  licences  for  these 
fishmgs  should  be  granted.  The  Com- 
missioner was  now  preparing  a  scheme 
for  granting  these  licences  at  certain 
places,  and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  give  them  some  credit  for  action  in 
this  matter. 

Mr,  weir  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  the  Committee  the 
number  of  fishings  which  will  expire  In 
November,  1894? 

Sir  J,  T.  HIBBER T  :  No,  I  have 
not  got  that  information. 

•Mr.  weir  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  considered  the  desir- 
ability of  adopting  any  other  plan  than 
advertising*  He  had  had  to  admit  that 
advertising  in  newspapers  had  not  been 
a  success  in  Wales  nor  in  the  northern 
parts  of  Scotland,  and  he  begged  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentlcroan  whether  he 
would  consider  the  desirability  of  testing 
another  plan — that  of  putting  notices 
into  the  post  offices  and  schoolhouses  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  him  to  supply  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  all  the  information 
he  wanted*  He  had  given  him  all  he 
possessed . 

Mr.  WEIR  :  If  I  put  a  question  on 
the  Paper,  and  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  due  notice,  will  he  be  able  to 
furnish  me  with  the  information  ? 

Sir  J.  1\  HIBBERT  :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman    will   %vrite    me  a    note,    it 

Sir  J,  T.  Hihbert 


will  be  much  more  effective  than  patting 
a  question,  ^  , 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  i 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  able  to  say 
whether  these  licences  are  granted  for  a 
long  number  of  years  ?  I  want  to  knour 
whether  the  effect  of  them  is  to  tie  up 
the  property  for  a  long  number  of  veare  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  They  are 
granted  for  a  short  term  of  years, 

Vote  agreed  to. 

9.  £25(,566,  to  complete  the  sum  for- 
Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office, 

Mr,  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood^ 
bridge)  said,  he  desired  to  ask  a  ques^ 
tion  of  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works.  The  Committee  would  remember 
that  some  weeks  ago  he  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  whe- 
ther there  could  not  be  added  to  the 
statues  of  a  historic  character  which  they 
already  had  a  statue  of  Oliver  Cromwell, 
and  the  way  in  which  that  question 
was  received  in  the  House,  and  the 
notice 

TnE  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  this  cannot  be 
gone  into.  It  does  not  arise  on  this  Vote. 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  believe  the  Motion 
standing  in  my  name  is  out  of  Order. 

Tbe  CHAIRMAN  :  It  is. 

Mr.  weir  :  Then  I  beg  t^  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £50  in  order 
that  I  may  say  a  word  or  two  respecting 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  ask  a  question  without  moving 
any  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  would  suggest  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  seeing  the  late  hour  at 
which  we  have  now  arrived,  the  desir- 
ability of  raising  the  matter  on  the  Report 
stage. 

•Mr.  weir  :  I  am  quite  willing  to 
take  that  course, 

Vote  agreed  to* 

10,  £16,000,  to  complete  tbe  snm  for 
Secret  Service. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  did  not 
rise  to  move  any  reduction  of  the  Vote 
or  to  detain  the  Committee  for  more  thao 
a  minute.  He  wished  simpiv  to 
what  he  had  always  said  on  this  \ 
He  protestetl  against  this  Vote  »for 
Secret  Service,  because  it  waa  wm^l  for 
corrupt  purpoaea. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  this 
Vote  illustrated  the  injury  done  to  tlie 
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Public  Service  by  keeping  back  the 
Estimates  till  disoassion  was  impossible. 
It  was  a  perfect  scandal  that  a  Vote 
like  this  should  pass  absolutely  without 
discnssioDy  but  in  the  present  state  of 
the  House  no  effective  discussion  could 
take  place.  There  were  many  questions 
on  which  public  discussion  was  desirable 
and  he  hoped  that  some  steps  would  be 
taken  to  allow  this  particular  subject  to 
be  discussed  on  Report. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said,  he  wished 
to  supplement  the  protest  of  his  hon. 
Friend  against  the  delay  in  bringing  on 
the  Estimates.  They  had  to  deal  with  a 
Revenue  of  something  like  £100,000,000 
sterling,  and  he  did  think  it  ought  to 
be^  arranged  to  take  Supply  the  first 
thing  in  the  Session,  leaving  the  orna- 
mental part  of  their  work  for  later.  It 
was  positively  indecent  the  way  in  which 
the  work  was  now  done. 


Vote  agreed  to. 

11.  £3,155,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland. 

12.  £2,470,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Registrar  General's  Office,  Scotland. 

13.  £4,754,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief  of  the 
Poor,  and  for  Public  Health,  Scotland, 

14.  £2,264,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Household  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land. 

15.  £939,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests 
Office,  Ireland. 

16.  £3,007,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Record  Office,  Ireland. 

17.  £19,770,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Works  Office,  Ireland. 

18.  £8,637,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Registrar  Grenerars  Office,  Ireland. 

19.  £5,171,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Yaluation  and  Boundary  Survey,  Ire- 
land. 

Class  HI. 

20.  £25,782  (including  a  Supplemen- 
tary sum  of  £8,000),  to  complete  the 
earn  for  Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses. 

21.  £177,874,  to  complete  the  suni  for 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature. 

22.  £3,771,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Land  Registry. 

23.  £18,062,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
County  Courts. 

24.  £2,748,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheerness. 


25.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  mm,  not  exceeding  £84,486,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoesaary  to  defray  the  Chaif^  which  will  come 
in  course  of  paymeut  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slat  day  of  March,  1895,  for  the  Sahiries  of 
the  Commissionbr  and  Assistant  Commissioners 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  and  of  the  Beceirer 
for  the  Metropolitan  Police  District,  the  Pay 
and  Expenses  of  Officers  of  Metropolitan  Police 
employed  on  special  duties,  and  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Inspectors  of  Constabu- 
lary." 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) 
said,  he  had  to  bring  forward  a  question 
which,  although  at  first  sight  appeared 
to  be  a  purely  local  matter,  was  one  of 
general  interest.  But  was  it  advisable 
to  bring  it  on  so  late  in  the  Sitting  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  The  hon. 
Member  might  raise  it  on  Report. 

Captaiw  NORTON:  If  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  is  prepared  to  replj  to 
me  I  am  willing  to  go  on  with  it  now. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  As  there  is 
no  representative  of  the  Home  Office 
present  could  not  the  hon.  Member  defer 
his  remarks  until  the  Report  stage  ? 

Captain  NORTON :  Perhaps  I  had 
better  move  to  report  Progress. 

Sir  J,  T.  HIBBERT :  It  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  the  business  be- 
fore the  Committee  should  be  got  on  with, 
and  I  hope  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  will  allow  the  Vote  to  be  taken 
and  reserve  his  remarks  on  it  for  the 
Report  stage. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  he  con- 
sidered that  any  discussion  on  this  Vote 
should  take  place  in  Committee.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Vote  would  be 
postponed  in  the  absence  of  any  repre- 
sentative of  the  Home  Office. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (Ca/>/atn 
Norton.) 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  hope  the 
Motion  will  not  be  pressed.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Office  will  be 
here  in  a  few  minutes. 

Captain  NORTON:  I  will  with- 
draw the  Motion  then,  and  proceed  with 
my  remarks. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
•Captain  NORTON  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  disturb  either  the  Home  Secretary  or 
Under  Secretary,  but  he  had  made  a 
special  journey  from  the  Continent  in 
order  to  go  into  this  matter,  and  it  would 
be  most  inconvenient  if  it  were  not  taken 
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that  ereniog.  He  Loped,  tiietefQre^  the 
Committee  would  excuse  him  for  the 
BotioQ  he  was  takiug,  action  which  also 
found  its  justification  in  tlie  importance  of 
the  Force  with  which  he  had  to  deal. 
The  Metropolitan  Police  Force  was  the 
largest  Police  Force  in  existence  ;  it  cost 
£l,dOO,000  sterling  annually  ;  it  did 
duty  over  a  district  covering  a  radius 
of  15  miles  from  Charing  Cross  ;  it  pro- 
tected property  of  immense  value,  some- 
thing like  £37,000,000  sterling;  it 
patrolled  8,000  miles  of  streets,  and  was 
responsible  for  the  safety  and  well-being 
of  o,oOO,000  of  inhabitants,  drawn,  like 
the  Foroe  itself,  from  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  London  was  practi- 
cally the  trade  centre  of  the  globe,  and 
the  thousands  of  foreigners  who  annually 
visited  the  city  were  loud  in  their  praise 
of  the  magnificent  service  performed  by 
the  Force.  Members  of  that  body  had 
over  and  over  again  proved  that  their 
physical  and  moral  courage  was  at  as 
high  a  level  as  their  splendid  physique. 
It  might  be  asked  of  him,  *'  Why  this 
praise  of  the  police  ?  "  His  reply  was 
that  it  was  in  order  to  cut  off  one  line  of 
i*etreat  for  the  Treasury  Bench.  He  had 
noticed  diu*ing  the  short  time  he  had  been 
in  the  House  that  the  Members  of  the 
Front  Bench,  when  they  were  unwilling 
to  deal  with  an  admitted  grievance, 
or  when  they  had  no  argument 
to  urge,  retired  behind  a  cloud 
of  skirmishes  in  the  shape  of  praise 
towards  the  aggrieved.  He  stated 
not  long  since  that  considerable  dis- 
satisfaction had  for  a  long  time 
prevailed  among  the  police  with  the 
system  whereby  the  Force  was  provided 
with  boots.  That  statement  of  his  was 
contradicted,  but  as  he  had  hundreds  of 
the  men  resident  in  his  constituency,  he 
had  personally  investigated  scores  of 
cases.  He  had  asked  for  an  independent 
inquiry  into  the  matter,  so  as  to  decide 
once  and  for  all  who  wanted  to  enter  for 
the  "  Ananias"  stakes,  but  he  was  told 
that  no  such  inquiry  would  be  tolerated, 
because  it  would  be  subversive  of  discipline. 
He  venture<l  to  suggest  that  discipline 
would  in  no  way  be  affected  by  it,  and  he 
appealed  to  hou.  Members  who  had 
spent  years  in  the  Regular  Forces  to  say 
that  that  suggestion  was  confirmed  by 
their  own  experience.  Again,  he  was 
told  that  the  men  could  make  complaints 
through  their  officers  with  reference  to  a 
mutter  of  that  kind,  but  he  ventured  to 

Captain  Norton 


reply  to  that,  thatsuoh  a  thing  woald  not 
be  tolerated  in  any  properly-diaeiplioM 
Force,  and,  indeed,  no  man  would  bo 
complain  unless  he  was  assured  that  the 
complaint  would  be  welcomed  DOt  only 
by  officers  high  in  authority,  but  by 
every  officer,  even  down  to  the  lowest 
grade.  The  contracts  for  police  boota 
had  been  made  for  five  years,  whereas 
the  Army  contracts  were  given  out  for 
one  year  only.  He  on  one  occasion 
asked  the  reason  for  making  the  contract 
for  so  long  a  period,  and  the  Home 
Secretary,  owing  to  the  replies  put  into 
his  hands  by  the  Police  Authorities, 
had,  in  his  opinion,  made  himself 
extremely  ridiculous  in  the  eyes  of  the 
House  and  of  tlie  public  by  stating  that 
it  was  desirable,  so  that  the  boots  might 
be  delivered  before  they  were  required 
and  the  leather  thus  have  time  to 
season.  Any  expert  in  the  leather 
trade  would  admit  that  leather  was 
practically  at  its  best  when  it  left 
the  hands  of  the  producer,  and 
leather  merchants  did  not  find  it  desirable 
to  stock  themselves  largely  in  advance  of 
their  requirements.  How  was  it  that 
the  Army  high-low  at  10s.  6d.  was  found 
to  be  superior  to  the  police  boot,  which 
cost  Us.  lid.  ?  It  might  be  said  that  it 
was  not  superior,  but  those  who  wore 
the  shoe  best  knew  where  it  pinched,  and 
men  in  the  Police  Force  who  had  also 
served  in  the  Army — as  many  of  them 
had — were  unanimous  that  the  Army 
boot  was  far  superior  to  the  police  boot. 
Perhaps  it  would  be  said  that  the  latter 
was  made  of  leather  of  a  superior  quality, 
and  was  better  suited  for  the  special  pur- 
pose for  which  it  was  required,  but  here 
again  the  men's  experience  was 
very  different,  and  their  view  was 
confirmed  by  the  public,  because  both 
classes  of  boots  were  frequently  sold  to 
outside  dealers,  and  while  the  Army  higb- 
low  fetched  7s.  or  Ss.  when  retailed  to 
the  public,  the  police  boot  only  realised 
OS.  or  6s.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
difference  both  in  quality  and  price  was 
due  to  the  system  of  contracting.  Con- 
tracts for  Army-  hand-sewn  high-lows 
were  divided  amongst  30  firms,  and  were 
limited  to  one  year.  It  was  therefore 
clearly  to  the  interest  of  the  Army  con- 
tractors to  supply  as  good  a  class  of 
boot  as  the  price  given  would  allow 
them  to  do,  in  order  to  secure  a  renewal 
of,  and  if  possible  an  increased  order  for 
the  next  year.       Furthermore,  the  Ixmts 


1«93  Suppfy^CivH  Services,    {18  Au€Htst  1894}  ^a,  E$timai€M^  ^       1594 


were  p^sed  bja  Board  of  experts.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  police  hoot  contract 
ran  for  five  years,  and  the  goods  supplied 
were  passed  bj  an  iudividual  who  was 
called  an  examiner,  and  who  was  a  prac- 
tical bootmaker.  He  received  Id.  per 
pair  for  [lassing  the  boots.  He  had  to  pass 
something  like  30,000  pairs  a  year, 
valne  about  £18,000,  and  had  to 
support  his  wife  and  family  and 
pay  his  travelling  expenses  out  of  less 
than  £150  a  year.  He  had  no  intention 
of  casting  any  reflections  on  the  charac- 
ter of  that  distinguished  artificer,  but  he 
ventured  to  suggest  that  a  contractor  who 
knew  his  business  would  be  a  strange 
man  if  he  did  not  induce  such  an  indi- 
vidual to  pass  any  boots  he  chose  to  lay 
before  him.  An  hon.  Friend  bad  just  in- 
formed him  that  the  examiner  was  not 
an  artificer,  but  that  he  was  a  traveller 
for  a  large  house,  who  thus  employed 
his  spare  time.  Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber quite  understood  how  the  boots 
were  passed.  The  £xaminer  was  in- 
formed by  telegram  that  a  given 
number  of  boots  required  to  be  passed ; 
he  at  once  put  in  an  appearance, 
and  after  a  sumptuous  mid-day  repast 
proceeded  with  his  task.  A  pair  of 
boots  was  placed  in  his  hands — no  doubt 
they  had  been  carefully  selected — and 
haviog  examined  them,  he  urbanely  re- 
marked, "  I  do  not  know  how  you  do  it 
for  the  money,"  and,  on  the  principle  of 
Ex  uno  disce  omnes^  proceeded  to  pass 
the  whole  lot  on  the  strength  of  the  one 
submitted  pair.  He  would  suggest  that 
the  boots  should  in  future  be  passed  in 
the  same  way  as  the  Army  boots.  He 
was  not  attacking  the  boots  :  it  was  the 
system  he  was  complaining  of,  and  in  jus- 
tice to  one  firm,  Messrs.  Pocock  Brothers, 
one  of  the  two  firms  of  contractors,  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  complaints  of 
quality  which  he  had  personally  investi- 
gated did  not  apply  to  boots  supplied  by 
them.  Taking  the  20  largest  municipali- 
ties in  the  Kingdom,  he  found  that  in  17 
the  police  were  made  a ''  boot  allowance,'* 
and  that  the  contract  system  had  been 
tried  and  failed.  The  City  of  London 
Police  had  such  an  allowance  ;  the 
amount  was  3s.  a  month.  He  was  not 
asking  so  much  for  the  Metropolitan 
Police ;  he  only  suggested  that  they 
should  receive  the  contract  price.  That 
system  had  been  tried  on  two  occasions 
during  the  last  10  or  12  years,  and  had 
worked  satisfactorily  both  to  the  men  and 


to  the  authorities.  In  16  ust.  of  •  80 
Municipalities  as  to  which  he  had  ob- 
tained information  the  men  received 
allowances  varying  from  248.  to  82s.  a 
year,  and  in  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
it  was  26s.,  and  he  was  told  by  Sir 
Andrew  Reed  that  that  gave  complete 
satisfaction  to  him  and  to  the  men 
under  his  command.  An  objection 
had  been  made  that  under  such  a 
system  the  men  would  not  supply 
themselves  with  suitable  boots,  that 
they  would  purchase  cheap  articles 
and  spend  the  balance  of  the  money  in 
debauchery.  But  he  believed  they  would 
do  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  that  they  would 
have  too  much  consideration  for  their 
own  health  and  comfort.  He  had  been 
asked  why,  if  the  boot  allowance  system 
were  such  a  good  one,  it  was  not  applied 
to  the  Army  ?  But  the  cases  were 
different.  The  Army  was  largely  recruited 
from  youths  in  their  teens,  who  were 
not  competent  to  provide  themselves  with 
suitable  boots,  and  moreover  it  would 
be  subversive  of  discipline  to  have  men 
constantly  running  into  the  town  in  order 
to  see  the  bootmaker,  nor  would  it  be 
desirable  to  liave  competing  tradesmen 
constantly  over-running  the  barracks. 
Moreover,  troops  required  large  supplies 
of  boots  when  on  active  and  foreign 
service  when  the  contract  was  the 
only  possible  system.  The  police- 
man was  in  a  totally  different  posi- 
tion. As  a  rule,  he  was  a  man  of  mature 
years  with  home  responsibilities,  and  he 
was  likely  to  study  carefully  his  own 
health,  and  as  he  had  to  be  continually 
walking  about  the  streets  he  would  see 
that  his  boots  properly  fitted  him,  for 
he  could  not  resort  to  the  shifts  em- 
ployed by  the  soldier  on  active  service, 
such  as  the  cutting  of  his  boots,  and  so 
forth,  nor  could  he  be  placed  on  some 
duty  which  would  not  necessitate  his 
being  much  upon  his  feet  when  he 
became  foot  sore.  He  was  bound  to 
do  from  eight  to  ten  hours  out  of 
every  24  on  duty  in  the  streets.  He 
had  to  thank  the  Home  Secretary  for  the 
extreme  courtesy  he  had  displayed  in 
answering  his  applications  for  informa- 
tion on  this  matter,  but  he  fully  re- 
cognised that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
having  such  multifarious  and  onerous 
duties  to  perform,  could  not  persona^r 
investigate  these  matters.  Since  Sir  E. 
Bradford,  one  of  the  best  Police  Commi?- 
sioners   they  had  ever  had,  found  that  it 
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waa  tnipofisible  to  supply  the  men  witli 
Muitabie  boots  by  means  of  cotttracts 
he  thought  that  proved  the  ca»e.  Even 
if  the  qiiaiitj  of  the  leather  was 
good,  any  man  would  prefer  a  cheap 
boot  of  inferior  leather  that  nuited  hb 
requirements  to  a  boot  at  double  the 
prieo  and  of  superior  leather  which 
did  uot.  The  real  fact  was  that  the 
contract  systeoi  for  boots  had  been  a 
failure,  Upou  several  occasions  he  hail 
had  to  make  isome  inquiries  about  this 
contract.  He  had  ioquired  whether  it 
would  be  Ifiid  upon  the  Tnbie  of  the 
House,  or  whether  a  copy  of  the  con- 
tract could  not  be  furni?*hed  him.  From 
the  difficulty  which  he  had  experienced 
in  getting  at  the  document,  anybo<ly 
might  have  supposed  that  it  was  a 
foreign  Treaty  of  the  highe<*t  Imperial 
importance.  Amongst  otlier  things,  be 
asked  whether  lie  might  be  allowed  to 
take  down  the  terms  of  the  contract, 
and  at  last  he  was  permittetl  to  go  to  the 
Home  Office  and  examine  this  precious 
document.  He  had  been  told  by  the 
Home  Sci^ rotary  that  there  was  no  ques- 
tion of  bringing  the  contract  to  an  end 
until  the  expiration  of  the  pieriod  for 
which  it  was  made.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  what  informiition  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  got  might  as  well  l«kv©  l>oeu 
told  to  the  horse  marines,  as,  for  example, 
that  leather  improved  by  keeping,  whereas 
they  all  knew  that  leather  perished  by  the 
lapse  of  time.  He  should  argue  that  the 
<5ontraet  ought  to  l>e  terminated.  Then 
he  wanted  a  distinct  pledge  that  as  soon 
as  the  contract  expired  the  meml»ers  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  should  receive 
an  allowance  at  the  present  rate  which 
wfkA  paid  for  boots.  That  was  not  a 
very  great  concession  to  demand.  There 
would  be  uo  difliculty  in  arranging  the 
matter  once  such  pledfre  was  given.  He 
hoped  he  might  not  l>e  driven  t^  take  a 
Division  upon  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
he  had  thought  it  necessary  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

^'That  Item  A^  Salaries,  be  reduced  by  itlCK), 

la  respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  Chief  Copimis- 

iJOQdr    of    Metropolitan    Police/'  ^-  {Ca^ain 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOH  TUE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mn  George  Russell,  North 

Jeds*)  stated  that  his  hon.  Friend  might 
satisfied  with  having  made  a  convert 
80  far  as  the  individual  Member  of  the 
Government  now  speaking  was  concerned. 

Captain  Norton 
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The  attention  of  the  Home  Office  had 
been  directed  to  this  subject,  and  his  hon. 
Friend's  efforts  had  brought  about  a  con- 
siderable change  in  their  point  of  view. 
Undoubtedly,  it  wa^  a  more  ideally  per- 
fect arrangement  that  one's  boots  should 
be  adapted  to  one's  feet  than  one's  feet  to 
one^s  boots.  That  seemed  the  elemen- 
tary philosophy  of  the  subject.  As  far 
as  the  sentiments  of  the  Force  were  oon- 
cerned,  he  found,  from  inquiries  made  lu 
his  individual  capacity  as  a  citizen,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  was  right.  He  found 
that,  having  a  goo<i  deal  of  human  nature 
in  their  composition  and  anatomy,  many 
members  of  the  Force  agreed  in  pre- 
ferring the  system  which  adapted 
the  works  of  art  to  the  works  of 
nature.  He  found,  further,  that  in 
the  municipal  towns  the  system  almost 
universally  prevailed  of  allowing  the 
men  to  purcha«<e  thefr  own  Vioois, 
The  only  difficulty,  then,  lay  in  the 
matter  of  existing  contracts.  Supposing 
it  appeared  that  there  was  a  terminable 
clause  in  them,  though  ho  was  not  aware 
that  there  was^  it  would  Tie  for  the  Hntne 
Secretary    to   consider   the   '[  v>f 

terminating  the  contracts  a^  -  _  ^* 
If  not,  the  contracts  would  expire  three 
years  hence,  and  he  might  say  there 
was  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  present  administrators  at  the 
Home  Office  to  renew  them*  The 
ultimate  decision  in  the  matter  must  rest 
with  the  Home  Secretary  of  three  years 
hence,  and  the  obvious  moral  was  that 
his  hon.  Friends  should  do  their  utrnost 
to  keep  Her  Majesty*!*  advisers  In  their 
present  place? » 

•Captauv  KORTOK  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Ajnendment,  and  he  desired 
to  thank  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  for  his  courteous  atid 
satisfactory  answers  and  his  witty  Bpeech. 
But  would  be  give  a  deHnite  pledge,  on 
behalf  of  the  Home  Office,  that  when 
the  existing  contracts  expired  the  sysieoi 
of  boot  money  would  be  introduced  ? 

•Mh,  GEORGE  RUSSELL;  Yes, 
Sir,  subject,  obviously,  to  the  conditiaii 
that  we  are  in  Office.  We  cauuot|  of 
course,  bind  others.  But  if  we  are  in 
Office  when  the  contracts  expiroi  I  be» 
lieve  they  will  not  bo  renewed. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said,  he  honeil 
that  when  the  system  of  money  in  lieu 
of  boots  wa5  introduced  the  money 
would  be  so  distributed  that  the  men 
would   receive   It   in    proportion  to   the 
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wear  of  boots  by  each  man,  and  tbat 
there  would  b6  no  diBtrlbiition  of  a 
UDifomi  amouut,  otherwise,  thoao  whoi^e 
boota  la«tod  longer  than  others  would 
have  the  price  of  two  or  three  pairs  to 
put  into  their  pockets,  at  the  e^peuae  of 
the  ratepayers* 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  the  system  of 
supplying  money  in  lieu  of  bootB  had 
worked  well  in  most  of  our  large 
Muoicipalities.  That  had  been  the  ex- 
perience  in  Hall,  where  both  systems 
had  been  practically  tried ^  and  he  had  a 
letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Watch 
Committee  there  saying  that  the  allow- 
ance was  better  and  more  ecooomical 
than  the  supply  of  boots. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr,PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  what  was  being  done  with 
reference  to  the  provision  of  matrons  for 
the  Metropolitan  police  stations  ? 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  I  know 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  is  fully  alive 
to  the  desirability  of  introducing  this 
alteration  of  system,  but  I  am  not  iu  a 
position  to  say  that  such  an  alteration  is 
to  be  matle.  I  am  convinced  that  my 
hon*  Friend  may  be  satisfied  tbat  the 
change  will  be  introduced  if  the  circum- 
8tatioe6  admit. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

26,  £361,139,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Prisons,  England  and  the  Colouies. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  it  was  the  fact  that, 
whereas  the  number  of  warders  in 
Hollo  way  Prison  was  supposed  to  be 
20^  it  was  nearer  1 1  or  13  ?  He  thought 
it  was  a  matter  for  regret  that,  owing  to 
the  time  when  the  Vote  was  taken,  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  had  been  in 
prison,  and  others  who  expected  to  go  to 
prison,  had  no  real  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  the  severe  and 
sometimes  brutal  way  in  which  our 
prisons  were  administered. 

•Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  that 
if  his  hon.  Friend  could  give  him  in- 
stances where  the  staff  was  insufficient 
they  should  be  at  once  looked  into*  He 
ikared  his  hou.  Friend'**  regret  that  the 
subject  was  not  reached  till  the  end  of 
the  Session, 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  following  Votes  were  agree  I  to  ;— 


27,  £137,117,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
Great  Britain, 

28,  £18,903,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum. 

29,  £44,998,  to  complete  the  snm  for 
Law  Charges  and  Courts  of  Law,  Scotland. 

30*  £22,711,  to  complete  the  aam  for 
Register  House,  Edinburgh. 

31.  £51,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Prisons,  Scotland, 

Resolutions  lo  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

NAVY  AND  ARMY  EXPENDITURE,  18»2.3. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee,) 
1.  That  it  appears  hy  the  Navy  Appfopria* 

tion  Accoont  for  the  year  ended  the  3 let  day  of 

March,   1893,  and    the    BtAtement    appended 

thereto,  as  follows,  n^noely  : — 

(a,)  That  the  gross  exj>enditure  for  certain 
Navy  Service*  exceeded  the  estimate  of 
Buch  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of 
£397,5 1 G  198.  3d.,  as  shown  in  Column 
No.  1  of  the  Schedule  hereto  appended  ; 
while  the  gross  expenditure  for  other 
Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate 
oi  Bach  expenditure  by  a  total  aum  of 
j6333,471  3s.  2d.,  aa  ihown  in  Column 
No.  2  of  the  said  ap|>endt:d  Schedule,  so 
that  the  gross  actual  expenditure  for  the 
whole  of  the  Navy  Bervicea  exceeded  the 
gross  estimated  expetiditure  by  the  net 
j*um  of  £«4,04S  Ills.  Id, ; 
(b.)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain 
Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate 
of  avLch  receipts  by  a  total  Bum  of 
£59,395  18b.  6d.,  as  shown  in  Column 
No.  3  of  the  said  appentled  Schedule; 
while  the  receipts  iu  aid  of  other  Navy 
Services  excelled  the  estimate  of  such 
receipta  by  a  total  sum  of  £37,693  3s.  4d.» 
as  shown  *in  Column  No.  4  of  the  said 
appended  Schedule ;  bo  that  the  total 
actual  reecipts  in  aid  of  the  Grants  for 
Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  total 
estimated  receipts  by  the  net  sum  of 
£21.702  15s.  fkL ; 
(c.)  That  the  resulting  differences  between, 
the  Exchequer  Grants  for  Navy  Servicer 
and  the  net  expenditure  arc  as  followe, 
namely :—  £        s*    d. 

Total  Surpluses,,,     309,270    1     6 
Total  Deficits     „,     395,018  12     9 

2.  That  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Treasury  have  t«mi>oranly  authorised 
the  application^  in  reduction  of  the  net  charge 
on  Exchequer  Grants  for  certain  Navy  Ser- 
vices, of  the  whole  of  the  sums  received  in 
excess  of  the  estimated  Appropriations  in  Aid, 
in  respect  of  the  same  Service* ;  and  have 
also  temporarily  authorised  the  application  of 
80  much  of  thcBaid  total  surpluses  on  certain 
Grauta  for  Navy  Servic^es  as  is  neoeasary  to 
cover  the  aaiil  total  tleficita  on  other  Grants  for 
Kavy  Services. 

3.  Resolvefl,  That  the  appUcation  of  &uch 
Buma  be  sanctionecL 


vv  !•••«•  tfrr^ffvii 


^V/VfiUiUx^~ 


SCHEDULB. 


9 
10 


11 


12 
13 


14 
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Sec.  1 
Sec2 
Sec.  3 


Navy  Services, 
1892-93. 

Votes.' 


Wages  &c.  o{  Offi- 
cers, Seamen,  and 
Boys,  OoftBtgaard 
and  Royal  Ma- 
rines   

Victaalling  and 
Clothing  for  the 
Nary 

Medical  Estab- 
lishments  and 
Services     ...    ••• 

Martial  Law 

Educational  Ser- 
vices   

Scientific  Servicps 

Royal .  Naval  Re- 
serves         

Shipbuilding,   Re- 
pairs,    M^nten- 
ance,  &c. : 
Personnel     ... 
Materiel 
Contract  Work 

Naval  Armaments 

Works,  Buildings, 
and  Repairs  at 
Home  and 
Abroad      

Miscellaneous 
Effective  Ser- 
vices   

Admiralty  Office 

Half  -  Pay,  Re- 
served and  Re- 
tired Pay 

Naval  and  Marine 
Pensions,  Gratui-  | 
ties,    and    Com-  , 

f)a8sionate       Al-  , 
owances : 

Civil  Pensions  and  ! 
Gratuities 

Additional    Naval 
Force    for    Ser- 
vice  in    Austra-  ' 
lasian  Waters  ...  . 

Amount      written 
off  as   irrecover-  I 
able   ! 


Gross  Expenditnre. 


Excesses  of 

Aetual  over 

Estimated 

Gross 

Expenditure. 

1. 


£8.      d. 


6,482  16  10 

441     2  10 

••• 

13,008    3    6 


19,406    2    5 
76,885     3    2 

247,419*  0    6 


26,131  14     5 
1,570  10    9 

I 
3,260    8  11 


Surpluses  of 

Estimated 

over  Actual 

Gross 

Expenditure. 

2. 


20,842  10  10 
26,161  17     1 

967*  7    1 
2,S68'l2    0 


AppropiiBtions  f&  Aid. 


Deficiencies 

of  Actual  as 

compared  with 

Estimated  >' 

Receipts. 

3. 


235,106    6    6 


46,260    5  11 


2,777     8    8 


34,644  18  6 

14*11  1 

1,380'  7  6 

6^199    7  3 

5,565*  6  10 

5,575  18  3 

119  15  9 

2,110    9  10 

I     3,748    3  6 


Sktrplofl 
of  Aetna 


Beoeipl 
4. 


3,431    ( 

47    7 

.1,248  1] 

11  12 


10,678    S 
11,935  If 


1     1,769    3     9 

1 

37    0    0 

42  16    0 

... 

1,086  11     4 

397,616  19    3  1 333,471     8    2 

59,395   18     6 

Net  Deficit,  £64,045  16    1        Net  Deficit 

Total  Deficit 

Net  sum  due  from  the  Naval  Defence  Acco' 
under  52  Vic,  c.  8,  s.  3  (2) 

Net  sum  to  be  surrender**!  to  the  Excheq 
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4.  ThatitappearsbjtheAnnT  Appropriation 
Aooonnt  for  tne  year  ended  the  Slet  day  of 
March,  1893,  and  the  statement  appended 
thereto,  a«  followB,  namely  >— 

(a.)  That  the  gro§8  expenditure  for  certain 
Army  Services  exceeded  the  estimate  d 
snch  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of 
£240,292  lis.  8d.,  as  shown  in  Oolnmn 
Xo.  1  of  the  Scheidnle  hereto  appended ; 
while  the  gross  expenditure  for  other 
Army  Services  fell  snort  of  the  Estimate 
of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  nun  of 
£256,441  10s.  8d.,  as  shown  in  Column 
No.  2  of  the  said  appended  Schedule; 
so  that  the  gross  actuid  expenditure  for 
the  whole  of  the  Army  Services  fell  short 
of  the  gross  estimated  expenditure  by  Uie 
net  sum  of  £16,148  19s. ; 

(b.)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain 
Army  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate 
of  such  receipts  by  a  total  sum  of 
£59,773  Is.  6d.,  as  shown  in  Column 
No.  3  of  the  said  appended  Schedule; 
while  the  receipts  in  aid  of  other  Armv 
Services  exceeoerl  the  estimate  of  such 
receipts  by  a  total  sum  of  £102,051  16b.  9d., 


as  shown  in  Column  Na  4  of  the  tald 
appended  Schedule;  so  that  the  total 
actual  receipts  in  aid  of  the  Grants 
for  Army  Siervices  exceeded  the  total 
estimated  receipts  by  the  net  sum  of 
£42,278  158.  8d. ; 
(c.)  That  the  resulting  differences  between 
the  Bxchequer  Grants  for  Army  Services 
and  the  net  expenditure  are  as  follows, 
namely : — 

£  8.  d. 
Total  Surpluses...  255,450  4  11 
Total  Deficits    ...     197,022  10    8 

5.  That  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  have  temporarily  authorised 
the  application,  in  reduction  of  the  net  charge 
on  Exchequer  Grants  for  certain  Army  Services, 
of  the  whole  of  the  sums  received  in  excess  of 
the  estimated  appropriations  in  aid,  in  respect 
of  the  same  Services,  and  have  also  temporarily 
authorised  the  application  of  so  much  of  the 
said  total  surpluses  on  certain  Grants  for  Army 
Services  as  is  necessary  to  cover  the  said  total 
deficits  on  other  Grants  for  Army  Services. 

6.  Resolved,  That  the  application  of  such 
sums  be  sanctioned. 


Schedule. 


Army  Services,  1892-93. 
Votes. 


Gross  Expenditure. 


Excesses  of 

Actual  over 

Estimated 

Gross 

Expenditure. 

1. 


Surpluses  of 
Estimated 
over  Actual 

Gross 
Expenditure. 

2. 


Appropriations  in  Aid. 


Deficiencies 
of  Actual  as 
compared 
with  Estima- 
ted Receipts. 

3. 


Surpluses  of 
Actual  as 
compared 
with  Estima- 
ted Beceipts. 

4. 


Pay,  &c.,  of  Army  (General  Staff,  Regi- 
ments, Reserve,  and  Departments) 

Medical  Establishments  :  Pay,  kc.  .. 

Militia  :  Pay  and  Allowances    

Yeomanry  Cavalry  :  Pay  and  Allow- 
ances < 

Volunteer  Corps :  Pay  and  Allowances 

Transport  and  Remounts 

Provisions,  Forage,  and  other  Supplies 

Clothing  Establishments,  and  Services 

Warlike  and  other  Stores  :  Supply  and 
Repair 

Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs  :  Cost, 
including  Superintending  Estab- 
lishment          

Military  Educational  Establishments 
Pay  and  Miscellaneous  Charges    .. 

Miscellaneous  Effective  Services 

War  Office:  Salaries  and  MisoelU- 
neous  Charges  

Non-effective  Charges  for  Officers,  Ac. 

15  Non-effective  Charges  for  Men,  &c. .. 

16  Superannuation,  Compensation,   and 
Compassionate  Allowances... 

Bahinces  irrecoverable 


8.   d. 


47,273    7    8 


5,284  16 
91,415  18  10 
65,292  12 


£        s.  d. 

33,459    5  11 

2,598  12    0 


8.    d. 


997 

3,880 


£ 

187*16 

4  12 
415  19 


£        s.    d. 
39,616  17    10 

985    9    3 


158,099  10   2 


31,409     7    3 


52,982  13    8 


5,663 
4,608 


6,211     9 
20  11 


456    8 
27,1(m(*  6 


2,663 
908 


15,725  12    9 


240,292  11    8  256,441  10   8 


59,773     1     6 


336  13    8 

8,624    7  10 
28,108    6    2 


3,858  14    9 


6  13 

14,005    4 
6,262     6 


247     4    % 


102,051  16  9 


Net  Surplus,  £16,148  19    0    Net  Surplus,  £42,278  15    3 

Sum  to  be  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer,  £58,427  14    3. 
Etesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Oi^er  of  the  House  of  the  16th  August,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put  till  Monday  next. 

House  \sd)oimed  at  a  quarter  before  Ten  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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After  Debate,  mi^-.l*' 

B"l  wad  thTthillx     ""*'"**  "^^^  '" 
«...  ^ftod  passed,  with  Ameadmeata  •••  ...  1487 

CJuaiaey  Sweoimr^  . 

wndderecLAi?!  Qfo.  277)— Lords  Ameddments  to  be  considered  forthwith  ; 
andj^^tNo.  309) — Lords  Amendment  to  be  considered  forthwith ;  considered 
Ooo  Army  Expenditure,  1892-3^ 


1488 


.^tee  to  consider  the  Savings  and  Deficiencies  upon  Navy  and  Army  Grants  for 
•3,  and  the  temporary  sanction  obtained  from  the  Treasury  by  the  Navy  and 
Ay  Departments  to  the  fUpenditnre  not  provided  for  in  the  Grants  for  that  year 
-morrow. 

eredy  That  the  Appropriation  Accounts  for  the  Navy  and  Army  Departments,  which 
ere  presented  upon  the  16th  day  of  February  last,  be  referred  to  ue  Committeei— • 
y>7r  John  Hihhert,) 

[mwat3  (Ireland)  [Redemption] — 

jtesolution  reported ; 

'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Treasury  to  redeem  their  liability  in  respect  of 
guaranteed  dividend  on  the  share  capital  of  Trsmway  Companies  in  Ireland  by  pay- 
ment of  a  capital  sum,  to  authorise  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  to  advance  the 
sum  required,  and  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  provided  by  Parliament  for 
the  Service  of  the  Board  of  Works,  or  (if  not  so  made)  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  of  any  terminable  annuity  created  for  the  repayment  of  such 
advance  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  amend  The  Tramways  aud 
Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act,  1883." 

Kesolution  agreed  to. 

i8T  India  Revenue  Accounts — 

Resolution  reported ; 

^'  That  it  appears,  by  the  Accounts  laid  before  this  House,  that  the  Total  Bevenae  of 
India  for  the  year  ending  the  3lst  day  of  March,  1893,  was  Rx.90, 1 72,438  ;  that  the 
Total  Expenditure*  in  India  and  in  England  charged  agaitist  the  Revenue  was 
Rx.91, 005,850 ;  that  there  was  an  excess  of  Expenditure  over  Revenue  of  Rx.883y412; 
and  that  the  Capital  Outlay  on  Railways  and  Irrigation  Works  was  Bx.3,986,290/* 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  16th  Aagusti. 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  pat  till  To-morrow. 

COMMONS,    8ATPRDAT,    AUGUST    18. 
PRIVATE    B^USINES  S. 


London  Streets  and  BoUdingi  BiU  Oy  Order")-^ 

Order  for  consideration  of  Lords*  Amendments,  read  •••  »••  1489 

After  short  Debate,  LofxHs*  Amendments  agreed  to* 

.  '»  ". 

ORDERS     OF     THE    DAY. 
o 
SUPPLY, — coTuidered  In  X}ommittee» 

(In  the  Committee.) 
CIVIL  SISRVlCfElil  AND  BBYSNtrtf  IIBPAStflBNTS  BSTIBfATBS,  181M<^!/l490 

ChJiSA  n. 

I.  £22,460,  to  obmpletiei' the  sum  for  Colonial  Office. 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  •••  •••  ...  1510 
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TABLE  O. 
iAugust  18.]  ^NTENT8.  Pag€ 

SJJFFLY— continued.  ioi.    t  ..  ^ , ..  ^    Ti    ' 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  .:••.' 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £100,767,  be  gitote4  to  Her  jJaj.'       o^jmoleta*^  '^"^ 
^  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will,  come  in  coarse  of  Fi^tdurlng  the  ye*J 
•  ^Unding  on  the  31st  day  of  Marcb,  199S<  for  the  Salaries  atid  B^vm  6t  the  Office  ot 
the  Committee  of  Privy  Council  for  Trade  and  Subordinate  Dewcl^;* 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ..1  i  /.i^  —  ^^ 

3.  £21,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Mercantile  Marine ^^^nd.(«ui(  '^? 


aid),  agreed  to 


4.  £20,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Bankruptcy  Department  of  .the  BoaKof 
Trade. 

After  short  Debate,  Tote  agreed  to*  ^< ' ' 

5.  £30,510,  to  complete  the  «um  for  Board  of  Agriculture.  r\ 
After  short  Debi^te,  Vote  agreed  to  ...               . . •              . , • .               ...  r*^ 

6.  Motion  made,  and 'Question  proposed,  ) 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £90,145,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  copie  in  course  of  pi^ymex^t  dnring  the  y^r       .**  * 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1895,  for  the  Salaries  ana  Expense^  of  the  Local       "^i 
GoYernment  Board.** 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  a^ree^l  to    •••  •••  •••  •••  155^ 

7.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £272,505^  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  che  sum 
necesinary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1895,  for  Stationery,  Printing,  and  Paper,  Binding, 
and'  Printed  Books  for  the  Public  Service,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  Bxpenses  of  the 
Stationery  Office ;  and  for  Sundry  Miscellaneous  Services,  including  Reports  of 
Parliamentary  Debates." 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  •..  ...         ,       .^^ ,  ..•.1581^ 

8.  £11,743,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Reyenues, 
&e..  Office. 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  1588 

9.  £2d,566,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office. 
After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to. 

10.  £16,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Secret  Service. 

After -short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  1589 

11.  £3,155,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Lttuftcj  Commission,  Scotland, 
agreed  to. 

12.  £2,470,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Registrar  GeneraPs  Office,  Scotland, 
agreed  to. 

13.  £4,754,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief  of  the 
Pooc,.  and  for  Public  Health,  Scotland,  agreed  to. 

14.  £2,264,  to  complete  the.  sum  for  Household  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  agreed  to. 

15.  £939,  to  complete  the  sum  for '  Chaiitable  Donations  and  Bequests 
Office,  Ireland,  agreed  to. 

16.  £3,007,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Record  Office,  Ireland, 
agreed  to. 

17.  ^1%770,  to  complete  the  sum  tqx  Public  Works  Office,  Ireland, 
ajffeedto. 

18.  £8,637,  to  complete  the  suiu  for  Registrar  GeneraPs  Office,  Ireland, 
agreed  to. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS, 
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SVFFLY— continued. 

19.  £5,171,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey, 
Ireland,  agreed  to. 

Class   III. 

20.  £25,782  (including  a  Supplementary  sum  of  £3,000),  to  tomplete  the 
sum  for  Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses,  agreed  to. 

21.  £177,874,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature, 
agreed  to. 

22.  £3,771,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Land  Registry,  agreed  to. 

23.  £18,062,  to  complete  the  sum  for  County  Courts,  agreed  to. 

24.  £2,748,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheerness, 
agreed  to. 

25.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £34,435,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1895,  for  the  Salaries  of  the  Commissioner  and 
Assistant  Commissioners  of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  and  of  the  Receiver  for  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District,  the  Pay  and  Expenses  of  Officers  of  Metropolitan  Police 
employed  on  special  duties,  and  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Inspectors  of 
Constabulary"  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1590 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  .,.  ...  ...  ...  1597 

26.  £361,139,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies. 
After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to. 

27.  £137,117,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
Great  Britain,  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  ...  1598 

28.  £18,903,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
agreed  to. 

29.  £44,998,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Law  Charges  and  Courts  of  Law, 
Scotland,  agreed  to. 

30.  £22,711,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Register  House,  Edinburgh, 
agreed  to. 

31.  £51,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Prisons,  Scotland,  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

Navt  and  Army  Expenditure,  1892-3 — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolutions  and  Schedules  in  regard  thereto  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next  ...  ...  1602 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  16th  August, 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put  till  Monday 
next. 
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A.    Answers. 
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Com.    Committee, 
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Intro.  Introduction. 
I.    Lords. 
Obs.    Observations. 


Pres.    Presented. 
Q.    Questions. 
Rep.    Reportel. 
R.P.    Report  Progress. 
Reso.  Resolutions. 


The  subjects  of  Debate,  as  far  as  possible,  are  classified  under  General  Healings :  e.g.., 


Africa 
Abmt 

Board  of  Aoriculturb 
Board  of  Trade 
Civil  Serviok 
Customs,  Exoisr,  and  In- 

LAND  RbVBNUS 

Bducation 


India 

Ireland 

Labour  Department 

Law    and    Justice    and 

Police 
Local  Government  Board 
Merchant  Shipping 


Metropolis 

Navy 

Parliament 

Post  Office 

Scotland 

Supply 

Wales 


ABRAHAM,      Mr.      W.,      Cork, 
N.E. 
Gort  Hurling  Club  Band,  137 


Abraham,       Mr. 
Rhondda 


W.,       Glamorgan, 


Mines  (Eight  Hours)   Bill,  Com.,  812,  823, 
824,  833,  834 

ACLAND,    Right    Hon.   A.   H.   D. 

(Vice  President  of  the  Council  on 

Education),  York,  W.R.,  Rotherham 

Batley  School,  Suffolk,  1245 

Elementary  Education  Bill,  Withdrawn,  649 

VOL.  XXVni.  [fourth  series.]  \cont. 


Acland,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  D.— ro»f. 

Elementary  Teachers'  Superannuation,  251 

Gnarlford  National  Schools,  249 

Grants  to  Rural  Schools,  997 

Gresham     University    Commission     Report, 
474 

Hartshill  School  Room,  1244 

Hever  Schools,  772 

Lowestoft  Schools  and  the  Education    De- 
partment, 777 

Ratley  Elementary  School,  984 

Reach  National  School,  Swaffham'a    Prior, 
767 

St.  Edward's  National  School,  Romford,  437 

St.  James's  School,  Bermondssy,  988 
3  X  IfOHt. 


Ad] 


{INDEX} 
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[Ani 


ACLAND,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  B.—cayU, 
St.  James's  School,  Paddington,  269 
St.  Lawrence  School,  Waltham,  461 
Science  and  Art  Department  Directory,  464 
Ulverston  National  School,  438 

Africa 
Anglo-Belgian  Agreement ^  Qs.  Sir  C.  Dilke, 
Sir  A.  Kollit,  Mr.  J.  W,  Lowther,  Sir  B. 
Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As.  Sir  B.  Grey  Aug  16, 
1251 

(References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply^ 
Aug  17,  1460,  1467,  1468,  1471,  &c.) 

Bechuaiialand   Railway    Contract,   Q.   Mr. 

Knox  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  9,  450 
JBritiah  South  Africa  Company^  Q.  Mr.  Knox ; 

A.  Mr.  Buxton  Aug  9,  460 
Pranco  -  Congolese  Agreement^    Qs.    Sii    C. 

Dilke,  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther, 

Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As.  Sir  B.  Grey 

Aug  16,  1251 

(References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply ^ Aug  17, 
1467,  &c.) 
Madagascar — Alleged   Outrage  on   British 

Indians,  Q.  Mr.  Naoroji  ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey 

Aug  9,  447 
Mashonaland — Victoria    Incident j    Q.    Mr. 

Byles ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  Aug  17, 1387 
Niger  Company — References  to,  in  Debate  on 

Supply y  Aug  17, 1460,  &c. 
Nyassa-Tanganyiliu  District,  Gunpowder  in, 

Q.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther ;  A.  Sir  E.   Grey 

Aug  S,  18 
Sierra  Leone — Conflict  between  French  and 

British  Soldiers  at    Waritui,   Qs.   Sir  E. 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  ;  As. 

Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  14,  994 
Swaziland — References    to,    in    Debate    on 

Supply,  Aug  18,  1507,  &c. 

IVansvaal 

British  Subjects  in — References  to,  in 
Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18,  1490,  &c. 

CojHuuuidecring,  Qs.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett  ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  Aug  9,  461  ; 
Aug  10,  561 

C/garida — References  to.  in  Debate  on  Supply, 

Aug  17,  1466,  &;c. 
Waririu  (see  sub-heading  Sierra  Leone') 

AOBICULTUBE,  BOAED  OF 

President — Mr.  H.  Gardner 
Agricultural   Education  in     Wales  —  Re- 
ferences to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18, 

1548,  &:c. 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation  Report,  Q.  Sir 

H.  Maxwell ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Aug  9,  469 
Cattle  Traffic— 'Hirough  Rates,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  6,  134 
Ckailey    Common,    Q.   Mr.   Byles  ;    A.  Mr. 

Gardner  Aug  7,  268 
Contagious  Diseases  (^Animals')  Acts  {1878  to 

1893),  Copy  pres.  Aug  14,  1084 
Deptford   Refrigerators,  Q.   Mr.   Field ;   A. 

Mr.  Gardner  Aug  7,  247 
Irish  Ordnance  Survey  Staff,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  Gardner  Aug  16, 1256 

[eont. 


AGRICULTURE,  BOARD  (92^— eont. 

Mersey  Docks  ^^ 

Cattle    Trade,    Q.    Mr.    Field  ;     A.    Mr. 
Gardner  Aug  6,  131 

Lairages,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;   A.   Mr.   Gardner 
Aug  6,  130 
Travelling  Inspertai's,  Q.  Sir  R.  Temple ;  A. 

Mr.  Gardner  Aug  6,  146 
Tuberculosis  Commission  Report,  Q.  Mr.  D. 

Crawford  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  Aug  13, 

767 
Vote  for,  Con.  in  Ctom.  Au^  18,  1646 
Weather  Forecasts,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Hoare ;  A.  Mr. 

Gardner  -4w^  13,  774 

AiNSWORTH,     Mr.     D.,     Cumberlandj 
Egremont 

Supply  —  Metalliferous  Mines  Inspector-^ 
Mr.  Leek,  1441 

Aldershot — Water  Supply y  S^c. 
(See  under  I -4rwy) 

Aliens  Bill 

Obs.  Marquess  of  Londonderry,  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  Lord  Herschell  Aug  14,  889 

Allen,     Mr.      W.,     Newcastle-under- 
Lyme 

Mines  (Bight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  866,  867 

Amalgamation  of  the  City  and  County 
of  Londofi  Commissio7i  Report 
Q.  Mr.  Benn  ;  A.   Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  Aug  16, 
1251 

Ambrose,  Dr.  D.,  Louth,  S, 

Ireland— Police  Assistance  to  a  "Planter," 
757 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex,  Harrow 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  319 

America — United  States 

Wilsirn  Tariff,  Q.  Major  Jones  ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grey  Aug  17,  1384 

Anarchists,  Treatment  of 
Qs.  Mr.  Talbot ;  As.  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Asquith 

Aug  16,  1245 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  17, 

1468 

Anglo-Belgian    Agreement   (see    under 
Africa) 

Animals 

Cruelty  to  Van  Horses  in  London,  Qs.  Captain 
Donelan,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson ;  As,  Mr. 
Asquith  Aug  3,  15 
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Anstruther,  Mr.  H.  T.,  St,  Andrews, 
Src 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con., 
527,  528 

Arge7itine  Republic 

Jabez  Balfour^  Extradition  of\  Q.  Sir  A. 
Rollit ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Avg  9,  479  ;  Q.  Sir 
E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 
Aug  14,  994 

Argyll,  Duke  of 

Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bill,   Com., 

1172,  1181,  1188,  1190,  1197,  1198,   1199, 

1206 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  211.,  678, 

978 


ABMY 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 

NERMAN 

Under  Secretary  of    State— Lord    Sand- 
hurst 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  Woodall 
Africa  —  Sierra    Leoiw  —  Conflict    between 
French  and  British  iSoldient,  Qs.   Sir   E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,   Mr.    J.  W.   Lowther ; 
As.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  14,  994 

Aldersliot 
Sewage  Disposal ,  Q.  Mr.  Pierpoint ;  A.  Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  3,  21 
Water  Supply,  Q.   Mr.    Bartley  ;  A.  Mr. 
Woalall  Aug  14,  991 

Candidates y  Medicul  Examinfitioms  of,  Q.  Mr. 

Bartley  ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  Aug  14,  987 
CheUea     Hospital,     Q.     Captain      Naylor- 

Leyland ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  Aug  16,  1254 

Cordite 

Manufacture  of  Qs.  Sir  W.  H.  Dyke,  Mr. 

Hanbury ;  As.  Mr.  Woodall  Aug  6,  124 
Musketry  Practice,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Auy  10,  559 

Expenditure,    1892-3,  Com.  Aug   17,  1488; 

Con.  in  Com.  Aug  18,  1598 
GcTieral  Annual  Jleturn,  Copy  pres.  Aug  10, 

651 
Guns  QBiJle,  Iron,  and  Steel),  Address  for 

Return  Aug  16,  1356 
Hong  Kong  Plague,  Q.  Mr.  Webster  ;  A.  Mr. 

Woodall  Aug  16,  1224 

India 
Expenditure,   Q.   Sir  D.  Macfarlane  ;    A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  7,  266 
OJieers'  Debts,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;   A.  Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler  Aug  7,  266 

Ireland 
Bands  at  Political  Gatherings,  Q.  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man Aug  10,  553 ;  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Flynn ;  As.  Mr.  Woodall  Aug  16, 
1243 
Birr  Barriuhs  Scandal,  Qs.  Mr.  Webb, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Dodd  ;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  Aug  6,  127 

[eont. 


ARMY— coni. 
Ireland— cout. 

Dublin  Main  Drainage  Scheme — Pigeon 
House  Fort,  ^c,  Q.  Mr.  Ross ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  9,  448 ;  Qs. 
Mr.  Ross;  As.  Mr.  Woodall  Aug  13, 
761  ;  Aug  16,  1241 

Kilbride  Bifle  Batige,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Clancy ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Aug  9,  445 

Ordnance  Store  Department,  Woolwich — 
Wages,  .$-6-.,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie ;  A.  Mr. 
Wooilall  Aug  17,  1383 

Promotions— Foot  Guards,  Q.  Mr.  Macdona ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  10,  558 

Reserve  Corps  Tranjtport,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Au^  3,  30 

Rescrre — Employment  of  in  the  Post  Office, 
Q.  Major  Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man Au-g  3,  17 

Retired  Soldiers  and  Sailors*  Employment^ 
Select  Com.  Report  Aug  3, 116 

Rijie  Ranges 

Metropolitan    VolmUeers,   Q.   Colonel    H. 
Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Aug  9,  438 
Scotch    and    Iri^h    Qusstio7is    (see    sub- 
headings Scotland  and  Ireland) 
Tipton  Fatality,  Q.  Mr.  Wilson  Lloyd  ;  A. 
Mr.  Woodall  Aug  16,  1226 
Royal  Military  Academy,   Woolwich,  Copy 

pres.  -^tf^  10,  651 
Royal    Military   College,   Sandhurst.   Copy 
[)re8.  Aug  10,  651 

Scotland 

Barry  Llnha,  Q.  Captain  Hope  ;    A.  Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  9,  463 
Dalmore  Shooting  Range,  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  10,  564 
Highland  Light  Infantry  Militia,  Q.  Mr. 
H.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Aug  3,  30 
Straits  Settlements — Military   Contribution, 
Qs.  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  As. 
Mr.  Buxton  ylw^  3,  6;   Aug  10,  556;  Qs. 
Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  As.   Mr.  Buxton  Aug  13. 
765; -1  w/7  17,  1388 
Volunteers — Capitation    Grant,   Q.    Sir    H. 
Fletcher ;    A.    Mr.    Campbell-Bannerman 
Aug9,U0 
Walt  ham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Explosions 
—  Committee\s  Report,  Copy  pres.  Aug  10, 
651 

Army  and  Navy  Expenditure^  1892-8 
Com.  Aug  17,  1488  :  Aug  18,  1598 

Arnold-Forster,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Belfast^  W. 

Belfast  Post  Office  Sorting  Stufif,  760 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  308 

Ashbourne,  Lord 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.,  1155 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill,  Report,  4 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  750, 

907 
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Ashmead-Bartlett,  Sir  E.,  Sheffield^ 
Ecclesall 

Chino-Japanese  War—*'  Kow  Shing,V  Sinking 

of  the,  569 
Chisels,  Fraudulently- Marked,  1223 
Franco-Congolese  Agreement,  1262 
Jabez  Balfour,  Extradition  of,  994 
Sierra  Leone — Conflict  between  French  and 

British  Soldiers  at  Warina,  994 
Supply 

Anarchists,  Treatment  of,  1458 

Attorney  General's  Vote,  1490 

Foreign  AfEairs,  1474 

Swaziland,  1509 

Transvaal,  British  Subjects  in,  1490,  1491, 
1493,  1494,  1495,  1496,  1502,  1504,  1606 
Transvaal,  Commandeering  in,  461,  561 

Ashton'U7ider'Lyme  Sewage  Scheme 
Q.  Mr.  Sidebotham  ;   A.   Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
Aug  14,  993 

ASQUITH,RightHon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Fife,  E. 
Anarchists,  Treatment  of,  1246 
.  Building  Bye-Laws  in  London,  554 
Burial  Board  Fees,  982 
'  Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill,  2R.,  647, 

884,  885,  1081 ;  Com.,  1150 
<Jourt  of  Criminal  Appeal,  998 
First  Ofifenders,  Treatment  of,  1226 
"'*  Hall  by  the  Sea,"  Margate— Extension  of 

Licence,  650 
Herz,  Dr.  Cornelius,  999 
Horses — Cruelty  to  Van  Horses  in  London,  15 
Irish  Haymakers,   Attack  on  at  Barnet,  262, 

985 
Leigh,  Alleged  Wrongful  Imprisonment  at, 

765 
Magistrates — Chairmen  of  District  Councils,  6 
Mctroix)litan    Police— Compulsory    Re- Vac- 
cination, 9 

Mines 
Assistant  Inspectors,  1248 
Check  Weigher — Celfynydd  Explosion,  19 
^Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors,  13 
Slate  Quarries,  Inspection  of,  564,  1240 

Police 
Warwickshire  Ex-Chief  Constable,  761 
Wigan— Public  Meetings,  770 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 

881,  882 
Public  Buildings  (London)  Bill,  Con.,  427 
Quarries  Bill,  2R.,  547, 548  ;  Com.,  886  ;  Con., 

1082 
Sittings  of  the  House,  Exemption  from  the 

Standing  Order,  888 

Supply 
Anarchists.  Treatment  of,  1459 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspector — Mr.  Leek, 

1443 
Nottingham  Execution,  1449 
Quarries  Inspectors,  1457 

\eiynt. 


ASQUITH,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.—cowt, 
Von    Roemer's      Resumption     of     Britiih 
Nationality  Bill,  2R.,  1218 

Wales 
Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire  and  Mr. 

Lewis,  28 
Cullifonl,  Emily,  Case  of,  1000 
Trade  Dispute  and  Police,  22 

Atherley  -  Jones,  Mr,   L.,    Durhanty 
N.W. 

Mines — Assistant  Inspectors,  1248 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  1011,  1012, 

1013,  1014 
Tokar  Tribesmen,  1242 

Attorney  General — Sir  J.  Rigby 

Austin,  Mr.  M.,  Limerick,  W, 

Customs  Service — Promotion,  994 

Supply 
Irish  Lights,  1544 
Printing  Contracts  in  Dublin,  1570 

Baldwin,  Mr.  A.,  Worcester,  Bewdley 
Gnarlford  National  Schools,  249 

Balfour,  Jabez — Extradition  of 

Q.  Sir  A.  RoUit ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  9,  479  ; 
Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  B. 
Grey  ^w^  14,994 

Balfour,    Mr.  G.  W.,  Leeds,  Central 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  802,  872, 
876,  1001,  1005.  1022 

Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Lord 

Building  Societies  (N.).  2)  Bill,  2R.,  1155  ; 
Com.,  1370.  1372 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(No.  4)  Bill,  Com.,  891 

Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  3R.,  4 

Crown  liands  Bill,  Com.,  892 

Indian  Opium  Commission,  1 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com., 
116T,  IKJS  1169,  1172,  1173.  117.5,  1176, 
1177,  1182.  1184,  1186,  1187.  1189,  1190, 
1191,  1193,  1195,  1198,  1200,  1201,  1202, 
1203,  1205,  120(5,  1207.  1210,  1211,  1212  ; 
Report,  1359,  1361,  1363 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  666, 
670 

Uniforms  Bill,  3K.,  1165 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  ^ ,^  Manchester, 
E, 

Business  of  the  House,  1152  ;  Res  ,  1261,  1262 

Irish  Crops,  Condition  of,  1247 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill.  (/On..  412» 

415,  416,  418,  420.  511.  536,  542.  543.  545 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  1004,  1047 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  347, 

.348 
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BALFOUR,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Clackmannan,  SfC, 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  227 
Fisheries 
Fishermen's  Rights,  289 
Trawling  off  the  Island  of  Lewis,  12 

Game  Prosecutions — Case  of  Gearge  Milne, 
651 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con..  416, 
418,  419,  487,  488,  491,  49S.  499.  500,  502, 
503,  506,  511,  518,  514,  522,  523,  524,  530, 
536,  574,  582,  584.  685,  586.  587,  589,  590, 
592,  693,  601,  609,  612,  613.  614,  615,  623, 
634 

Ballantine,  Mr.  W.  H.  W.,   Coventry 

Coventry  Charities,  549 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  1236 
Supply— Nottingham  Execution,  1446,  1446, 
1447,  1453 

Barrow,  Mr.  R.  V.,  Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey 

Tramwa5'8  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Con.,  120,  122 

Bartley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington,  K. 

Aldershot  Water  Supply,  991 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  227, 405 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1269 
Congested   Districts    Board    (Ireland)    Bill, 

Intro..  482 
Crown  Lands  Bill,  Re  com.,  113 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)   Bill.   428, 

479  ;   Com.,  56,  65,  70,  72,  73,  92,  100,  106, 

109,  111,  180,  189,  191,  196,  216,  222,  377, 

381,  395,  396,  398 

Ireland 

Evictions,  Number  of,  444 

Strabane  Voting  Lists,  1388 
Law  Faculty  for  London  University,  562 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  460;   Re-com.,  114, 

115,  363,  364 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors,  15 
Military  Candidates,  Medical   Examination 

of,  987 
St.  Lawrence  School,  Waltham,  461 
Standing  Orders,  Amendment  of,  1221 

Supply 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspector — Mr.  Leek, 

1442 
Phoenix  Park,  &c.,  1413,  1415 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  1403 

Thames  and  Severn  Canal,  980 

Barton,  Mr.  D.  P.,  Armagh,  Mid. 
Ireland 
Evicted  Farms,  1391 

Presbyterian  Children  at  Armagh,  Attack 
on,  568 

Supply — Irish  Police  Huts,  &c.,  1418 


Bayley,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Camherwell,  N, 

Supply— Lifeboats,  1628,  1637,  1638 

Beach,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  H.,  Bristol, 
W. 

Business  of  the  House,  479,  778 

Diseases  of  Animals  Bill,  Com.,  877 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Companies  Bill, 

481 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowing 

Powers)  Bill,  2R.,  116,  366,  367 
Light  Dues,  Committee  on,  560,  991 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  363,  364 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  811 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 

546 
Quarries  Bill,  2R.,  548  ;  Com.,  885 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  644, 

646,  786,  796;  Con.,  1076 

BeCHUAN ALAND 

(See  under  Africa) 

Benn,   Mr.     J.    W.,    Tower   Hamlets, 
St,  George^s 

National  Telephone  Company,  1269 
Telephone  Companies  and  the  Government, 

1249 
Unification  of  London  Report,  1251 

Bethell,   Commander  G.     R.,     York, 
E.R.^  Holder jiess 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  601 
Political  Opinions  of  Voters,  1229 

Supply 
British  East  Africa  Company,  &c.,  1480 
East  Coast  of  Yorkshire,  1394 
Nottingham  Execution,  1456 
Transvaal,  1498 

Betterment  —  Town      Improvements — 
Select  Committee 
Copy    of   Beport,    <^'c.,   for    the    CoimnoM, 

An{f  10,650;  Aug  13,  764 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House,  Amendment 
of,  Avg  16,  1220 

Billingsgate  Tolls 

Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  17,  1387 

Blue  Books — Printing,  S^c. 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18 
1573,  &c. 

Bodkin,  Mr.  M.  M.,  Roscommon,  N. 

Ireland 
Land-Grabbing  Denunciations,  769 
Railway  Rates  at  Boyle,  762 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  Con., 
162,  169,  298 
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BoRTHwiCK,  Sir  A.,  Kensington,  S, 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
1)5 

BoscAWEx,   Mr.  A.  S.  T.   Griffith-, 

Kent^  Tunbridge 

Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire  and  Mr. 
Lewis,  27 

Hever  Schools,  772 

BousFiELD,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Hackney,  N. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
180,  184,  186,  205 

Bowles,  Mr.  T.  G.,  Lynn  Regis 

Business  of  the  House,  670 
Franco-Siamese  Question— Chantabun,  569 
Light  Dues,  Committee  on,  560 
Marksmen— Paj,  &c.,  467 
Private  Moorings  in  Public  Roadsteads,  468 
Sporting  Telegrams  for  Newspapers,  465 

Bradford  Charitable  Endowments 

Return  ordered  Aug  10,  652 

Brassey,  Lord 
Indian  Opium  Commission,  2 

British   Museum    (Purchase   of  Land) 
BiU 

/.  Read  3»,  and  passed  Aug  3,  5 
Royal  Assent  Avg  17 

British    South    Africa     Company    (see 
under  Africa) 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  John,  Surrey, 
Guildford 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill.  3R..  269, 
273,  274,  275,  336 

Bruxxer,  Mr.  J.  T.,    Cheshire,  North- 
wich 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(No.  7)  Bill,  Con.,  432,  434.  436 

BRYCE,  RiciiiT  Hon-.  J.  (President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade),  Aberdeen,  S, 

IWllingsgate  Tolls,  1387 

•'  Board  of  Trade  Journal,"  123 

Bunker  Coals,  1385 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 

(No.  7)  Bill,  Con.,  42!),  435 
Chisels,  Fraudulently-Marked,  1222 
German  Prison-Made  Goods,  Importation  of, 

1222  * 

Great  Northern  Railway  Signalmen,  460 
Great  Western  and  Midland  Companies  Bill, 

480  ' 

Grimsby  Fisher  Lads,  465 
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Bbyce,  Right  Hon.  J.—corU, 

Ireland 
Level  Crossings — Belfast  and  County  Down 

Railway,  770 
Railway  Consignment  Notes,  446 
Railway  Rates,  446,  762 

Life-Saving  Apparatus,  238 

Light  Dues,  Committee  on,  560,  991 

Lightships,  Electrical  Communication  with, 

28 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  460;  Re-com.,  114, 

115,  366 
Private  Moorings  in  Public  Roadsteads,  469 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  637, 

641,   645,   646,   793,  797,  798,  799 ;    Con., 

1075 

Railways 
Cattle  Traffic— Through  Rates,  134 
"  Contracting  Out,"  136 
Rates— Great  Eastern  Railway,  240 
Signalmen,  440,  474 
Workmen's  Tickets,  439 

Scotland 
Cattle  Trucks  on  the  Highland  Railway, 

1242 
Clyde  Lighthouse  Trustees,  470 
Highland     Railways— Automatic     Brake, 

552 

Supply 

'"  Board  of  Trade  Journal,"  1542 

Criccieth  Beach,  1539 

Highland  Railways,  1532 

Holyhead  Harbour  Master,  1393 

Lifeboats,  1532,  1638 

Lighthouses,  1543,  1544,  1545 

Railway  Companies  and  the  Board  of  Trade, 
1525,  1534 

Thames  and  Severn  Canal,  980 
Tramwavs  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill. 

Con.,  122 
Wales— Criccieth  Beach,  1254 


Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Aberdeenshij'e,  E, 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  20,  768  ;  Com. 

1318,  1320,  1324 
Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bill.    Con.. 

41)8,  501,  502 
Supply — Peterhead  Harbour,  1397 

BuCKXiLL,  Mr.  T.  T.,   Surrey,  Epsom 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com..  :^i)4,  H05 

Building  Bye- Laws  in  Lo7idon 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  J?/./  K»,  553 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill 

c.  As  amende<l,  Con. ;  deferred  An^  3,  112 
Con. ;  Debate  adjoumeil  Avg  6,  227 
Con.  ;  Read  3°,  and  passed  Avg  S.  403 

/.  Reatl  1"  Aug  13,  756 
Read  2'  Aug  16,  1153 
Com. ;  Reported  Aiig  17, 1370 
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BUBDETT-COCTTS,  Mr.     W.    L.    A.   B., 
Westminster 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
80,  200 

Bariak  Bill 

e.  Withdrawn  Aug  16,  1358 

Burial  Board  Fees 

Q.  Mr.  0.  Williams  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  14, 
982 

BuRNiE,  Mr.  R.  J.  D.,  Swansea,  Touyn 

Culliford,  Emily— Case  of,  1000 
Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  638, 
796 

BuEKS,  Mr.  John,  Battersea 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 
879,  881 

Supply 
Delay  in  bringing  on  the  Estimates,  1589 
Factory  Inspectors,  1435 
Government      Printing  —  Trades      Union 

Wages,  &c.,  1572 
Government  Publications,  1542 
Home  Office  Clerks,  1439 
Metropolitan  Police  Boots,  1596 
Prison  Warders,  1597 
Railways — Hours  of  Labour,  1524 

BUXTON,  Mr.  8.  C.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies),  Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar 

Africa 

British  South  Africa  Company,  450 
Mashonaland— Victoria  Incident,  1387 
Transvaal,  Commandeering  in,  462,  561 

Cyprus— Lights  on  the  Coast,  442 
Dominica— Sir  R.  Hamilton's  Report,  32 
Equalisition  of   Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 

879,  380 
Fiji— Native  Outbreaks,  261 
Straits   Settlements — Military    Contribution, 

6,  556,  766.  1388 

Supply 
British  Honduras,  1510 
Ottawa  Conference,  1510 
Swaziland,  1507,  1508,  1509,  1510 

,  Transvaal— British    Subjects,   1493,    1494, 
1500,  1501,  1502 


Btles,  Mr.  W.  P.,  York,  W.R.,  Shipley 

Chailey  Common,  258 

Mashonaland — Victoria  Incident,  1387 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Lanark,  Mid 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  494, 
499,  608,  512,  523,  536,  637,  543,  590,  591, 
692,  598,  597,  604,  609,  623 
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CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN,  Right 
Hon.    H.  (Secretary    of    State    for 
War),  Stirling,  SfC. 
Aldershot — Sewage  Disposal,  21 
Cordit<j  for  Musketry  Practice,  559 

Ireland 

Bands  at  Political  Gatherings,  563 
Dublin    Main    Drainage   .Scheme— Pigeon 

House  Fort,  448 
Kilbride  Rifle  Range,  445 

Promotions— Foot  Guards,  558 

Reserve  Corps  Transport,  30 

Reserve — Employment  of  in  the  Post  Office* 

18 
Rifle  Ranges— Metropolitan  Volunteers,  438 

Scotland 

Barry  Links,  463 

Dal  more  Shooting  Range,  564 

Highland  Light  Infantry  Militia,  30 

Volunteers — Capitation  Grant,  440 


Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Business  of  the  House,  890 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com., 
1166,  1183,  1184,  1185,  1189,  1193,  1194, 
1195,  1196,  1200,  1206, 1207,  1211 ;  Report, 
1.S60,  1361,  1362 


Canada 

Cattle  Inqyortntion  Rcjwrt,  Q.  Sir  H.  Max- 
well ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Avg  9,  469 

Canal   Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Orders  Bills 

(No.  1) 

U  Read2*^l7/5r  6,117 

Com. ;  Reportctl,  &c.  Avg  7,  236 
Read  3%  and  passed  Avg  13,  7.').') 
Royal  Assent  Avj  17 

(No.  2) 
Z.  Read  2-  Avg  C^,  117 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  A  vg  7,  236 

Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  14,  892 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  Avg  15,  1150 
I.  Royal  Assent  Avg  17 

(No.  3) 
;.  Read2-  Avg  (^,  117 
Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  Aug  7,  236 
Read  3*,  and  passed  Avg  13,  755 
Royal  Assent  Avg  17 

(No.  4) 

I.  Read  2»  Avg  13,  755 
Com. ;  Standing  Com.  negatived,  &c.  Aug  14> 

891 
Bead  3%  and  passed  Aug  16, 1215 

Icont, 
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Canal  TolU  and  Charges  Provuional  Orders 
Bilh — 3ont. 

(Ho.  5) 

I,  Read  2*  Aug  6,  117 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  Aug  7,  236 
Read  3*,  and  passed  Avg  13,  755 
Royal  Assent  Aug  17 

(No.  6) 

c.  As  amended,  Con. ;     Read  3",  and    passed 

Aug  9,  429 
l.  Read  1*  A.ug  13,  757 
Read  2*^}/^  16,  1215 

(No.  7) 
I,  Read  2*  A^ig  6,  117 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  Aug  7,  236 
Read  3*,  and  passed  A\i^  13,  755 
Royal  Assent  Aug  17 

(No.  8) 

Z.  Read  2»  ^w^  6,  117 
Com.;  Reported,  &c.  Aug  7,  236 
Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  l^,  755 
Royal  Assent  -4tt^  17 

(No.  10) 

(No.  9) 
Z.  Read  2*^?/^  6,  117 

Com. ;  Reporteil,  &c.  Aug  7,  236 

Read  3*,  and  passed  Aug  13,  756 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  Avg  14,  1083 
Z.  Royal  Assent  Aug  17 

(No.  11) 

now 

(No.  10) 

Z.  Read  2'  ^Iw^r  13,  755 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  ^1?/^  14,  979 
Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  16,  1215 
Royal  Assent  Aug  17 

(No.  12) 

now 

(No.  11) 

Z.  Read  2*  Aug  (^,\\^ 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  Aug  7,  237 

Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  13,  756 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  agreed  to  Aug  14,  1083 

Carmtchael,  Sir  J.  M.,  Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  415 


Causon,  Mr.  E.,  Dubliji  University 

Ireland 

High  Sheriffs'  Appointments,  247,  473 
Registration  of  Titles,  7 


Central  American  Republics 

BrUinh  Trade,  Q.  Mr.  Hozier ;    A.  Sir  B. 
Grey  Aug  17,  1379 

Chailey  Common 
Q.  Mr.  Byles  ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Atig  7,  268 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birming^ 
ham,  W, 

Irish  Evictions,  Number  of,  444 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  1031,  1047 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  340, 
342,  313,  345,  355,  356 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E. 

Great  Northern  Railway  Signalmen,  459 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Signalmen,  477 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  640, 

644,  787,  788,  789,  795,  798 
Supply — Railway  Companies  and  the  Board 

of  Trade,  1518 

Chantabun  (see  under  Franco- Siamese 
Question) 

Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Lincolnshire^ 

Sleaford 
Diseases  of  Animals  Bill,  Re-com.,  367  ;   3R., 

1076,  1077,  1079,  1080 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1298, 

1300 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent  Aug  17 

CHAEITT  COMMISSION 

Parliamentary  Charity  Commissioner — Mr. 
F.  S.  Stevenson 

Bradford     EndowmetUff,    Return      ordered 

Aug  10,  652 
City  of  London  Parochial  Charities,  Return 

ordered  Aug  10,  652 
Coventry    Charities,  Q.  Mr.  Ballantine ;  A. 

Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Aug  10,  549 
DanieVx     Charity,    Swanscovibe,    Q.     Mr. 

Howell  ;  A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Aug  6, 142 
Jikist   Bergholt  Lands,   Q.   Mr.  Everett ;  A. 

Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Aug  9,  476 
Essex  Charity  Lands,  Sale  of,  Q.  Mr.  Dodd  ; 

A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Aug  9,  449 
London  Parochial  C/uiriti/^s,  Q.  Mr.  Howell ; 

A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Aug  6, 142 
Lytham  School,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury ;  A.  Mr.  F. 

S.  Stevenson  Aug  6,  141 
St.  PauV'f  School,  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ;  A. 

Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Aug  17,  1389 
Vote  for,  Aug  17,  1482 

West  Biding  of  the  County  of  York  Endow- 
mrnt.^,  Return  onlered  Aug  10,  652 


Ohe] 

Chelsea  Hospital 
(See  under  Army) 
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Chesney,  General  Sir  G.  T.,  Oxford 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1328 
India,  Government  of,  Res.,  1103,  1104 

dumney  Sweepers  Bill 

/.  Read  3%  with  Amendts.,  and  passed  Aug  3, 4 
a.  Lords  Amendts.  con.  and  asreed  with  Aug  17, 
1488 

Chino- Japanese  War 

''Kow   Shing,'    Sinking    of  the,  Q.  Sir  E. 

Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  10, 

569 
Neutral   VesiteU.    .^r.,    Q.  Mr.    Storey;    A. 

Sir  E.  Grey  Ang  6, 144 

Chisels y  Fraudulently- Marked 
(See  under  Trade,  Board  of) 

City  of  London  Parochial  Charities 
Return  ordered  Aug  10,  652 

Civil  Service 
Diplomuth  Service  and  the  Foreign  Office 

Amalgamation^  Q.  Sir  A.  Hayter ;  A.  Sir  B. 

Grey  Aug  10,  555 
District  and  Parish  Councils^  Q.  Mr.  Storey ; 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  16,  1237 
Home  Office  Clerks  and  Officials — References 

to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  17,  1437,  &c. 
Writers  and  Abstractors,  Q.  Mr.  Conybeare ; 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  6,  140 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.y  N. 
Ireland 

Kilbride  Rifle  Range,  446 

New  Road  in  County  Mayo,  1383 

Railway  Rates,  446 

Railways— Consignment  Notes,  446 

Clanricarde,  Marquess  of 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  953 

Cla]:k,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1263 

Crofters  Act«  Amendment  Bill,  996 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  493, 

497,  498,  600 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Con.,  1076 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill.  Com.,  1080,  1351, 

1352 
Supply 

Bahama  Lighthouses,  1394 

District  Officers,  1558 

Financial  Relations,  1557 

Holyhead  Harbour,  1392 

House  of  Commons  Clerks,  1432 

Learned  Societies,  1419 

Peterhead  Harbour,  139i 

[r^ont. 


Clabk,  Dr.  G.  B.-^cont, 
Supply — cont. 

Rating   of  Government    Property,    1406, 

1409 
Transvaal,  British  Subjects  in,  1499,  1500 

1508 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  1082 

Clarke,  Sir  E.,  Plymouth 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  366 

Cloncl'kry,  Lord 

Alleged     Perjury    in     Dublin     Bankruptcy 
Court.  1373 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill 

c.  2R.  aljourned  Aug  9,  547  ;  Aug  13,  884 
Real  2°^?/i7l4,1081 
Con.  in  Com.  Aug  15,  1149 
As    amended    Con. ;    Read    3<>,  and   passed 
Aug  16,  1354 
I.  Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to,  with 
an  Amendt.  Aug  17,  1377 

Coal  Mines  C  Check  Weigher)  Bill 
Q.    Mr.    D.     A.  Thomas;    A.   Mr.  Asquith 
Au^j  3,  19 

Cobb,    Mr.    H.     P.,     Warwick,    S.E^ 
Rugby 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  1391 

"Hall  by  the  Sea,"    Margate — Extension  of 

Licence,  550 
Ratley  Elementary  School,  983 
Warwickshire  Ex-chief  Constable,  761 


Cochrane,  Hon.  T.  H.,  Ayrshire^  N. 
Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bill,  Con., 
426,  483,  491,  504,  531,  600,  611,  621,  622, 
632 

Cohen,  Mr.  B.  L.,  Islington,  E. 

Business  of  the  House,  779 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com. 

57,  69,  195.  196,  377,  384,  401  ;  Con.,  781, 

783 
National  Telephone  Company,  1270 
Post  Office  Annual  Leave,  764 

Coldbath  Fields  Money    Order    Office 
(see  under  Post  Office) 

COLOiriES 

Secretary  of  State — Marquess  of  Ripok 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Mr.  S.  BUXTOK 
Public  Trustee.  Address  for  Return  Aug  16, 

1356 
Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  18,  1490 
(^See  also  under  names  of  Colonies) 
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COHMITTEE  OF  COITNCIL  ON  EDU- 
CATION 

Ifinl  President— Earl  of  ROSEBERT 
Vice  President— Mr.  A.  H.  D.  ACLA.ND 
(See  under  title  Mvratiim) 


Companies  and  the  Stamp  Act,  1891 

Q.  Mr.  Fisher ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Aug  6, 
145 

Conciliation  (Trade  Dispntes)  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  Aug  10,  650 

Congested   Districts  Board  (see   under 
Ireland) 

Congested  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  Bill 
c.  Motion  for  Leave,  Mr.  J.  Morley  ;  Read  V 
Aug  9,  482 
Read  2«»  Aug  10,  646 
Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  Aug  13,  878 
Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  Au^  14, 1084 
As    amended,   Con. ;   Real    3",  and    passed 
Aug  15,  1150 
I,  Read  1«  Aug  16,  1215 
Read  2»  Aug  17,  1374 

Congested   Districts   Board   (Ireland) 
[^Remuneration'] 
Con.  in  Com.  Aug  13,  888 
Res.  reported  Aug  14,  1084 

Co7itagious  Diseases    (Animals)    Acts, 
1878  to  1898 
Coj)y  pres.  Ai/g  14,  1084 

Contagious    Diseases     {Animals)    Bill 
(see  Diseases  of  Animals  Bill) 

''^ Contracting  Out "  (see  under  Railways) 

Convention  of  Royal  Burghs  (Scotland) 
Act  (1879)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Read  2°  Aug  7,  SfiS 

Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  Aug  8,  42s  . 
Withdrawn  Aug  10,  651 

Convict  Prisons  (England,  S^c) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  13.')."> 

CoNTBEARE,    Mr.    C.    A.  V.,  Cornwall, 
Camborne 

Abstractor  Clerks,  140 

Diseases  of  Animals  Bill,  Com.,  878 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 

547,  649,  870,  880 
Statute  Law  Rerision  Bill,  Com.,  1352 


[Cra 


Cooke,  Mr.  C.  W.  R.,  Hereford 

Coopers— Royal  Victoria  Yard,  Deptford,  476 
Nonconformists,  State  Grants  to,  477 
Sporting  Telegrams  for  Newspapers,  464 


Copyhold  (Consolidation)  BUI 

c.  Read  2«  Aug  10,  651 

Con.  in  Com.  and  Reported  Aug  13,  882 
As    amended.    Con. ;    Read  3^  and   passed 
Aug  16,  1354 
I.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Aug  17,  1877 
Commons    Amendts.    con.    and    agreed    to 
Aug  17, 1378 

CoRBETT,  Mr.  A.  C,  Glasgow,  Trades- 
ton 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  412 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  303 

Cordite  (see  under  Army) 

COREA 

ChinO'Japane»e  War  (see  that  title) 

"  Costa  Rica  Packet  " 

Q.  Mr.  Hogan ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  Aug  7,  244 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply.  Aug  17, 
1464,  1472 

County  Councils 

Brenonshire   Polling    District,    Copy    pres. 

Aug  16,  1355 
Building  Bye-Laivs  in  London,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  10,  553 
National    Telephone    Company    (see    under 

title  Post  Qflite) 

County  Courts 

(See  under  Law  and  Justice  and  Police) 

Courtney,  Right  Hon.  L.  H.,  Cornwall^ 
Bodmi?i 

National  Gallery  Return,  Res.,  34 
Von  Roemer's  Resumption  of  British  Nation- 
ality Bill,  2R.,  1217 

CouRTOWN,  Earl  of 
Ireland — National   Federation  and   Evicted 
Farms,  136G 

Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark^  N.E, 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  526, 
528,  546,  577,  609,  624 

Scotland 
Bothwell    Miners'    Disturbance    and    the 

Police,  767,  995 
Coal  Strike,  554 

Tuberculosis  Commission  Report,  767 
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Gbean,  Mr.  E.,  Queen's  Co,,  Ossory 
Congested  Districts  Board,  138 
Industries    for    Lei  trim— Mr.     Tottenham's 
Offer,  138 

Cremer,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  406,408 
Supply— Stationery  Tenders,  1580 

Criminal  Court  of  Appeal 
(See  under  Law  and  Juxtice  and  Police) 

Crofters  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

Qs.  Mr.  Weir,  Ur.  Macgregor  ;  As.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  Any  10,  562  ;  Aug  13,  771 ;  Qs. 
Mr.  Weir,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Dr. 
Macgregor ;  As.  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  Aug  14,  996 

Crofters  Acts  (Inolusive  of  Leaseholders) 
fiiU 

0,  Intro.,  Dr.  Clark;  Read  1«  Aug  14,  1034 

Crofters*  Holdings  (ScoUand)  BUI 

c.  Withdrawn  Aug  10,  651 

Crombie,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Kincardineshire 

House  of  Commons  Ventilation,  1380 

Crown  Lands  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com.  (Re-com.)  ;  Reported ;  Read  3°, 

and  passed  Aug  3,  114 
U  Read  1*  Aug  6,  118 

Read  2»  Aug  13,  653 

Com. ;  Reported  Aug  14,  892 

Read  3»,  and  passed  Avg  16,  1166 

CUSTOMS,    EKGISE,    AND    INLAND 
EEVENUE 

ChiseU^  FrauduletUly*  Marked f  Qs.  Colonel 

H.  Vincent,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As. 

Mr.  Bryce  Aug  16,  1222 
Customs    Out'donr  Officers,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn  ; 

A.   Sir  J.   T.  Hibbert  Aug  3,  8  ;    Q.  Mr. 

Harrington  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbart  Aug  7, 

246  ;   Q.   Mr.  T.   M.  Healy ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert  Aug  16,  1234 
Cuxtom^    Service    Promutioint^    Q.    Mr.    M. 

Austin;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  14,  994 
Excise  Appointments — Age  of  Qualification^ 

Q.  Mr.  Hopwood  ;   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

Aug  3,  9 
Income      Tax     Conimij<iiinfiers,       Q.       Mr. 

Ballantine ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  16, 

1236 
Inland  Revenue  AJHda^oits,  Q.  and  Obs.  Duke 

of  Rutland,  Earl  of  Rosebery  Aug  13,  654 ; 

Motion  for  Return,  agreed  to  Aug  14,  891 
Soateh  Questions  (see  under  title  Scotland) 
Stamp  Act,  2891— Companies,  Q.  Mr.  Fisher ; 

A.  Sir  W,  Harcourt  Aug  6,  145 


Cyprus 

Lights  on  the  Coast,  Q.  Admiral  Field ;  A, 
Mr.  Buxton  Aug  9,  442 

Dalziel,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Kirkcaldg,  SfC. 

Supply 
Parliamentary  Papers,  1432 
Scotch  Miners'  Strike,  1529 
Scotch  Votes,  1556 
Transvaal,  British  Subjects  in,  1504 

Dane,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Fermanagh,  N, 
Killybegs  Pier,  240 

DanieVs  Charity,  Swanscombe 

Q.   Mr.   Howell;    A.   Mr.    F.  S.  Stevenson 
Aug  6,  142 

Darling,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptford 

Coldbath  Fields  Money  Order  Office,  20 
Coopers'   Wages,  &c. — Royal  Victoria  Yard, 

Deptfonl,  265 
Irish  Protestant  Police  Officers,  27 


Darwin,  Major  L.,  Staffordshire,  Lieh^ 

field 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  512, 

523,  633,  537 
Supply— Railway  Companies  and  tlie  Board 


uppj 
of 


Trade.  1516 


De  La  Rue  Stamp  Contract 
Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1355 

Deptford  Refrigerators 

Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Aug  7,  247 


Deptford    Royal 
under  Navy) 


Victoria    Yard    (see 


Devonshire,  Duke  of 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  893 

DiLKE,   Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.,   Glou- 
cester, Forest  of  Deaii 

Anglo-Belgian  Agreement  and  Franco-Congo- 
lese Agreement,  1251 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1269 
East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1297 
Mines  (Ei?ht  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  871,  1004 

1041.  1042,  1043,  1044,  1045,  1046,  1047 
Supply— Foreign  Affairs,  1459,  1471 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E, 
Supply— House  of  Lords  Officers,  1430,  1431 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  292, 
314,  346,  347,  348 
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Diplomatic  Service 

Foreign   Office — Ridley   Conimhsian,  Q.  Sir 
A.  Hayter ;  A.  Sir  B*.  Grey  Aug  10,  556 

Diseases  of  Animals  Bill 

c.  Reported    from    Joint    Com.    and    Re-com. 
Aug  3,  116 
Re-com.  deferred  Aug  7,  367 
Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  Atig  13,  877 
3R. ;  Debate  adjourned  Aug  14,  1076 
Reail  8o,  and  passed  Au^  16,  1354 

7.  Read  !•  Aug  17,  1377 

Disraeli,   Mr.    C.    R.,    Cheshire,   AU 
trincham 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  331 

District  and  Parish  Councils 

Chairmen  of  at  Magi^ratet,  Q.  Mr.  Rankin  ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Au^g  3,  5 
CivU  Servants,  Q.  Mr.  Storey  ;    A.  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert  Aug  16,  1237 


DoDD,  Mr.  C.  J.  S.,  Essex^  Maldon 

Birr  Barracks  Scandal.  128 
Essex  Charity  Lands,  Sale  of,  449 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Signalmen,  439 
Meath  (South)  Polling  Lists,  776 
Pauper  School  Children  Inquiry,  479 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  644, 

785,  797 
Supply — Railway  Companies  and  the  Board 

of  Trade,  1510 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  Con.,  159 
Von      Roemer's     Resumption     of      British 

Nationality  Bill,  2R.,  1216 
Workmen's  Railway  Tickets,  439 

Dominica 
Sir   If.  Hamilton' it  Report,   Q.  Mr.  O'Dris- 
coll  ;  A.  Mr.  Buxton  Au^  3,  32 

DoNELAN,  Captain  A.  J.  C,  Cork,  E. 

Ireland 

Clashmore  Constabulary  Barracks,  773 

Gun    Licences — Case  of    J.   T.   Staunton, 
774 

Irish  Language  in  Schools,  452 

Killucan  Medical  Officer,  451 

Training  Ships,  1236 
Van  Horses  in  London,  Cruelty  to,  15 

Dyke,  Right   Hon.  Sir    W.  H.,  Kent, 
Dart  ford 

Cordite  Manufacture,  124 


East  India  {sec.  India) 


EDUCATIOir     DEPAETHEVT  (ENGh 
LAHD  AHD  WALES) 

Lord  President— Earl  of  Rosbbbby 
Vice  President— Mr.  A.  H.  D.  Acland 
Bermondsey^St.    Jamss't    School,    Q.    Mr. 

Macdona  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  i4w^  14, 988 
Butl^y  School,  Suffolk,   Q.  Mr.  Talbot;  A. 

Mr.  Acland  Aug  16,  1244 
Ofiarlf&rd  Xatumal  SchooU,  Q.  Mr.  Bald- 
win;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Av^  7,  249 
OratUji—Rural  Schools,  Q.  Mr.  Talbot;  A. 

Mr.  Acland  Aug  14,  996 
Gresham  University  Commissum  Rej?ort,  Q. 

Sir  A.  Rollit ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  9,  474 
Hart  skill  Schoolroom,  Q.  Mr.  Talbot ;  A.  Mr. 

Acland  Aug  16,  1244 
Hever  SchooU,  Q.  Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen  ;  A. 

Mr.  Acland  Aug  13,  772 
Lowestoft  Schools  and  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, Q.  Mr.  H.   Foster;  A.  Mr.  Acland 

Atig  13,  777 
Paddington — St.    James's    School,    Q.     Mr. 

Everett ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  7,  258 
Ratley  Elementary  School,  Q.  Mr.  Cobb ;  A. 

Mr.  Acland  Aug  14,  983 
Reach   National  School,  Sujaffhum's  Prior, 

Q.  Sir  F.  S.  Powell ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  13, 

766 
Romford — St.  Edioard's  Natiimal  School,  Q. 

Sir  F.  S.  Powell ;  A.   Mr.  Acland  Aug  9, 

436 
iS^.  PauVs  School   (see  under  title  Charity 

Commission^ 
Scietice  and  Art  Department  Directory,  Q. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  9,  464 
Teach^irs'  Superannuation,  Q.  Sir  R.  Temple  ; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  7,  251 
Ulverston    Xatlomil    School,   Q.    Sir    F.    S. 

Powell ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  9,  438 
Waltham, — St.    Lawrence    School,     Q.    Mr. 

Bartley  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  9,  461 

Eduoation  Provisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion (London)  Bill 

I.  Commons  Amend ts.  con.,  and  a^eed  to  Aug  & 
118 
Royal  Assent  Aug  17 

Edwards,  Mr.  F.,  Radnorshire 

Supply 
Agricultural  Education  in  Wales,  1548 
Woods  and  Forests,  1582, 1585 

Egypt 
Mle  Reservoirs,  Q.  Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen; 

A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  9,  449 
Tflhar  Tribesmen.  Q.  Mr.  Atherley-Joues  ;  A. 

Sir  E.  Grey  .Iw^  16,1242 

Elections  (Second  Ballot  and  Eeturning 
Officers'  Expenses)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Holland ;  Real  l*"  Aug  8,  428 
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Elementary  Sdnoation  Bill 

e.  Withdrawn  Aiig  10,  649 

Bementary  Sdnoation  (Continuation 
Sohoolf )  Bill 

e.  Withdrawn  Aug  8,  428 

Elementary  Ednoation  (Exemption  from 
Sohool  Attendance)  Bill 

e.  Withdrawn  Attg  6,  228 

Elementary  Ednoation  Proyisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Barry,  &o.) 
Bill 

I,  Commons  Amendts.  con.,  and  agiced  to 
AvgS,  118 

Rojal  Aasent  Attg  17 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  Rush- 
cliffe 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  795 

ELLIS,  Mr.  T.  E.  (Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury),   Merioneth- 
shire 
Diseases  of  Animals  Bill,  Re-com.,  367 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  428 
Supply — Attorney  General's  Vote,  1490 

Endowments  (see  under  Charity  Com- 
mission) 
Irish  Quetttionn  (see  under  title  Ireland) 

Bqnalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill 

e,  Onler  for  Com.  Aug  3,  34 ;  Instr.  to  Com. 
(Mr.   A.  Grove),   36;    Con.    in  Com.,  40, 
R.P. 
Debate  resumeil  Aug  8,  370  ;   Reported 
As  amen<led,   Con. ;   Read    3°,  and    pa8se<l 
Aug  IS,  779 
I.  Reail  1»  Aug  13,  756 
Read  2»  Aug  16,  1156 
Com. ;  Reported  Aug  17,  1368 

Essex  Charity  Lands,  Sale  of 

Q.  Mr.  Dodd ;  A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson  Aug  9, 
449 

Everett,  Mr.  R.  L.,  Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge 

Bast  Bergholt  Charity  Lands,  476 
Bast  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1331 
Government  Farms,  Wages  on,  984 
St.  Jameses  School,  Paddington,  258 
Supply —Statue  of  Oliver  Cromwell,  1588 

Evicted  Tenants  in  Ireland  (see  under 
Irelanp) 


Erioted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Arbitration 
Bill 

(See  Teuantt  Arbitration  (^Ireland)  Bill) 

Excise  (see  under  title  Customs,  Excise, 
and  Inland  Revenue) 

Expiring  Laws  Continnance  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert ;  Read  1®  Aug  6,  224 

Read  2«  Aug  13.  8S8 

Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported;  Read  3**,  and 
passed  Aug  14,  1081 
I.  Read  1*  Aug  16,  1215 

Read  2»  Aug  17,  1377 

Eyre  and  Spottiswoode,  Messrs, 
Oovernment  Printing  Contracts  and  Trade 
Union   WageSy  Q.  Mr.  Woods ;   A.  Sir  J. 
T.  Hibbert  Aug  13,  770 
Debate  on,  in   Com.  of  Supply ^  Aug  18, 
1559,  &c. 

Farnham  Tithe  Dispute 

Q.  Mr.  JeflPrcys  ;  A,  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  14, 
992 


Farquh ARSON,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire, 
W. 

Pauper  School  Children  Inquiry,  478 

Farquharson,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset,  W. 

Supply 
Boanl  of  Agriculture,  1545,  1546,  1547 
"  Board  of  l*rade  Journal,"  1542 
Strikes  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  1523 

Fen  WICK,    Mr.     C,     Northumberland, 
Wansbeck 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  810,  842, 
844, 1046 

Fergusson,  Right   Hon.  Sir  J.,  Man* 
Chester,  N.E. 

Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bill,    Con. 
632,  582 


Ffrench,  Mr.  P.,  Wexford,  S, 

Ireland 
Agricultural  Class  Books,  45S 
New  Ross  Postal  Management,  244 
Wexfortl  Grand  Jury,  132,  459 


Field,    Admiral     £.,     Sussex,     East^ 
bourne 

Cyprus — Lights  on  the  Coast,  442 
Dockyar^l  Tugs,  Masters  of,  983 
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Field,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin^  St.  Patrick's 

Cattle  Traffic— Through  Rates,  134 
"  Contracting  Out "  on  Railways,  136 
Deptford  Refrigerators,  247 
Indian  Army  Officers'  Debts,  266 

Ireland 
Ballygurteen  Postal  Arrangements,  249 
Government   Contracts  and  Trade  Union 

Wages,  245 
Ordnance  Survey  Staff,  1256 
Pembroke  Township,  10 

Mersey  Docks 
Cattle  Trade,  131 
Lairages,  130 


Fiji 

Natice  Outbreak^  Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr. 
Buxton  Aug  7,  261 

First    Offenders  (see   under   Law   and 
Justice  and  Police) 

Fisher,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 

Companies  and  The  Stamp  Act  (1891),  145 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
91,  92,  196,  198,  399,  401 

Fisheries 

Grimsby  Ftjfher  Lads,  Treat  mviU  of^  Qs.  Mr. 

Nussey,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce 

Aug  9,  465 
Scotch  and  Irish  Questions  (see  under  titles 

Scotland  and  Ireland) 

Fletcher,  Sir  H.,  Sussex,  Lexoes 
Volunteer  Capitation  Grant,  440 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  N. 

Customs  Outtloor  Officers,  8 

Ireland 

Crops,  Condition  of,  1246 
Inmates  of  Workhouses,  8 
Police  and  Evicted  Farms,  1233 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill, 

779 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  326 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Galway,  Connemara 

Supply — Collooney  Railway,  1421 

FOKEIGN   OFFICE 

Secretary  of  State— Earl  of  KiMBERLEY 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Sir  E .  Grey 

Diplomatic  Service  ajid  the  Foreign  Office 
Amalgamation^  Q.  Sir  A.  Hayter ;  A.  Sir 
E.  Grey  Avg  10,  565 

Vote  for  Foreign  Office,  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  17, 
1459 

(See  under  names  of  Foreign  Countries) 


FoRwooD,    Right    Hon,    A.    B.,   Lan^ 
cashirCy  Ormskirk 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  366 
Mines  (Bight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  1020, 1022, 
1025,  1026 

Foster,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Suffolk,  Lowestoft 
Lowestoft  Schools    and  the  Education    De- 
partment, 777  • 

FOSTER,  Sir  B.  W.  (Secretary,  Local 
Government  Board),   Derby,  likes- 

tOfl 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowing 

Powers)  Bill,  2R.,  115 
Small-Pox  at  Cov^try,  997 

FOWLER,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  Wolver- 
hampton, E. 

Army  Officers'  Debts,  266 

Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  763 

Bombay  and  Aden  Mail  Offices,  476 

Bulwant  Rao  Bute,  259,  1247 

East    India    Revenue    Accounts,    21,    768 

Com.,  1271,  1282,   1288,  1300,  1320,  1324 

1347 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 

83,  86,  87 
Government  of  India,  Res.,  1133,  1140,  1142, 

1149 
Local   Government    (Scotland)    Bill,    Con., 

675,  576 
Military  Expenditure,  267 
Opium  Commission  Report,  31 
Railway  Construction,  1386 

France 

Fra  iu'o-Co)ujolc.se     Agreement,     Qs.     Sir    C. 

Dilke,  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Mr.   J.    W.   Lowther, 

Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey 

Avg  16,  1251 

References  to.  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  17, 
1467.  &c. 
Franco-Siamese     Question,     Q.    Mr.    J.    W. 

Lowther ;    A.  Sir   E.  Grey  Aug  10,  556  ; 

Qs.  Sir  R.  Temple,    Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;    As. 

Sir  E.  Grey  Avg  10,  569 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  7, 
1464,  &c. 
Uerz,  Br.  Cornelius,  Q.  Mr.  Scott-Montagu  ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  14,  998 
Sierra  Leone — Conflict  between  British  and 

French  Soldiers  at   Warina,   Qs.   Sir    E. 

Ashmead-Bartlett,   Mr.    J.    W.    Lowther; 

As.  Sir  E.  Grey  Avg  14,  994 

Franchise  and  Removal  of  Women's 
Disabilities  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Sir  C.  Dilke;  Read  1°  Avg  14,  1084 

Friendly  Societies  Registry 
Vote  for,  Au^  17,  1482 
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Friendly  Societies  Returns 

Q.  Mr.  Mactlona  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  9, 
473 

GARDNER,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Presideut 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Essex^ 
Saffron  Walden 

Board  of  Aj^riculture—Travelliiig  Inspectors, 

145 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation — Report,  470 
Chailey  Common,  258 
Deptford  Refrigerators,  247 
Diseases  of  Animals  Bill,  Com.,   877  ;    3R. 

1077,  1078 
Irish  Onlnance  Survey  StafE,  1256 

Mersey  Docks 
Cattle  Trade,  131 
Lairuges,  130 

Supply 
Agricultural  Education,  1562,  1553, 1654 
Boanl  of  Agriculture,  1546,  1547,  1649 
Swine  Fever,  1564 

Weather  Forecasts,  775 

Germany 

PrUon-Madti  Goods,  Importatlan  of,  Q. 
Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  16, 
1221 

Gibes,  Mr.  A.  G.  H.,  London 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
62,  53,  77,  103,  218,  219,  220,  381,  401 

GLADSTONE,  Right  Hon.  H.J.  (First 

Commissiouer  of  Works),  Leeds^  W, 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,   Con.,   112, 

404,  407,  408,  409 
House  of  Commons 
Ventilation,  257,  266,  667,  1880 
Water  Closets  off  Committee  Rooms— Water 
Supply,  559,  1386 
Houses  of  Pariiament — Electric  Lighting,  568 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St,  Pancrasy  S, 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
46,  66,  72,  75,  76,  81,  400,  403 

GoLDswoRTHY,  Major-Gcneral  W.  T., 
Hammersmith 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
212 

GosCHEN,  Right  Hon.G.  J.,  St,  George's^ 
Hanover  Square 

BuUding  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  113 

Business  of  the  House,  32 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Instr. 
to  Com.,  30  ;  Com.,  42,  44,  47,  59,  62,  67, 
70,  71,  72,  75,  77,  81,  83,  85,  86,  87,  89,  100, 
102,  106,  109,  111,  112,  188,  193,  207,  216, 
217,  373,  374,  375,  376,  378,  379,  389,  391, 
393,  397,  399  ;  el.  3,  400,  401,  402  ;  Con., 
780,  782,  784 

West  Highlan<l  Railway— Mallaig  Railway, 
147 


Government  Cotitracts 

Irish  Questions  (see  under  title  Ireland^ 
Metropolitan  Police  Boots^   Debate  on,  in 

Com.  of  Supply,  Aug  18,  1591,  &c. 
Print i fig    and    Fair    Wages     Resolution — 

Messrs.   Byre  and  Spottlswoode,   Q.    Mr. 

Woods;    A.   Sir   J.   T.    Hibbert   Aug    13, 

770 

Amendt.  and  Debate  in  Com.  of  Supply 
Aug  18,  1559,  &c. 
Stamps — Contract  of  Messrs.  Be  La,  Jluet 

Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1355 

Government  Farms ,  Wages  on 
Q.  Mr.  Everett ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  14, 
984 

Government  Property^  Rating  of 

Vote  for,  and  Behate  on,  Aug  17,  1397 

Government  Publications 

^^  Board  of  Trade  Journal  " — References  to, 
in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18,  1541,  &c. 

Government  Reports^  Documents^  and 
Blue  Rooks 

References  to,  \x\  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18, 
1572,  &c. 

Gran  BY,   Marquess   of,    Leicester  shire  j 
Melton 
River  Eye,  Pollution  of,  254 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Bailway 
Companies  Bill 

c.  Rea<l  30  Aug  8,  369 

Great    IVestern  and  Midland  Railway 
Compa>nies  Rill 
Qs."   Sir  A.   Rollit,    Sir  M.   H.   Beach,   Mr. 
Toralinson :  As.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  0,  481 

Gresham  University 
Commission  Report,  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  A.  Mr. 

Acland  Aug  9,  474 
Lau)  Faculty,   Q.   Mr.   Bartley ;  A.  Sir  W. 

Harcourt  Aug  10,  562 

GREY,  Sir  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  North' 
umherland^  Berwick 

Africa 

Anglo  -  Belgian        Agreement  —  Franco- 
Congolese  Agreement,  1252 

Ma<lagascar — Alleged  Outrages  on  British 
Indians.  447 

Nyaasa-Tanganyika    District,    Gunpowder 
in.  18 

Sierra  Leone  —  Conflict   between    French 
and  Bntish  Soldiers  at  Warina,  995 
America— United  States— Wilson  Tariff,  1386 
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Obey,  Sir  E.'-^ant. 

Balfour,  Jabez— Extradition  of,  479,  994 
Central  American "  Republics— British  Trade, 
1380 

Ohino-Japanese  War 

"  Kow  Shing,"  Sinking  of  the,  569 
Neutral  Vessels,  &c.,  144 

**  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  244 
Diplomatic  Service  and  the  Foreign  Office, 
555 

Egypt 

Nile  Reservoirs,  449 

Tokar  Tribesmen,  1242 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  556,  569 
JaiMin,  New  Treaty  with,  1239 
Supply— Foreign  Affairs,  U70.  1471,  1480 

Grimsby  Fisher  Lads 
Qs.  Mr.  Nussey,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;  As.  Mr. 
Bryce  Ati^  9,  465 

Grove,  Mr.  T.  N.  A.,  fVest  Ham,  N. 

Squalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Instr. 
to  Com.,  34,  35,  37 

Haldane,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Haddingtoik 

Mines  (Bight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  830 

flALSBURY,  Lord 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  930, 
936,  937,  93S 

Hamilton,  Lord  F.,  Tyrone,  N. 

Strabane  Voting  List,  1230 

Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Instr. 
to  Com.,  87  ;  Com.,  61,  108 

Hanbury,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 

Army  Reserve  Corps  Transport,  30 
Coldbath  Fields  Money  Order  Office,  20 
Cordite  for  Musketry  Practice,  559 
Cordite  Manufacture,  125 
Lytham  School  Charity,  141 

HARCOURT,  RittiiT  Hon.  Sir  W.  G. 
V.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
Derby 

Companies  an<l  The  Stamp  Act  (1891),  146 
Croftera'   Acte   Amendment    Bill,  563,   772. 

996 
Diseases  of   Animals  Bill,   Com.,  877  ;    3R , 

1079 
House  of   Jjords  and   the   Evicted   Tenants 

(Ireland)  Bill,  1391 
Law  Faculty  for  London  University,  562 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  253  ;  Com.,  801 


Hakcoubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  Y.^eant. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Honse,  32,  : 

146,  252,  269,  570 
Notice  of  Motion,  1151  ;  Res.,  1258,  I2( 

1267,  1268,  1269 
Statement,  777,  778,  779 

Payment  of  Members,  253 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Con.,  1076 

Scotland 
Crofters  and  Dog  Licences,  562 
Garve  and  Ullapool  Railway,  24 
West  Highland  Railway — Mallaig  Railw^ 
146,  147 

Supply 
Agricultural  Education,  1551 
Financial  Relations.  1557 
House  of  Commons    Kitchen  Committ 

1432 
House  of  Lords  Officers,  1426 
Nottingham  Execution,  1454 
Scotch  Votes,  1555,  1656 

Telephone  Companies  and  the  Govemme 
1251 


Hardie,  Mr.  J.  Eeir-,  West  Ham,  <$ 

Onlnance  Store  Department,  Woolwicl 
Wages,  &c.,  1383 

Supply 
Factory  Female  Inspectors,  1436 

Harrington,  Mr.  T.,  Dublin,  Harbo 
Customs  Outdoor  Officers,  246 

Ireland 
County  Court  Judges,  246 
Ex- Prison  Wanler  Barrett,  260 
Licensed  Restaurant  Facilities  in  Dubl 

140 
Prison  Administration,  Inquiry,  260 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill.  Cc 
150,  155,  156,  160,  164,  166,  173,  175.  1 
306,  354 

Hawkesbury,  Lord 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowi 
Powers)  Bill,  2R.,  1164 

Hayden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Hoscommon,  S. 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  Con„  1 
177 


Haymakers,  Attack  on  at  Barnet 

(See  IrUh  Ilaymnher*) 

Hayter,  Sir  A.  D.,  Walsall 

Diplomatic  Service,  555 

Healy,  Mr.  Thomas  J.,  Wexford,  N, 
Wexford  Grand  Jury,  138 
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Hbalt,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Louth,  N. 

Bnmness  of  the  House,  1152  ;  Res.,  1266 
Coiigesteil  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R., 

647 ;  Com.,  878 
Crown  Lands  Bill,  Re-com.,  114 
Onstoms  Outdoor  Otficers,  1234 
Diseases  of  Animals  Bill,   Com.,  877;  3R., 

1079 

Ireland 

Birr  Barracks  Scandal,  128 

Charitable  Bequests  Commissioners,  144 

Crime  in  (Jalway — Police  Protection,  457 

Oycling  Races,  Bookmakers  at,  453 

Erasmus  Smith's  Endowment,  147 

Evictions,  Number  of,  443 

Joint-Rated  Occupiers,  24 

Kilbride  Rifle  Range,  445 

Ijanded  Estates,  Sale  of,  445 

Local  Government  Board  Officials,  Religion 

of,  443 
Meath  (South)  Polling  Lists,  25,  241,  775, 

1234, 1391 
Military  Bands  at  Political  Gatherings,  553, 

1243 
Phoenix      Park      Constabulary      Depdt — 

Catholics  and  Protestants,  447 
Poachers  Shot  by  Gamekeepers  at  Derry, 

1230 
Police  and  Gun  Licences,  25 
Police     Barrack     Regulations — Peaceable 

Districts,  1382 
Police  Duty  in  Wexford,  1382 
Protestants  in  Dublin  Castle  Constabulary 

Office,  26 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  Force  Fund,  1382 
Strabane  Kat«  Collection  and  Voting  Lists, 

773,  1228,  1238,  1388 
Wexford  Grand  Jury,  132 

Irish    Haymakers,   Attack    on     at    Barnet, 

263,  987 
Irish  Land  and    Migration  Company,  775, 

1243 
liocal    Government    (Scotland)    Bill,  Con., 

417,  419,  420 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  365 
newspaper  Publications — Privileges    of  the 

House,  1258 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 

881 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Com.,  1350  ;  Con., 

1487 

Supply 

Holyhead  Harbour,  1393 
House  of  Lords  Officers,  1424,  1426 
Phoenix  Park,  &c,  1409, 1416 
Bating   of    Government    Property,    1403, 
1404 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  Con.,  150, 
152,  167,  168,  160,  161,  163,  165,  170, 171, 
172,  178,  179  ;  3R.,  274 

fiSATONy  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 
"  Board  of  Trade  Journal,*'  123 
Post  Office  Annual  Report,  16 
Pimt  Office  Insurance  Department,  &c.,  16 
Stnits  Settlements— Military   Contribution, 
6,  556,  766, 1388 
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Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H. — cojit. 

Joard  of  Trade  Journal,"  1541,  1543 
Commercial  and  Labour  Statistics  Depart- 
ment, 1537 

Telephone  Companies  and  the  Government, 
1249 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.,  Croydon 
Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Con.,  121 

Heritable  Securities  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Con.  in  Com.  (Re-com.)  and  Reported  ^w^  3, 
116 

Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  6,  228 
I.  Reml  1-  Avg  7,  237 

Read  2*  Aug  14,  979 

Com. ;  Reported,  &c.  Au^  16,  1215 

Rea*l  3%  and  passed  Aug  17,  1377 

HERSCHELL,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 
Aliens  Bill,  890 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.,   11  .".3; 

Com.,  1370,  1371,  1372 
Chimney  Sweepers  Bill,  3R.,  4 
Crown  Lands  Bill,  3R.,  1166 
Local  Government  (Scotland)    Bill,    Cnm., 

1183,  1188,  1206,  1207 
Marine  Insurance  Bill,  Pres.,  1367 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  2R.,  1166 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Com.,  117 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  920» 

928,  930,  931,  937,  938 

HerZy  Dr.  Cornelius 

Q.    Mr.     Scott-Montagu;     A.    Mr.    Asquith 
Aug  14,  998 

HIBBERT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  T. 
(Secretary  to  the  Treasury), 
Oldham 

Abstractor  Clerks,  140 

Bechuanaland  Railway  Contract,  460 

Civil     Servants    and    District    and    Parish 

Councils,  1237 
Crown  Lands  Bill,  Re-com.,  113 
Customs  Outdoor  Officers,  9,  246,  1234 
Customs  Service — Promotion,  994 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  130 
Excise  Appointments— Age  of  Qualifiction, 

10 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill,  Com.,  Iu81 
Farnham  Tithe  Dispute,  992 
Friendly  Societies  Returns,  473 
Government  Farms,  Wages  on,  984 
Government  Printing  Contracts — Fair  Wages 

Resolution,  771 
House     of     Commons    Committee    Rooms, 

Water  Closets  off— Water  Supply,  766,  993 
House  of  Commons  Ventilation,  768 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  1236 
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HlBBERT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  T.-^-cotU. 
Ireland 
B()ar(i  of  Works  Loans — Case  of  J.  Meara, 

455 
Cycling  Races,  Bookmakers  at,  454 
Government  Contracts  and  Trade  Union 

Wages,  245 
Killucan  Medical  Officer,  451 
Killybegs  Pier,  240 
Labourers'  Act  Loan  to  Listowel,  137 
Lough  Erne  Drainage,  475 
Lough  Key  Floods,  441 

New  Forest,  Cricket  in,  29 
Nonconformists,  State  Grants  to,  477 
Parliamentary  Select  Committee  Evidence, 

Indexes  to,  1231 
Royal  Commissions,  Costs  of,  239 

Supply 
House  of  Commons  Clerks,  1432 
House  of  Lords  Officers,  1424 
Parliamentary  Papers,  1432 
Printing  Contracts — Trade  Union  Wages, 

&c.,  1564,  1579,  1681 
Public  Works  and  Buildings  in  Ireland, 

1414,  1415,  1417 
Quarantine  System,  1482 
Railways,  Ireland,  1420,  1421,  1422,  1423 
Rating   of    Government    Property,    1404, 

1406,  1407,  1408,  1409 
Salmon  Fishing  Licences,  1686,  1587 
Scotch  Votes,  1555 
Stationery  Tenders,  1581 
Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues  Office, 

1582 

HoARE,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Cambridge,  Chester- 

t07l 

Weather  Forecasts,  774 

HoGAN,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Tipper ary,  Mid. 

"  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  244 
Fiji— Native  Outbreak.  201 

Holland,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Salford,  N, 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1325 

HOME  OFFICE 

Secretary  of  State — Mr.  AsQUITH 

Under  Secretary    of    State — Mr.   G.  W.  B. 

Russell 
Clerks  and  OfficluU,  References  to,  in  Debate 

on  Supply,  Aug  17,  1437,  1439,  kc. 
Vote  for,  and  Debate  on,  Aug  17,  1434 
(See  under  title  Law  and  Justice  and  Police, 

&c.) 

Hong  Kong 
Plague,  Q.   Mr.   Webster;   A.    Mr.   Woodall 
Aug  16.  1224 

Hope,  Captain  T.,  Linlithgow 

Barry  Links,  463 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  422, 
425,  488,  615,  527,  546,  570,  617 


Hopwood,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Lancashire^  S,E»f 
Middleton 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  227» 
403,  405 

Court  of  Criminal  Appeal,  998 

Excise  Appointments — ^Age  of  Qualifica- 
tion, 9 

Small- Pox  at  Coventry,  997 

Vaccination — London  Constables,  9 

Horses 

Cruelty  to  Van  Horses  in  London,  Qs.  Cap- 
tain Donelan,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson  ;  As. 
Mr.  Asquith  Aug  3,  15 

HouLDSWORTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manchestery 

N.W. 
East  India    Revenue  Accounts,  768 ;  Com., 
1312 


House    oj     Commons    and    House    oj 
Lords  (see  under  Parliament) 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Bor- 
rowing  Powers)  Bill 

c.  2R.  deferred  Aug  3,  116  ;  Aug  7,  366 

Read  2°  Aug  9,  548 

Con.    in    Com. ;    Reported ;    Read    3',    and 
passed  Au^  10,  650 
I.  Read  !•  Aug  13,  756 

Read2*^?/|7  16,  1164 

Cora. ;  Reported  Aug  17,  1377 

Housing    of   the     Working'  Classes — 
Standing  Order  183a 

Qs.    Mr.    Stuart- Wortley ;    As.  Mr.    Shaw- 
Lefevre  Aug  7,  255 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)!Bill,«Con.,  112 
Daniel's  Charity,  Swanscombe,  142 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 

75 
London  Parochial  Charities,  142 

HowTH,  Lord 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  942 

HoziER,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkshire,  S. 

Business  of  the  House,  32,  33,  479 

Central  American  Republics— British  Trade, 

1379 
Local  Government    (Scotland)    Bill,    Con., 

498,  503,  607,  612,  620,  521,  521,  530,  684. 

589,  609,  618,  623,  634 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors,  14 
Quarries  Bill,  2R.,  647 
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Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  403, 
409 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
48,  49,  63,  74,  81,  88,  102,  107,  388,  393. 
398 

Public  Buildings  (London)  Bill,  Con.,  427 


Hu3iPHREY8-OwEN,  Mr.   A.  C,  Mont' 
g ornery  Co, 

Supply— Light  Railways,  1422 

HuNTLY,  Marquess  of 

Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Provisional 

Ortler  (No.  2)  Bill,  3R.,  892 
Iiocal  Government    (Scotland)   Bill,    Com., 

1168,  1169,  1174,  1175,  1185,  1187,    1190, 

1197,  1201,  1202,  1209,1210 

Income   Tax  (see  under  title   Customs^ 
Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue) 

IHDIA 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb 

Under  Secretary  of  State— Lord  Reay 
Army 

Expenditure,   Q.   Sir    D.   Macfarlane ;    A. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Att^  7,  266 

Officen'    DehU,  Q.    Mr.    Field;    A.    Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler  Ang  7,  266 
Behar  CadnKtral  Survey,  Q.  Mr.  Knatchbull- 

Hugessen  ;  A.  Mr.   H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  13, 

763 
Bombay  and    Aden    Mail    Ojfficerst^   Q.    Sir 

W.   Wedderburn ;  A.   Mr.    H.   H.   Fowler 

Aug  9,  476 
Budget  (see  sub-heading  Revenue  Accounts^ 
Bulwant  Rao  Bute,  Qs.  Mr.  Weir  ;  As.  Mr. 

H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  7,  269  ;  Aug  16,  1247 
Oovernnient  of  India — Debate  on,   Aug  14, 

1047  ;  Aug  15,  1085 
Opium  Conuninjtutn  R^j^ort-,  Q.  and  Obs.  Lord 

Balfour  of  Burleigh.  Lord  Brassey  Aitg  3, 

1 ;  Q.  Mr.  Talbot ;  A.  Mr.  H.   H.  Fowler 

Aug  3,  31 
Bailway  Constrttetion^  Q.  Sir  R.  Temple ;  A, 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  17,  1385 

Bevenue  Accountit,  Q;  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  A.  Mr- 
H.  H.  Fowler  Aug  3,  20 ;  Qs.  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Sir  W.  Houldsworth,  Mr. 
Tomlinson ;  As.  Mr.  H.  iH.  Fowler 
Aug  13,  768 
Order  for  Com. ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
and  Debate  a<ljourned  Aug  14,  1047  ; 
Debate  resumed  Aug  15, 1085  ;  Amendt. 
withdrawn,  R.P., ;  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  16, 
1271  ;  Report  Aug  17,  1488 

InduBtrial  Schools  Bill 

h  Boyal  Assent  Aug  17 

Inland    Revenue   (see   under    Customs^ 
Excise f  and  Inland  Revenue) 


lEELAND 

Lonl  Lieutenant— Lord  Houghton 

Chief  Secretary— Mr.  J.  Morley 
Agricultural   Clasa  Bookjf,  Q.  Mr.  Ffrench ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9,  458 
Armagh — Attoirk  on  Presbyterian  Children, 

Qs.   Mr.  Barton,   Mr.  Ross ;    As.    Mr.   J. 

Morley  ^lw</  10,  568 

Army 
Bandit  at  Political  Meetings,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy;    A.    Mr.    Campbell- Bannerman 
Aug  10,  558 ;  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Flynn  ;  As.  Mr.  Wootlall  Aug  16,  1243 
Birr  Barrachs  Scandal,   Qs.    Mr.   Webb, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healv,  Mr.  Dodd ;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  Aug  6,  127 
Dublin    Main  Drainage    Scheme — Pigeon 
House  Fort,  ^v.,  Q.    Mr.  Ross ;   A.   Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Aug  9,  448  ;  Qs. 
Mr.   Ross ;  As.   Mr.   Woodall    Aug    13, 
761  ;  Aug  16.  1241 
KUhridc  Rifle  Range,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,. 
^Ir.  Clancy  ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man Aug  9,445 
Bally  more  Kuxtacc  Church,  Breahlng  into, 
Q.  Mr.   W.   Johnston;   A.   Mr.  J.  Morley 
Aug  7,  242 
Banking,  Railway,  and  Shipping  Statistics, 

Copy  pres.  Aug  10,  651 
Bankruptcy  Court,  Dublin — Alleged  Perjury 
in,    Q.    and    Obs.    Lonl   Cloncurry,  Lord 
Monksweli  Aug  17,  1373 
Board    of    Works    Loans  —  Case    of  John 
Meara,  Qs.  Mr.  Sexton,  Major  Rasch  ;   As, 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  9,  454 
Boycottinq     Colonel    O'Callaghan,    Q.    Mr. 
Macartney  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  17, 1381 
Chunnel  Fleets  Visit    to    Ireland,   Qs.   Mr. 
Ross,   Mr.  Mains ;   As.  Mr.  E.  Robertson 
Aug  3, 29  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Ross,  Captain  Donelan  ; 
As.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug  16,  1236 

Charitable  Bequests 

Commi)0(ionenf,  Qs.  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  Aug  6,  143 

Erasmus  Smith's  Charity  (see  under  sub- 
heading Education} 

Investments,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  Aug  9,  462 

Clanricarde  Estate 

Crime  in  Galway  and  Police  Protection, 
Qs.  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Ross,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  :  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9, 
456 

Congested  Distrusts  Board,  Q.   Mr.   Crean  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  6,  133 
Mr.  Tottenham'^   Offer,  Q.  Mr.  TuUy  ;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9,  441 

Constabulary  (see  sub-heading  Police') 
County  Court  Judges,  Q.  Mr.  Harrington  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  7,  246 
Crops,  Condition  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  A.  J. 

Balfour ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  16,  1246 
Curtin,  Mr.  Fergus,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr, 

J.  Morley  Aug  10,  566 
Cycling  Races,  Bookmakers  at,  Qs.  Mr.  T. 

M.  Healy,  Mr.  W.  Johnston  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert  Aug  9,  453 
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DoTiegal  Voters'  LUt,  Q.  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  A. 
Mr.  J,  Morley  Aug  9,  461 

Drainage—Stick  Drainage,  Jj'^.j  References 
to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  17,  1416,  &c. 

Dublin  Castle  Constabulary  Office  (tee 
sub-heading  Police) 

Dublin  Drainage  Schema  (see  under  sub- 
heading Army) 

Education 
Agricultural  Class  Boohs,  Q.  Mr.  Ffrench  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9.  458 
Cam   Schvol,  Q.   Mr.  Sexton ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aug  10,  567 
Erasmus  Smith's  Endowment^  Q.   Mr.    T. 

M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  6, 147 
Irish    Lafigvage    in    Schools^  Q.  Captain 

Donelan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9,  451 
Killuran  Schoolhouse,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  19 
Lfnghlinbridge    Xational  School,  Qs.  Dr. 

Kenny,   Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aug  10,  565 
Bssult  Fees,  Q.  Captain  Donelan  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  Aug  9,  453 
Teachers'  Incomes,  Qs.  Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Au^  13,  769 

Evict  Imis 

County  Limerick,  Q.  Mr.  Macartney ;  A* 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  ^,1 
Farms  and  the   National  Federation,  Q. 

and    Obs.    Earl    of    Courtown,    Lord 

Monkswell  Aug  17,  1366 
Number    of,  Qs.   Mr.  T.    M.   Healy,  Mr. 

T.  W.  Russell.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Mr. 

Bartley  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  A^ig  9,  443 
Police — Colts  Gr(tzing  on  Evicted  Farms, 

Qs.  Mr.  Fly  11 11,  Mr.  Ross,  Mr.  Macartney  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  16,  1233 

Gal  way,  Crime  in — Police  Protection  07i  the 

CUinrlcarde  Estate,  Qs.  Mr.  Sexton,    Mr. 

Knox,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Ross ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  Aug  9,  456 
Gort     Hurling     Club     Band,    Q.    ,Mr.     VV. 

Abraham  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  6,  137 
Government  Contracts — Trade  Union  Wages, 

Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  7, 245 
Green     Street      Court     House,     Dublin  — 

References    to,    in     Debate    on     Supply, 

Aug  17,  1412,  &;c. 
Gun  Licciwes — J.    T.  Staunton,  Q.  Captain 

Donelan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  13,  774 
Gun  Licences  ^Police,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  25 
High  Sheriffs'  Appointments,  Qs.  Mr.  Mains, 

Mr.  Carson  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  7,  247  ; 

Qs.   Mr.   Mains,   Mr.   T.    W.  Russell,  Mr. 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Carson  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Aug  9,  471 
Industrials  for    Leitrim — Mr.    Tottenliam's 

Offer,   Q.   Mr.   Crean ;  A.  Mr,  J.   Morley 

Aug  6, 133 
Irish  Language  in  Schools  (see  under  sub- 
heading Education) 
Joint-Rated  Occupiers,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  24 
Killucan     Medical      Officer,     Q.      Captain 

Donelan  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  9,  451 
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KUlybegs  Pier,  Qs.  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 

As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  7,  240 
Labourers'   Act   Loan  to   Listowel.   Q.   Mr. 

Sexton  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  6,  137 

Labourers'  Cottages 
Ballina,  Q.  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aug  6,  140 
Coleraine,   Q.   Mr.   M'Gilligan  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aug  3,  11 
Edenderry,   Qs.   Mr.  Kennedy  ;  As.  Mr.  J, 

Morley  Aug  14,  981  ;  \ug  16, 1226 
Emly,    Q.    Mr.    Mandeville ;    A.    Mr.    J. 

Morley  Aug  9,  453 
Strabane,  Q.  Mr.   A.  O'Connor  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aug  6,  127 

Laml    Acts  Select   Committee — PublicatvyM 

in  "  The  Times,*'  Qs.  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T. 

M.    Healy;     As.    Mr.    Speaker,    Mr.    J. 

Morley  Aug  16,  1257 
Land' Grabbing  Denunciation  —  County  Bof 

common,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr.  Bodkin  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  13,  769 
Landed  Estates,  Sale  of,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9,  445 
Licensed    Bestaurant   Facilities  in   Dublin, 

Qs.  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  T.   W.   Russell,   Mr. 

Harrington  j  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  6,  139 
Local     Government     Board     Officiali,    Ber 

ligkm  of,  Q.  Mr.  T.   M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J- 

Morley  Aug  9,443 
Lough  Erne  Drainage,  Q.    Mr.  Ross  ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  9,  476 
Limgh  Key  Floods,  Q.  Mr.  Tully  ;  A.  Sir  J. 

T.  Hibbert  Aug  9,  440 

Magistracy 
Dillon,   Dr.,  Q.   Mr.    Maguire ;  A.    Mr.   J. 

Morley  Aug  H'y,  125.') 
Fermanagh,  Q.  Mr.  M'Gilligau  ;  A.    Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aug  7,  244 
Gun  Licences  (see  that  sub-heading) 
Kerry — Catholic   Magistrates,   Q.     Mr.    D. 

Sullivan  ;  A.    Mr.    J.    Morley   Aug    16, 

1227 
O'Callaghan,  Colonel.  Q.  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  6,  128 
Portuinna — Residence  of  Resident  Magi*- 

tratfx,  Qs.  Mr.  8extou.  Mr.  T.  \V.  Russell  ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  U,  457 
Wickloir — Catholic   Magistrates,  Q.  Mr.  J. 

O'Connor  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  16,  1240 

Malicious   Burning   in    Fermanagh,    Q.    Mr. 

M'Gilligan  :  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  7,  243 
Mayo  County.  New  Road,  Q.   Mr.   Clancy; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  17,  13S3 
Meath    ^South)  Polling  Lists,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M. 

Healy;    As.    Mr.    J.    Morley  ^w^    3,    26; 

Aug    7,  241  ;    Qs.    Mr.   T.  M.   Healy,    Mr. 

Dodd;  As.    Mr.  J.   Morley   Aug   13,   775; 

Qs.  Mr    T.  M.  Healv ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Aug  16,  1234  ;  Aug  17,  1391 

Migration  Company,  Qh.   Mr.  T.  M.  Healy; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Moiloy  Aug  13,  775  ;  Aug  16, 1243 
National  Federati^m  and  Evicted  Farms,  Q. 

and  Obs.  Earl  of  Courtown,  Lord  Monkswell 

Aug  17,  1366 
National  Gallery,  Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1355 

[cfmt. 
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aCallaghan,  Colonely  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Retimond  ; 
As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  6,  128;  Q.  Mr. 
Macartney ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Atw  17, 
1381 

Ordnance  Survey  Staff,  Q.  Mr.  Field. ;  A.  Mr. 

Gardner  Aug  16,  125H 
Pembroke  Townjthip,  Q.  Mr.  Field:  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  vltt^  3,  10 

Phmnix  Park 
Bottktnakrrn  at   Cycling  Rnre*.  Qs.  Mr.  T. 

M.  Healy,  Mr.  W.  Johnston  ;  As.  Sir  J. 

T.  Hibbert  Aug  9.  453 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supnlu,  Aug  17. 

1409,  &c. 

Pigei^n  Ilau^e  Fort  (see  under  sub-headinj^ 

Army') 
Poachers  8h}t  by  (ramcheepers  at  Derry,  Q. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy :  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Avg  16, 

1230 

Police 

Asnlgtatwe    to   a   "  PUuUer,''    Q.    Dr.    D. 

Ambrose  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  13,  757 
Barrack  Regulatinnjt  ^PeacenhU'  DUtricts, 

Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;   A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

^«5rl7,  1382 
Barracks  in  Tipperary,  Q.  Mr.  Mandeville ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Avg  16,  1232 
Clash  more  Barracks,  Q.  Captain  Donelan  : 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Avg  l.S,  773 
Dublin  CaHle  Constabulary  Office,  Protes- 
tants   in,  Qs.    Mr.   T.    M.    Healy,   Mr. 

Darling,    Mr.    Tomliuson ;    As.    Mr.   J. 

Morley  Aug  3.  26 
Ecirted  Farms,  Colts  Grazing  on,  Qs.  Mr. 

Flynn,    Mr.   Ross,   Mr.   Macartney ;  As. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  16, 1233 
Gort    Hurling    Clvb    Barid,    Q.   Mr.  W. 

Abraham  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  ^?///  G,  137 
Gun  Licences,  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healv  :  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  Av^  3,  25 
Pheenix     Park     Depot— Cathelirs     and 

Protestants,   Qs.   Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 

W.  Johnston  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Au^  9, 

44T 
Protection — Clanricardc    Estate,  Qs.  Mr. 

Sexton,   Mr.   Knox,   Mr.  T.   M.   Healy, 

Mr.  Ross  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9,  456 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  Force  Fund,  Q. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;    A.   Mr.  J.   Morley 

Aug  17,  1382 
Wexford — Duty  on  the  Brook  Estate,  Q. 

Mr.  T.  M.    Healy;  A.   Mr.   J.   Morley 

Aug  17,  1382 

Political  Gatherings  and  Military  Bands, 
Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Aug  10.  553  ;  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Flynn;  As.  Mr.  Woodall 
Aug  16.  1243 

Poor  Law 
Inmates  in  Workh4juses,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  8 
Irregularities    in    Workhouses,    Q.     Mr. 

Mains ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9,  471 
Joint-Rated     Occupiers,    Q.    Mr.    T.    M. 

Healy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  3,  24 
KiUucan    Medical     Officer,    Q.    Captain 

Donelan ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  9, 

461 

lcont» 


TRELAND^-conU 
Poir  Law — cont. 

Strabane  Rate  Collection  and  Voting  Lists 

(see  that  sub-heading) 
Stradone  Medical  Officer,  Q.  Dr.  Kenny ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  6,  138 

Post  Office 

Ballygurteen,  Q.   Mr.   Field ;   A.   Mr.   A. 

Morley  Aug  7,  249 
Belfast    Sorting    Staff,    Q.    Mr.    Arnold- 

Forster;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  13,  760 
Clare  County  Mail   Cart  Service,  Q.  Mr. 

W.  Redmond  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  7, 

250 
Dublin  Telegraphists,  Qs.  Mr.  Sweetman  ; 

As.  Mr.  A.  Morlev  Aug  3,  11  ;    Aug  7, 

250;  Aug{),i6(i  ' 
ynv  Ross,   Q.   Mr.   Ffrench ;    A.   Mr.   A. 

Morley  Avg  7,  244 
Stoneyford   Post  mastership,  Q.  Mr.  Web- 
ster ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Atig  9,  442 
Telegraphist  It'  Special   Allowayices,  Q.  Mr. 

Sweetman  ;   A.  Mr.  A.   Morley  Aug  9, 

466 
Tipperary    Tel r graph     Facilities,    Q.    Mr. 

Mandeville;   A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  16, 

1231 

Presbyterian  Children.  Attack  on  at 
Armagh,  Qs.  Mr.  Barton,  Mr.  Ross  ;  As. 
Mr.  J.'  Morley  Aug  10.  568 

Pri^07is 

Administration  Itu/uiry.  Q.  Mr.  Harring- 
ton ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  7,  2tJ0 

Ew-Prijton  Warder  Barrett,  Q.  Mr.  Har- 
rington ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  7,  260 

Protestantx  and  Roman  Catholics  in  Govern- 
ment Departments  (see  under  sub-headings 
Police  and  Local  (fortrnmcnt  Board) 

Raihcays 

Consignment  Xotcx,  Q.  Mr.  Clancy;  A.  Mr. 

Bryce  Aug  9.  446 
Galway   and    Clifden — References  to,   in 

Debate  on  Supphj.  Aug  17,  1420,  &c. 
Level     Crox.ungs — Belfast     and    ^County 

Down  Railiray,  Q.  Mr.  Rentoul ;  A.  Mr. 

Bryce  Avg  13,  769 
Rates  at  Boyle,  Q.   Mr.  Bodkin  ;    A.  Mr. 

Bryce  Avg  13,762 
Throvgh    Rates,  Q.   Mr.   Clancy  ;   A.  Mr. 

Bryce  Avg  9,  446 

Registration  of  Titles,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Johnston, 
Mr.  Carson,  Mr.  Ross  :  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
Aug  3,  6 

Strabane  Voting  Lixts  and  Rate  (Collection, 
Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healv :  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
Aug  l.S,  773  ;  Aug  i6, 1238  :  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy.  Commander  Bethell,  Mr.  Ross^ 
Lord  F.  Hamilton  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
Avg  16.  1228  :  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy.  Mr. 
Bartley  ;  As.  Mr.  Speaker  Aug  17,  1388 

Stradone  (jCataji)  Medical  Officer,  Q.  Dr. 
Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  6,  138 

Strokestown  Medical  Officer,  Q.  Mr.  Maguire  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  16,  1255 

Supply  (see  under  that  title) 

Training  Ships — Visit  to  Ireland,  Qs.  Mr* 
Ross,  Captain  Donelan ;  As.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  Aug  16, 1236 
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WaUhy  Hannah^  Case  of,  Q.  Mr.  Macartney; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  16,  1235 
Wegtmeath  Begidry — Printing  Contracts,  Q. 

Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;'  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  9, 

436 
Wexford   Grand    Jury,    Qs.    Mr.    Ffrench, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  T.  Healy;  As.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  Aug  6,  132  ;  Q.  Mr.  Ffrench  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Atig  9,  459 

Irish  Edncation  Bill 

n.  Withdrawn  Aug  9,  548 

hnsh  Haymakers^  Attack  on  at  Barnet 

Qs.  Mr.  Weir,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

As.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  7,  261  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Weir, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  A^ig  14, 

985 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  W.,   Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
201 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  813,  838, 
839,  1021,  1029,  1044 

Jackson,  Right  Hon.  W.  L.,  Leeds^  N, 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  407 

Japan 

Cliin^'Japanete  War  (see  that  title) 
New  Treaty,  Q.  Sir  T.  Sutherland;  A.  Sir 
E.  Grey  Av^  16,  1239 

Jeffreys,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants,  Basingstoke 

Farnham  Tithe  Dispute,  992 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 

Ireland 
Ballymore     Eustace     Church,    Breaking 

into,  242 
Cycling  Races,  Bookmakers  at,  454 
Phoenix      Park      Constabulary      Depot- 
Catholics  and  Protestants,  448 
Registration  of  Titles,  6 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  633 
Straits   Settlements — Military  Contribution, 
6,  556 

JoiCEY,    Mr.    J.,    Durham,   Chester-le- 
Street 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  804,  1004, 
1005,  1010,  1042,  1046 

fJoNES,  Major  E.  R.,  Carmarthen,  ^c. 

Bunker  Coals,  1385 

Lightships,  Electrical  Communication  with, 

23 
Supply — Agricultural  Education,  1552 
Trade  Dispute  and  the  Police  in  Wales,  22 
Wilson  Tariff,  1384 


Jones,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Gloucester,  Stroud 
Thames  and  Severn  Canal,  979 

Jones,  Mr.  E.  H. 
Supply—"  Board  of  Trade  Journal,"  1542 

Judicial  Statistics  (England  and 
Wales) 

Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1355 

Juries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Ross  ;  Read  1*  Aug  7,  368 

Read  2<'  Aug  14,  1084 

Con.  in  Com.  and  Reported;  Read  3%  and 
passed  Au^  15, 1151 
L  Read  1*  Aug  16,  1215 

Read2»^v^  17,  1376 

KAY  -  SHUTTLEWORTH,  Right 
Hon.  Sir  U.  J.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lanca  shire  y    CI  it  her  oe 

«Benbow,"H.M.S.,  1381 
Channel  Fleet,  1237 
Marksmen — Pay,  &c.,  468 
Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers,  999 
Training  Ships  for    Scotland   and    Ireland, 
1237,  1386 

Keay,  Mr.  J.  Seymoar,  Elgin  and 
yiaif^ 

India,  Government  of.  Res.,  1111,  1115,  1116, 

1120,1127 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  541 

Kennedy,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Kildare,  N. 

Edenderry  Labourers'  Cottages,  981,  1226 

Kenny,    Dr.   J.    E.,    Dublin,     College 

Green 

Ireland 
Charitable  Bequests  Commissioners,  143 
Leighlin bridge  National  School,  565 
Licensed   Restaurant  Facilities  in   Dublin, 

139 
Stradone  Medical  Officer,  138 

National  Gallery— Return,  Res.,  33 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  Con.,  177 

Kbnny,  Mr.  W.,  Duhli7i,  St.  Stepheii^s 
Green 

Land- Grabbing  Denunciation  in  County  Ros- 
common, 769 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill — Sub- 
Tenants,  248 

KiLMOREY,  Earl  of 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  948 
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KiMBEB,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
45,  71,  82,  100,  106,  187,  202,  204,  223,  224, 
371,373,401;  New  cZ.,  402 

KIMBERLEY,  Eael  of  (Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs) 
Business  of  the  House,  118 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  {House 
of  Commons)  Select  Com.  (see 
under  Parliament — Commons) 

KiTSON,  Sir  J.,  York,  W.R.,  Colne 
Valley 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1308 

Knatchbull-Hugessen,    Mr.    H.   T., 
Kent,  Faversham 
Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  763 
Nile  Reservoirs,  449 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  792 

Kkox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W. 

Bechuanaland  Railway  Contract,  450 
British  South  Africa  Company,  450 

Ireland 
Crime  in  Galway,  457 
Teachers'  Pensions,  759 

Ltobour  Department 

Coal  Strike  in  Scotland^  Q.  Mr.  Crawford  ; 

A.  Mr.  Bryce.^?^^  10,  564 
Factory  Tnspecto-rs — References  to,  in  Debate 

on  Supply,  Aug  17,  1434,  &c. 
Government    Farnig^     Wage*    on^    Q.     Mr, 

Everett ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  14,  984 
Oovemment  PritUing  Contracts  (see  under 

title  QoverumiitU  CniUractif) 
Mines  (see  that  title) 

Naval  EstablUhments  (see  under  title  Nary) 
Railway  ServarUs  (see  title  Railways) 

Labourers^  Cottages  in  Ireland  (see 
under  Ireland) 

Z^and  Question  in  Ireland  (see  under 
Ireland) 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill 

^».  Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  Aug  9,  549 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  725, 
726 

Larceny  Act  Amendment  Bill 

/?.  Withdrawn  Aug  13,  888 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  AND  POLICE 

Balfour^  Jabez  (see  that  title) 

Cri/ninal  Appeal^  Court  of^  Q.  Mr.  Hopwood  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  14,  998 — References 
to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  17,  1445, 
&c. 

First  Offenders,  Treatment  of,  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  16,  1225 
Ilerz,  Dr.  Cornelius,  Q.  Mr.  Scott-Montagu  ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  U,  998 
Irijfh  Haymakers,  Attack  on  at  Barnet^  Q«. 

Mr.  Weir,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

As.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  7, 261  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Weir, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  14, 

985 
Judicial  Statistics  (^England  and     Wales), 

Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1355 
Law  Faculty  for  London  University,  Q.  Mr. 

Bartley  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Aug  10,  562 
Leigh,  Alleged   Wrongful  Imprisonment  at, 

Q.  Mr.  Woods  ;   A.   Mr.  Asquith  Aug  13, 

764 

Mag  iM  rates 

Chairmen    of   DUtrict    Councils,    Q.  Mr, 
Rankin  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  3,  5 

Nottingham    Fxecution—B.eteTences   to,    in 
Debate  on  Sujfply,  Aug  17,  1445,  kc. 

Police 

Metropolitan  Police  Boots — References  to, 

in  Debate  on  Sujtply,  Au^  18,  1591,  &c. 
Metropolitan  Police — Re-Vaccifiationf   Q. 

Mr.  Hopwood ;   A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  3,  9 
Warwickshire  Ex-Chicf  CouKtahle,  Q.  Mr. 

Cobb ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  13,  761 
Wig  an   Public  Meetings,  Q.   Mr.  Woods; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  13,  770 

Prisons,  Convict  (^England,  Sf'c),  Copy  pres. 

Aug  16,  1355 
Prisons  (^England  and    Wales),  Copy  pres. 

Aug  16,  1355 

Wales 
Cardiganshire    Chief  Constable  and  Mr, 

Lewis,  Q.  Mr.  Griifith-Boscawen ;  A.  Mr. 

Asquith  Aug  3,  27 
CuUiford,  Emily— Case  of  Q.  Mr.  Bumie  ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  14,  1000 
Trade  Dispute  and  the  Police,    Qs.    Mr. 

Randell,  Major  Jones  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith 

Aug  3,  21 

Lawson,   Mr.   H.   L.    W.,    Gloucester, 
Cirencester 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com. 

34 
Horses— Cruelty  to  Van  Horses  in  London,  16 


LEFEVRE,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  SHAW- 
(President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board),  Bradford,  Central 

Ashton-Under-Lyme  Sewage  Scheme,  993 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  428» 
479  ;  Instr.  to  Com.,  36, 37, 39  ;  Com.,  cl.  1, 
43,  47,  53,  61,  67,  70,  71,  74,  76,  77,  79,  82, 
95,  97,  98,  99,  100,  101,  106,  107,  109,  110 
111,  112,  180,  184,  187,  191,  192,  194,  198^ 
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Lefbvbe,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw cont. 

Ivjualisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill — cont. 

212,  214,  217,  221,  222,  224,  373,  375,  376, 

:i78,  379,  382,  38H,  393,  396,  397,  398,  399 ; 

./.  3,  4U0,  401  ;  yew  eU.,  402,   403  ;  Con., 

779,  781,  782,  783,  784 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Borrowing 

Powers)  Bill,  2R.,  866 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes — Standing 

Order  No.  183a,  266 
Pauper  District  Schools— Lady  Insixjctors,  31 
Pauper  School  Children  Inquiry,  478 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  795 
River  Eye,  Pollution  of,  254 
River  Ffrwd,  Drowning  in,  758 
Supply— Poor  Law  Inspectors  in  Wales,  1658 
Tuberculosis  Commission  Report,  767 
Unification  of  Loudon  Report,  1251 
West  London  Schools  District,  31 

Legh,  Mr.  T.  W.,    Lancashire,  S.W., 
Newton 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  805,  815, 
810,  855 

Leighton,       Mr.       S.,       Shropshire^ 
Oswestry 

Royal  Commissions,  Cost  of,  239 

Lewis,  Mr.  J.  Herbert,  Flint,  ^c. 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1269 
Supply 

.Aj^ricultural  Education,  1551 

W()(xls  and  Forests,  1582,  1585 

Licejising 

*' Jl(dl  by  tht  Sea,"  Margate — Exte^ntkm  of 
Licence,  Q.  Mr.  Cobb  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
Aug  10,  5.50 

Lifehoats 

Amendt.  and  Debate  in  Com.  of  Supply, 
Aug  18,  1528,  &c. 

Life- Saving  Apparatus 

Q.  ^Ir.  Luttrell ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  7,  238 

Light  Dues,  Committee  on 

Q5.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach,  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Sir 
A.  Kollit  ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  10,  560  ;  Q. 
Sir  M.  H.  Beach ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  14, 
'Jill 

Lighthouses 

Scotch  (Jfuesthmis  (see  under  title  Scotland) 
References  to.  in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18, 

1543,  &c. 
Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  17,  1392 

Light  Railways  (England  and  Wales) 
BUI 

c,  Intro.,  Major  Rasch  ;  Read  P  -4//^^3,  116 


Lightships 

Electrieal    CommunieatUm    wHh^  Q.   Major 
Jones  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  $,  23 

Little,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Whitehaven 
Supply— South  port  Foreshores,  1540 

Liverpool  I^airages  (see  iiinler  Agritmi^ 
ture — Mersey  Docks) 

Lloyd-George,  Mr.  D.,  Carnarvon,  SfC^ 
Criccieth  Beach,  1254 
Supply 
Agricultural  Education  in  Wales,  &c.,  1550- 
Criccieth  Beach,  1634.  1540,  1541 
Light  Railways,  1422 
Poor  Law  Inspectors,  1658 
Woods  and   Forests   Commissioners,   1581, 
1584 

Lloyd,  Mr.  Wilson,  fVednesbury 

Tipton  Rifle  Range  Fatality,  1226 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  {Ireland^ 

[^Expenses^ 
c.  Order  for  Com.,  read  and  dischargeil  Aug  ISr 
888 

LOCAL  60VEENKENT  BOARD 

President— Mr.  8>haw«Lefevre 
Secretary— Sir  W.  Foster 

Axhton-undrr-Lynie   Sewage  Scheme,  Q.  Mr» 

Sidebotham  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  Aug  14» 

993 
Jlinuting  of  the    Working  Cltutgtw — Standing 

Order,  Xo.  lS3a,  Q.   Mr.  Stuart-Wortlcy  ;. 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lcfevre  Aug  7,  255 
Pauper  District  Schools  —  Lady  TnMpectorSy. 

Q.    Mr.    Talbot ;     A.    Mr.     Shaw-Lefevre 

Aug  3,  31 
Pauper  School  (Hiildren  —  Inquiry,  Qs.  Dr^ 

Fanjuhai-son,  Mr.    Do<ld  ;    As.    Mr.    Shaw- 

Lefevre  Aug  9,  478 
River    Eye,   Pollution   of    Q.    Marqness    of 

Gran  by  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  Aug  7,  254 
River  Ffrwd,  Drowning  in,  Q.  Mr.  D.  Thomas  ; 

A.  Mr.  Sha\v-Lefev«j  Aug  10,  578 
Small-Pojr  at    Coventry,    Q.   Mr.   Hop  wood  ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Foster  Au^  14.  9:»7 
Votefyr,  Con.  in  Com.  ^m^  18,  1.554 
West  Lifudon  School  District,  Q.  Mr.  Talbot ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  Aug  3,  31 

Local  Government    Provisional    Ordflr 
(No.  15)  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent  Aug  17 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  As   amended,    Con.,  and    Debate  adjomned 
Aug  S.  410:  Aug  9,  4«3 
Con. ;  lUyid  8°,  and  passed  Aug  10,  570 

[cani. 


Loe]  {  S  E  S  S  I  0 

Vol, 

Local  Oovemment  (^SeotlaufT)  Bill — cont. 
I.  Read  !•  Aug  13,  756 

Read  2*  Aug  14,  979 

Com.  and  Reported  An-g  16,  1166 

AmeDdti.  reported  Aug  17,  1358 

Local    Government     {Scotland)     \  Ex- 
penses] 
e.  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  7,  368 
Res.  reported  A^ig  8,  410 

Looomotiye  Threshing  Engines  Bill 

r.  Lords  Amendte.  con.,  and  agree<l  to  Aug  7, 

367 
/.  Royal  Assent  Avg  17 

London  (see  Metropolis) 

London    County    Council  (see   County 
Council) 

London  Connty  Council  (Tower  Bridge 
Southern  Approach)  Bill 

I.  Read  3",  with  Amendts.,  and  passed  Aug  7, 
229 


London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill 

e.  Lords  Amendts.  con.,  and  a^eed  to  Aug  18, 
1489 


London     University    Commission     (see 
Gresham) 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of 

Aliens  Bill,  889 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  740, 
745 

Long,    Mr.    W.    H.,    Liverpool^    West 
D%rhy 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
73,  76,  99.  213,  214,  216,  224 

Lothian,  Marquess  of 

Local  Goremment  (Scotland)  Bill,Com.,  1166, 
1171,1176,  1191,  1193,  1194,  1196,  1214; 
Report,  1360, 1361 

Lough,  Mr.  T.,  Islington^  W. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
79,  80,  91.  94,  103,  108,  204,  374,  391,  396 


Supply 
Print 


intin^  Contracts— Trade  Union  Wages, 
&c.,  1659,  1570 


N      18  9  4}  [Mae 

28. 

Lowther,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland^  Pen^ 
rith 

Anglo-Belgian  Agreement,  1252 
Copyhold  (Consolidation)  Bill,  Com.,  882 
Franco-Siamese  Question — Papers,  656 
Nyassa-Tanganyika    District,  Gunpowder  in, 

18 
Sierra  Leone — Conflict  between  French  and 

British  Soldiers  at  Warina,  995 

Supply 

Foreign  Affairs,  1464 

Metalliferous   Mines  Inspector — Mr.  Leek, 
1441 

LowTUEK,    Right    Hou.  James,  Kent^ 
Thanet 

Business  of  the  House,  570 
Police  Protection  in  Ireland,  457 

Lubbock,   Right  Hou.   Sir  J.,  London 
University 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Instr.  to 
Com..  39;  Com.,  51,  77,  93,  94,  186,  198, 
222,  226 

Lunacy  Commission 
Vote  for,  Aug  17,  1482 

LuTTRELL,   Mr.  H.  C.  F.,  Devofi,  Tavi- 
stock 
Life-Saving  Apparatus,  238 
Local  OoTcrnment  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  617 

Lytham  School  Charity 

Q.  Mr.  Hanbury;  A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson 
Aug  6,  141 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim^  S, 

Ireland 
Boycotting  Colonel  O'Callaghan,  1381 
Evictions  in  County  Limerick,  7 
Hannah  Walsh,  1235 

Supply — Agricultural  Education,  1552 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  1391 

Macdona,  Mr.  J.  C,  Southwark,  Bother- 
hithe 

Coopers'  Wages,  &c.,  at  Deptford,  989 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 

390 
Friendly  Societies'  Returns,  473 
H.M.8."Benbow,"  1381 
Promotion  in  the  Foot  Guards,  558 
St.  James's  School,  Bermondsey,  988 
Supply— Transvaal,  1608 

Macdonald,   Mr.    J.    A.   M.,     Tower 
HamletSy  Bow 

Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers,  999 
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Magfablane,  Sir  D.  H.,  Argyll 

Business  of  the  House,  32,  252,  269 
Great  Westeru  and  Midland  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  3R.,  370 
Indian  Military  Expenditure,  266 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  495 
Scotch  Fishermen's  Rights,  239 

Macgregor,  Dr.  D.,  Ifiverness- shire 

Business  of  the  House,  146,  252 

Crofters  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  563,  771,  996 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  491, 

521,  626,  631,  692,  609,  622,  630 
West  Highland  Railway — Mallaig  Railway* 

146 


Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal^  S, 

Ireland 
Donegal  Voters'  List,  451 
High  Sheriffs'  Appointments,  472 
Killybegs  Pier,  240 

McCarthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford^  N, 
Tenants  Arbitration    (Ireland)    Bill,   1390 ; 
3R.,  347,  348 

M*GiLLiGAN,  Mr.,  P.,  Fermanagh^  S. 

Ireland 
Fermanagh  Magistracy,  244 
Labourers'  Cottages — Coleraine  Union,  11 
Malicious  Burning  in  Fermanagh,  243 

M'Laren,    Mr.    C.    P.    B.,    Leicester^ 
Bosworth 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  859,  868 

McLarex,    Mr.    W.    S.    B.,    Cheshire^ 
Crewe 
Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bill,    Con., 
505,  514,  518 

Madagascar  {see  under  Africa) 

Maguire,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Clare,  fV. 

Strokestown  Medical  Officer,  1255 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  1255 

Mains,  Mr.  J.,  Donegal,  N, 

Ireland 
Channel  Fleet— Visit  to  Lough  Foyle,  29 
High  Sheriffs'  Appointments,  247,  471 
Workhouse  Irregularities,  471 

Mandeville,  Mr.  F.,  Tippcrarg,  S. 

Ireland 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Kmly,  453 
Police  Barracks,  Tipperary,  1232 
Tipperary  Telegraph  Facilities,  1231 


Margate--''  Hall    by    the  Sea  ''^Ex- 
tension of  Licence 
Q.  Mr.  Cobb ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  10,  550 

Maxine  Insurance  Bill 

/.  Pres.,  Lord  Herschell ;   Kead  1*  Aug  17,  1367 

Marking    of    Foreign     and     Colonial 
Produce  Select  Com. 

Copy  of  Report,  &c.  for  the  Commons  Aing  10, 
650;  Aug  13,  756 

Mashonaland  (jsee  under  Africa) 


Maxwell,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Dumfries-shire 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  423, 
487,  509,  518,  526,  530,  687,  592,  694,  695, 
696,  602,  605,  616 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,  Wtgton 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  Report,  469 
Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bill,    269; 
Con.,  521 


MELLOR,  Right  Hon  J.  W.  (Chairman 
of  Committees  and  Ways  and  Means, 
and  Deputy  Speaker),  Vorhy  fF./?., 
Sowerby 

Standing:  Orders,  Amendment  of,  1220 
Von  Roemer's  Resumption  of  British  Nation- 
ality Bill,  2R.,  1219 

{Rulings  as  Chairman  of  Committees 
and  Wags  and  Means) 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Con., 
41.  42,  43,  47,  49,  63,  76,  97,  98,  216, 
218,  374,  375,  391,  401,  402 

An  Amendment  to  negative  the  whole 
clause  was  out  of  Order  ;  the  Member 
could  vote  against  the  clause,  and  bring 
up  a  new  clause,  66 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  801,  808, 
815,  S16,  839,  840,  850,  1004,  1005,  1010, 
1014,  1020,  1021,  1022,  1026,  1028 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  788,  792 

Supply 
Members  could  only  call  attention  to  thtt 
administrative  acts  of  the  Presidents 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  Aug  18,  1521,  1623, 
1546 
Miscellaneous  Rulings,  1422,  1423,  1424, 
1427,  1428,  1438,  1439,  1446,  1469, 
1547,  1588 

Mercantile  Mariiic  Futid 

(Sec  Light  Dues) 
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HEBCHANT  SHIPPING 

Life-Saving  Apparatus^  Q.  Mr.  Luttrell ;  A. 

Mr.  Bryce  Aug  7,  238 
Light  Dues  (see  that  title) 
Moori7igs,  Private,  in.  Public  Road^eads,  Q. 

Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Au^  9,  468 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill 

c.  Order  for  Re-com.  deferred  Aug  3,  114 
Con.    in    Com.    (Re-com.)     and    reported ; 
Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  7,  363 

I.  Read  !•  Aug  13,  757 
Read2»u4tt^  16,1164 
Com. ;  Reported  Aug  M,  1377 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill 
Q.  Mr.  Bartley  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  9,  460 

Mersey  Docks — Cattle  Trade 
(See  under  Agt'ioulture,  Board  of) 

Metalliferous  Mines  (see  under  Mines) 

METEOPOLIS 

Billingsgate  TolU,  Q.  Sir  A.  RoUit  j  A.  Mr. 

Bryce  Aug  17,  1387 
Building   Bye-Laws,  Q.   Mr.  Weir  ;  A.   Mr. 

Asquith  Aug  10,  553 

City  of  London  Pufonhi/il  Charities 
Q.  Mr.   Howell ;    A.  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson 

Aug  6,  142 
Return  ordered  Aug  10,  652 

CoufUy  Council  (see  that  title) 

Horses,     Van — Cruelty     to,      Qs.     Captain 

Donelan,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson ;    As.  Mr. 

Asquith  Aug  3,  15 

Polive 
Boots,   Debate   on,  in    Com.    of    Supply, 

^1^18,  1591,  &c. 
Compulsory  Re-vacoination,  Q.    Mr.  Hop- 
wood  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  3,  9 
Vote  for,  and  Debate  on,  Aug  18, 1590,  &c. 

MiDLETON,  Lord 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  699 

MiLNER,  Sir  F.  G.,  Notts^  Bassetlaw 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  1021,  1022 

Minerals  Statistics — Bunker  Coals 
Q.  Major  Jones  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  17,  1385 

Mi7ies 
Asjfi.itant  Inspeetorn,  Q.  Mr.  Atherley-Jonei ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  16,  1248 
BunJter  Coals,    Q.    Major    Jones ;     A.    Mr. 

Bryce  Aug  17,  1385 
Celfynydd  Colliery  Explosion,  Q.    Mr.   D.  A. 

Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  A%ig  3,  19 
Coal  Strlh^  in  Scotland,  Q.  Mr.   Crawford  ; 

A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  10,  554 

\eont. 


Mines  —  cont. 
Inspectors — References     to,    in    Debate    on 
Supply,  Aug  17,  1434,  &c. 

Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors — Mr.  Leok, 
S'c,  Qs.  Sir  S.  Northcote,  Mr.  Horier, 
Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Mr. 
Bartley  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  3,  13 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply^ 
Aug  17,  1436,  &c. 

Slate  Quarries,  Inspectmg,  Qs.  Mr.  B. 
Roberts;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  10,  663; 
Aug  16,  1239 

Mr,    Williams,  4^c.,  Amendt.  and  Debate 
in  Com.  of  Supply,  Aug  17,  1455,  &c. 

Mines  (Eight  Honrs)  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com. ;  R.P.  Aug   13,   800  ;   Aug  14, 
1001 
Withdrawn  Aug  16,  1150 

Mines  (^Eight  Hours)  Bill 
Qs.   Mr.  Woods,  Mr.  J.  Wilson  ;  As.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  A%ig  7,  253 

Mint  (including  Coinage) 
Vote  for,  Aug  17,  1482 

Monk  Bretton,  Lord 
Equalisation  of    Rates  (London)    Bill.  2R.> 
1160 

MONKS  WELL,  Lord  (Lord  in  Waiting) 
Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 

(No.  4)  Bill,  Com.,  891 
Congested  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.« 

1374 
Dublin  Bankruptcy  Court,  Alleged    Perjury 

in,  1374 
Irish     National     Federation    and     Evicted 

Farms,  1366 
Juries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment    Bill,  2R.» 

1376 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  2R.,  1376 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  695 

Montagu,    Hon.    J.    Scott-,    HantSy 
New  Forest 
Hera,  Dr.  Cornelius,  998 

Moorings,    Private,   in     Public    Road- 
steads 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  9,  469 

Morgan,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  1025,  1027, 
1028,  1029,  1030 

MORLEY'  .  Earl  of  (Cliaimmn  of  Com- 
mittees) 
London     Ccunty     Council     (Tower    Bridge 

Southern  Approach)  T3ill,  3R.,  229,  231 
Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  3R.,  232 
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MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  A.  (Postmaster 
General),  Nottinghamy  E, 

Annual  Leave,  764 

Annual  Report,  16 

Coldbath  Fields  Money  Order  Office,  20 

Insurance  Department  of  the  Post  Office,  17 

International  Reply  Letter  Cards,  1389 

Ireland 
Ballygurteen  Postal  Arrangements,  249 
Belfast  Sorting  Staff,  760 
Clare  County  Mail  Cart  Service,  250 
Dublin  Telegraphists,  11,  250,  466 
New  Ross  Postal  Management,  245 
Stoneyford  Postmastership,  443 
Telegrai)hi8ts— Special  Allowances,  466 
Tipperary  Telegraph  Facilities,  1232 

National  Telephone  Company,  1270 
Post  Carls — Adhesive  Stamps,  440,  557 
Sporting  Telegrams  for  Newspapers,  464 
Telephone  Companies  and  the  Government, 
124I> 

Wales 
Eglwyseg  Rural  Postman,  1263 
Postal  Facilities,  23 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  John  (Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland),  Newcastle^ 
upon-  Tifne 

Bally  more   Eustace   Church,   Breaking  into. 

243 
Birr  Barracks  Scandal,  128 
Business  of  the  House,  479 
Charitable  Bequests  Commissioners,  143 
Charitable  Bequests — Investments,  462 
Clanricanle  Estate — Police  Protection,  456 
Contre-^to  I     Districts    Hoard    (Ireland)   Bill, 

Motion  for  Leave.  4H1,  483  ;  2R.,  647,  648  ; 

Com..  878 
Congested   Districts  Board,  133,  134,  441 
County  Court  Juilges,  246 
Crops,  Condition  of,  1246 
Curtin.  Mr.  Fergus,  567 
Donegal  V(^ters'  List,  451 

Education 

Agricultural  Chuss  Books,  458 

Carn  School.  667 

fJrasnius  Smith's  Endowment,  148 

Irish  Lani^iiage  in  Schools,  452 

Killuran  School  House,  19 

Leiudil  in  bridge  National  School,  566 

Teachers'  Incomes.  759 

Evictions 
Countv  Limerick,  8 
Farms.  1233 
Number  of.  444 

Gort  Hurling  Club  Band,  137 
Gun  Licences— Case  of  J.  T.  Sta  mton,  774 
Hiuh  Sheriffs'  Appointments,  247,  472 
.Ioint-Rate<l  Occupiers,  24 

Labourers'  ('ottages 

r.:;lliiia,  M') 
C..kM;ii:i   ,12 

\eoiit. 


MoRLEY,  Right  Hon.  John— ro»f. 
Labourers'  Cottages — co^U. 

Edenderry,  981,  122^ 

Emly,  453 

Strabane,  127 
Land  Acts  Select  Committee— Publication* 

in  "The  Times,"  1257 
Landed  Estates,  Sale  of,  445 
Land-Grabbing   Denunciation —County  Ros 

common,  769 
Licensed  Restaurant  Facilities  in  Dublin,  139 
Local  Government  Officials,  Religfion  of,  443^ 

Magistracy 

Dillon,  Dr.,  1256 
Fermanagh,  244 

Kerry— Catholic  Magistrates,  1228 
Portumna — Residence  of  Resident  Magis- 
trates, 458 
Wicklow — Catholic  Magistrates,  1241 

Malicious  Burning  in  Fermanagh,  243 

Mayo  County,  New  Road,  1383 

Meath   (South)  Polling  Lists,  26,  242,    776 

1285,  1392 
Migration  Company,  775,  1243 
O'Callaghan,  Colonel,  129,  1381 
Pembroke  Township,  10 
Poachers    Shot  by  Gamekeepers  at    Derryr 

1230 

Police 
Assistance  to  a  **  Planter,"  757 
Barrack  Regulations — Peaceable  Districts, 

1383 
Clashmore  Barracks,  773 
Evicted  Farms,  1233 
Gun  Licences,  25 
Phcenix      Park      Constabulary      Dep6t — 

Catholics  and  Protestants,  448 
Protestants  in  Dublin  Castle  Constabulary 

Office,  26 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  Force  Fund,  1383 
Tipperary  Barracks,  1232 
Wexford— Brook  Estate,  1382 

Poor  Law 
Inmates  of  Workhouses,  8 
Irregularities  in  Workhouses,  471 

Presbyterian  Children,  Attack  on,  at  Armagh, 
568 

Prisons 
Administration  Inquiry,  260 
Ex- Prison  Warder  Barrett,  260 

Registration  of  Titles,  7 

Strabane  Rate  Collection  and  Voting  I4i8t8, 

774,  1229,  1238 
Stradone  Medical  Officer,  138 
Strokestown  Medical  Officer,  1256 
Supply— Police  Huts,  1418 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  248, 1265, 

1391  ;   Con.,   149,  151,  153,   156,  168,   169, 

160,  177,  178  ;  3R.,  348.  354,  355,  356,  368, 

859,  360,  361 
Walsh,  Hannah,  1236 

Westmeath  Regi«^trr — Printin::^  Contract,  436 
Wexfonl  Gran.l  Jury,  132.  459 
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Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough  f 

Badness  of  the  House,  Res.,  1267,  1268 
St.  Paul's  School,  1387 

Supply 

Foreshores,  Sale  of,  1541 

Harbour  and  Lighthouses,  1395 

House  of  Commons  Kitchen   Committee, 

1431 
House  of  Lords  Officers,  1429,  1430 
Light  Railways  in  Ireland,  1423 
Magistrates — Appointment  Fees,  1459 
Nottingham  Execution,  1453,  1454,  1455 
Railway  Companies,  1530,  1532,  1533,  1534 
Rating    of    Government    Property,    1402, 

1404,  1405, 1408 
Salmon  Fishing  Licences,  1588 
Secret  Service,  1588 

Telephone  Companies  and  the  Government, 
1248 


Morton,  Mr.  E.  J.  C,  Devonport 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  334, 
336,  337,  340,  342,  343 

MouLTON,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Hackney,  S. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
88,89 

MuNDELLA,  Bight  Hod.  A.  J.,  Sheffield^ 
Brightside 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  364 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic   Bill,  Com.,  792, 
794 

Murray,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Buteshire 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  528, 
537,  540,  572,  577,  578,  580,  584,  586,  606, 
632,  633,  634 

MUSKERRY,  Lord 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  708 

Naoroji,  Mr.  D.,  Finshuryy  Central 

India,  Government  of.  Res.,  1053,  1104,  1127 
Madagascar— Alleged    Outrages    on    British 
Indians,  447 

National  Debt 

Vote  for,  Aug  17,  1482 

National  Gallery 

Return,  Motion  for,  deferred  Au-g  3,  33 

National    Gallery,    Dublin    (see  under 
Ireland) 

Hautical.* Assessors  (Scotland)  Bill 

1,  Amcndts.  reported  Aug  3,  5 
Read  3*,  and  passed  Aug  6,  118 

e.  Lords  Amend  ts.  con.,  and  agree  A  to  Aug  8, 
427 

2.  Royal  Assent  Aug  17 


HAVY 

First  Lord—Barl  Spbnckb 

Secretary— Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlbwobth 

Civil  Lord — Mr.  E.  Robertson 
Accountawb    OentsraVi  Department^  Q.  Mr. 

Thornton  ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  Aug  7,  265 
"  Benbow"  Stile  of,  t^*r.,  Q.  Mr.  Macdona  ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug  17,  1381 
Channel  Fleet — Via  it  to  Ireland  (see  under 

sub-heading  Ireland) 
Coopers'  Wages^  i^'c. — Royal  Vwtorm  Yard^ 

Deptford,    Q.    Mr.    Darlinj? ;    A.    Mr.   E. 

Robertson  Aug  7,  265  ;  Q.  Mr.  R.   Cooke  ; 

A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  Aug  9,  47:> ;   Q.  Mr. 

Macdona;    A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson   Aug  14, 

989 
Courts  Martial,  Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1356 
Dockyard   Tugx,    Masters    of    Q.    Admiral 

Field  ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  Aug  14,  983 
Dockyards — Working   Hours,  Q.  Mr.   D.   A. 

Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Rol>ertson  Aug  3,  22 
Health,  Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1356 

Ireland 

Channel  Fleet,  Qs.  Mr.  Ross,  Mr.  Mains; 

As.  Mr.   E.   Robertson  Aug  3,   29;    Qs. 

Mr.  Ross,  Captain  Donelan  :  As.  Sir  U. 

Kay-Shuttle  worth  Aug  16,  1236 
Training    Ship  "  NoHhnmpton,'*    Q.    Mr. 

Ross ;     A.    Sir    U.     Kay  -  Shuttleworth 

Aug  16,  1236 

Marksmen  —  Pay,  S^'c,  Q.    Mr.   G.  Bowles  > 

A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug  9,  467 
Retired  Soldiers  and   Sailors.   Select  Com. 
Report  Aug  3,  116 

Scotland 

'* Northampton'*  Training  Ship,  Q.  Mr. 
Weir;  A.  Sr  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 
Aug  17,  1386 

Sea- Going      Warships,    ^^'C.      Return    pres. 

Aug  16, 1356 
Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers,  Q.  Mr.  Macdonald  ; 

A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug  14,  999 
Training     Ships    (see    under    sub-headings 

Scotland  and  Ireland) 

Navy  and  Army  Expenditure^  1892-3 
Com.  Aug   17,  1488  ;  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  1%, 
1598 

Naylob-Leyland,  Captain  H.  S.,  Col- 
Chester 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)   Bill,  Con.,    112 

113 
Chelsea  Hospital,  1254 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 

61,  187,  188 

New  Forest 

Cricket  in,  Q.  Captain  Sinclair  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  Aug  3.  29 

Nile  {see  under  Egypt) 


Nol] 
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Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galway^  JV. 
Basiness  of  the  House,  1152 ;  Res.,  1260 
Congested  Districts  Board  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B., 

647 
Bailway  and  Canal  Ti-affic  Bill,  Com.,  641 

Supply 

Metropolitan    Police  —  Boots,    &c.,    1590, 
1596 

Printing  Contracts,  1669 

Public  Works,  Ireland,  1416,  1417,  1418 

Railways  in  Ireland,  1421 

Swine  Fever,  &c.,  1551,  1553,  1554 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  1255 

Nonconformists^  State  Grants  to 
Q.  Mr.  R.  Cooke  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  9, 
477 

NoRTHCOTE,  Hon.  Sir  S.,  Exeter 

Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors,  13 

NoETON,  Captain  C.  W.,  Newington^  W, 

International  Reply  Letter  Cards,  1388 

Nottingham  Execution 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply ^  Aug  17, 
1445,  &c. 

NussEY,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Pontefract 

Grimsby  Fisher  Lads,  465 

O'Briex,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperaryy  N. 

Labourers'  Cottages  for  Ballina,  140 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Cork 

Congested  Districts  Board  (Irelahid)  Bill,  2R., 

646 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland;  Bill,  3R.,  280. 

284,  291,  344 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal^  E. 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1282 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Strabane,  123 
Leighlinbridge  National  School,  566 
Pauper  Apprentices,  466 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Wickloxv,   fV. 

Wicklow  Magistracy,  1240 


O'Driscoll,  Mr.  F.,  Monaghan^  S. 
Dominica— Sir  R.  Hamilton's  Report,  32 

Opium  Commissioji 
(See  under  India) 

Oranmore  AND  Browne,  Lord 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  972 

Palmer,  Sir  CM.,  Durham,  Jarrow 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  841 


Parish  Councils 

(See  title  Diftriet  atid* Parish  Cvv/neils) 


larliam^nt 


LORDS— 

Business  of  the  House 
Obs.,  Earl  of  CamperdoWn,  Earl  of  Rosebery 

Aug  14,  890 
Meeting  of  tlce  House — Alteration  of  Tima^ 

Aug  6,  118 
Standing  Order  37  Dispensed  with,  Aug  6, 

117 

Chairman  of  Committees 

Appointment  of  Lord  Kensington^  ^te^  14 
Appointment  of  Lord  Tweedmouth,  Au-g  17 

House  oj  Lords  Officers 

Vote  for ^  and  Debate  on,  Aug  17,  1423,  &c. 

New  Peer 

Aug  14— Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  Davey,  Knight, 
appointed  a  Lord  of  Appeal, 
with  the  dignity  and  title  of 
Baron  Davey  of  Fernhurst 

Private  Bills 

Standing  Orders  Amended,  Aug  7,  232 

COMMONS— 

Business   of  the  House    and   Public 
Business 

Aug  3 — Qs.  Mr.  Hozier,  Mr.  Goschen,  Sir 
D.  Macfarlaue,  Mr.  Tomlinson, 
Sir  A.  Rollit  ;  As.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  32 

A yg  6 — Opposed  Business  after  Midnight^ 
Q.  Dr.  Macgregor ;  A.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  146 

Aug  7 — Qs.  Mr.  Weir,  Sir  D.  Macfarlane, 
Dr.  Macgregor  ;  As.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  252  ;  Qs.  Sir  H. 
Maxwell,  Mr.  Goschen,  Sir  D. 
Macfarlane  ;  As.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  269 

Aug  ^—'Course  of  Business,  Qs.  Mr. 
Tomlinson,  Mr.  Bartley,  Sir  M. 
H.  Beach,  Mr.  Hozier,  Mr. 
Weir.  Mr.  S.  Smith;  As.  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre,  Mr.  J.  Morley, 
479 

Aug  10— Qs.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther.  Mr.  G. 
Bowles  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
570 

Aug  13 — Statement  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) — 
Obs.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach,  Sir  F.  S, 
Powell,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Cohen, 

778 

Aug  16— Res.  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  and 
Debate,  1268 
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PARLIAMENT-^Comnwn^—^xmt, 
Committees 

Puhlie  Petitions,  Report  AiLg  8,  428 

Members 

Payment  of,  Q.  Mr.  Woods;  A.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  Aug  7,  263 

Miscellaneous 

Committee    B-ooms,    Water     Closets  off — 

Water  Supply,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  H. 

Gladstone  Au^  10,  569 ;    Qs.  Mr.  Weir  ; 

As.    Sir  J.   T.   Hibbert   Aug   13,    766  ; 

Aug  14,  993  ;  Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.   Mr.  H. 

Gladstone  ^M^  17,1386 
Electric  Lighting,  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  H. 

Gladstone  Aug  10,  568 

House  of  Commons  Accommodation  Seleet 
Committee 
Discharges  and  Additions  to,  Aug  6,  228 
Report,  Aug  6,  367 

House  of  Commons  Offices,  Vote  for,  Con. 
in  Com.  Aug  17, 1431 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  Committee 
Report,  Aug  15,  1161 

Sanitation,  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Glad- 
stone Aug  10,  558 

Ventilation  of  the  House  of  Comnums,  Q. 
Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  Aug  7, 
256;  Q.  Mr.  P.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Glad- 
stone Aug  7,  266  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Weir  ;  As. 
Mr.  H.  Gladstone  Aug  10.  557  ;  Q.  Mr. 
Weir  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  13,  768  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Crombie ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone 
A7ig  17,  1380 

New  Member  Sworn 

Aug  17— Lord  E.  Talbot,  for  the  County 
of  Snssex  (South- Western  or 
Chichester  Division) 

New  Writ  Issued 

Aug  10— For  the  County  of  Sussex  (South- 
western or  Chichester  Divi- 
sion), r.  The  Right  Hon.  W. 
C.  Gordon  Lennox,  Manor  of 
Northstead 

Parliamentary  Papers 

Indexes  to  Select  Committee  Evidence,  Q. 
Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
Aug  16,  1231 

Parliamentary  ReportSj  Blue  BookSj 
SfCy  Printing  of 

Debate  on,  in  Cora,  of  Supply,  Aug  18, 
1669,  &c. 

Sittings   and  Adjournments    oj    the 
House 

Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order, 
Aug  10,570;  Aug  14,  1000 


PARLIA  MENT-^Commons—cont. 

Standing  Orders,  Amendment  q/*— 
Betterment  Clauses,  Aug  16, 
1220 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes,  Q.  Mr, 
Stuart- Wortley  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
Aug  7,  255 

Vacating  of  Seats  Select  Committee 

Discharge  and  Addition  to,  Aug  3,  116 ; 
Report  Aug  9,  548 

Patent  Agents  Registration  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  Aug  6,  228 

Paul,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Edinburgh,  S, 
India,  Government  of,  Res.,  1095,  1097 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  517, 

541,  543 
Post  Cards — Adhesive  Stamps,  440 
Supply — Anarchists,  1459 

Pauper  Children 

(See  umier  Lnral  Government  Board) 

Payment  of  Members  (see  under  Parlia- 
ment) 

Pearson,  Ri^ht  Hon.  Sir  C.  J.,  Edin- 
burgh and  St,  Andrews  Universities 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  412, 
490,  493,  510,  530,  538,  576,  578,  589,  590, 
595,  597,  609,  613 

Pbase,   Mr.    J.    A.,    Northumberland, 
Tyneside 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)   Bill,   Com.,  808,  813, 
1016,  1017,  1022,  1045 

Pease,  Sir  J.    W.,  Durham,   Barnard 
Castle 

Mines  (Eight   Hours)   Bill,  Com.,  800,801, 
812,  858 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  (^ee  Speaker, 
The) 

PiCKERSGiLL,     Mr.     E.     H.,     Bethnal 
Green,  S.  W. 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,»Com., 
55,  381,  394,  395 

Supply 
Metropolitan     Police     Stations — Matrons, 

1597 
Rating    of    Government    Property.    1397 
1400,  1408 

PiERPOiNT,  Mr.  R.,  Warrington 
Aldershot— Sewage  Disposal.  21 


Plu] 
Plumbers*  Eegistration  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  Aug  16,  1151 
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Plunket,   Right   Hon.  D.  R.,   Dublin 
University 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  637, 
643,  645 

Police  (see  under  Law  and  Justice  and 
Police) 
Scotch  and  Irish  Questions  (jsee  under  Scot- 
land and Ibeland) 

Police  Burghs  (Scotland)  Harbours  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  G.  Murray ;  Read  P  Aug  10,  651 

Polling  Districts  (^Breconshire) 
Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1355 

POST  OFFICE 

.Postmaster  General— Mr.  Arnold  Morley 

Annual    Leave^   Q.  Mr.   Cohen ;    A.    Mr.  A. 

Morley  Aug  13,  764 
Annual  Report ^Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  Aug  3,  16 
Coldhath  Fields  Money  Order  Office,  Qs.  Mr. 

Hanbury,  Mr.  Darling  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley 

Aug  3,  20 
Insurance  DepartmerU,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Ueaton ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  8,  16 
International  Reply  Letter  Cards,  Q.  Captain 

Norton ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  17,  1389 
Irish  Questions  (see  under  title  IRELAND) 
Xatlonal     Telephone     Company     (see    sub- 
heading Telephones) 

Post  Cards 

Adhesive  Stamps,  Q.  Mr.  Paul ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  Aug  9,  440;  Q.  Mr.  Ernest 
Spencer  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  10,  556 

Scotch  Questions  (see  under  title  Scotland) 
Soldiers,  Employment  of,  Q.  Major  Rasch  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  Aug  3,  17 
Stamps  (jContract  of  Messrs.  De  La  Rue), 

Copy  pres.  Aug  16,  1355 

Telegraphs 
Sporting    Telegrams  for   Kewjtpapers,   Qs. 
Mr.  R.  Cooke,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;   As.    Mr. 
A.  Morley  Aug  9,  464 

Telephones 

(roreniment  and  Telephone  Companies,  Qs. 
Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Mr.  Beun,  Mr 
Whittakur,  Sir  A.  Rollit,  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ; 
As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  16,  1248 
Xationnl  Telephone  Company,  Obs.  Mr. 
Henn,  Mr.  A.  Morley,  Mr.  Cohen,  Mr. 
Storey  Aug  16,  1269 

Wales 
KgUryseg    Rural     Postman,     Q.    Mr.    H. 

Hoi)frts  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  16,  1253 
Facilities  in  South    Wales,   Q.  Mr.   D.  A. 

Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  3,  23 


Powell,  Sir  F.  S.,  Wigan 

Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill,  2R.,  1081 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (Loudon)  Bill,  Con., 

781 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill,  Com.,  1081 
Mines   (Eight   Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  807,   808» 

835 
Reach  National  School,  766 
St.  Edward's  National  School,  Romford,  437 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Com.,  1080,  1358 ; 

Con.,  1482,  1484,  1485 

Supply 
Education  Vote,  779 
Quarantine  System,  1481 

Ulverston  National  School,  43^ 
West  Riding  Rivers  Conservancy  Bill,  Lords 
Amendts.,  5 


PowERSCOURT,  Lord 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  761, 
947,  952,  953 


Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill 

r.  Reatl  2' ^w<7  3,  116 

Con.  in  Com.,  R.P.  Aug  9,  546 
Com.  deferred  Aug  10,  649 
Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  Aug  13,  879 
As    amended,   Con. :    Read   3°,  and   passed 
Aug  14,  1084 
/.  Commons    Amendts.    con.,    and    agreed    to 
Aug  16,  1216 
Royal  Assent  Aug  17 


Printing  Co?itracts   (see  uuder   Govern- 
ment Contracts) 


Prisons  (see  under  title  Law  and  Justice 
and  Police) 

Privy  CounciL  Judicial  Committee  of 

Motion  for  Address  Aug  13,  653 

Privy  Council  Office 

Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  17,  1481 

Prize  Courts  Bill 

c.  Con.  in  Com.,  and  reported  Aug  3,  116 

As  amende<l,  Con.  AiLg  9,  548 

Read  3°,  and  passe<l  Aug  10,  650 
/.  Commons    Amendts.    con.,     and    agreed    to 
Aug  13,  756 

Royal  Assent  Aug  17 

Public  Buildings  (London)  Bill 

0.  Withdrawn  Aug  8,  427 


Pttb]  {  S  E  S  fi  I  O 

Vol. 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{.  Amendts.  reported  Aug  3,  3 

Read  3*,  and  passed  Aug  6,  118 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  con.,  and  agreed  to  Aug  8, 

427 
I,  Royal  Assent  Aug  17 


Public  Record  Office 

Vote/or,  AuglU,  1482 

Public  Trustee  (Colonies) 
Address  for  Return  Aug  16,  1356 

Public  Trustee  {Foreign  Countries) 
Address  for  Return  Aug  16,  1356 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission 
Vote  for,  Aug  17,  1482 

Quarries^  Inspection  oj 
Qs.  Mr.  B.  Roberts ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  Aug  10, 

663  ;  Aug  16,  1239 
JITr.  Williams,  i*c.,  Amend t.,  and  Debate  in 
Com.  of  Supply,  Aug  17,  1455,  &c. 

Qnarries  Bill 

e.  Read  2<>  Aug  9,  547 

Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  Aug  13,  886 
As   amended.  Con.;     Read  3°,   and    pasted 
Aug  14,  1082 
L  Commons    Amendts.    con.,    and   agreed    to 
Aug  17,  1377 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill 

e.  Con.  in  Com. ;  R.P.  Aug  10,  636 

Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  Aug  13,  786 
Read  3%  and  passed  Aug  16,  1161 

l.  Read  1*  Aug  16,  1216 
Read  2»  Aug  17,  1376 

Railways 

Board  of  Trade  and  Railway  Companies — 

References   to,    in    Debate    on   Supply, 

Aug  18,  1510,  &c. 
Cattle  Traffic  Rates,  Qs.  Mr.  Field  ;  As.  Mr. 

Bryce  Aug  6,  134 
''Contracting  Out:'  Q.  Mr.  Field;   A.  Mr. 

Bryce  Aug  6,  135 
Cheat  Eastern  Sigruilmen,  Q.  Mr.  Dodd ;  A. 

Mr.  Bryce  Aug  9,  439 
Oreat  Northtrm  Signalmen,  Q.  Mr.  Channing  ; 

A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  9,  459 
Irish  Questions  (see  under  title  Ibelakd) 
Lancashire  aiid    Yorkshire    Signalmen,    Q. 

Mr.  Channing ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  9,  477 
Rates — North     Eastern    Railway,   Q.    Mr. 

Wrightson  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  7,  240 
Scotch  Questions  (see  under  title  Scotland) 
Workmen's  Ti/*kets,  Q.  Mr.  Dodd;   A.  Mr. 
Bryce  Aug  9,  439 

(References  to,    in    Debate    on    Supply, 
4^  18, 1630,  Isc) 
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Randell,  Mr.  D.,  Glamorgan^   Gawer 

Wales— Trade  Dispute  and  Police,  21 

Rankin,   Mr.   J.,   Herefordshire,   Leo- 
minster 

District  Council  Chairmen  and  Magistrates,  6 

Rasch,  Major  F.  C,  EsseXy  S.E. 
Irish  Tenants'  Loans,  456 
Reserve  Soldiers,  Employment  of  in  the  Poet 
Office,  17 

Rathbone,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonshire^ 
Arfon 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  811 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Waterjord 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  Con.,  176 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Clare^  E. 

Ireland 

Clare  County  Mail  Cart  Service,  260 

Colonel  0*Callaghan,  128 
Killuran  School  House,  19 

REID,  Sir  R.  T.  (Solicitor  General), 
Dumfries,  S^c, 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  Con.,  160, 
151,  165,  167,  166,  167,  169,  170,  172,  176, 
179 ;  3R.,  269 

Renshaw,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Renfrew,  W. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  490, 
491,  493,  499,  502,  505,  608,  520,  524,  529, 
572,  585,  593.  601,  608,  613,  614,  616,  622, 
626  ;  3R.,  636 

Rentoul,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Down^  E. 

Belfast  and  County  Down  Railway — Level 
Crossings,  769 

Retired   Soldiers  and    Sailors — Select 
Com.  (see  under  Army  and  Navy) 


RiBBLESDALE,  Lord 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  717, 
721 


Richardson,  Mr.  J.,  Durham^  S.E. 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  364 

Rifle  Ranges  (see  nndor. Army) 
3  Z 
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RIGBY,   Sib    J.    (Attorney  General), 
Forfar 

Copyhold   (Consolidation)   Bill,    Com.,  883 

884 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 

649,  879 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Com.,  1080,  1361, 

1352  ;  Con.,  1483,  1484,  1485,  1486,  1487 

Itiver  EyCy  Pollution  of 

Q.  Marquess  of  Granby  :  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
Aug  7,  264 

Hivers  Pollution  Prevention  Bill 

o.  Withdrawn  Av>g  13,  888 

Roberts,   Mr.   J.   B.,  Carnarvonshire^ 
Eijion 

Quarries,  Inspectors  of,  563,  1239,  1456, 1458 

JKoBERTS,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Denbighshire^  W. 

Eglwyseg  Rural  Postman,  1253 

ROBERTSON,  Mr.  E.  (CivU  Lord  of 
the  Admir&lty),  Dundee 
Accountant  General's  Department,  265 
Channel  Fleet— Visit  to  Ireland,  29 
Coopers'  Wages,  &c.— Royal  Victoria  Yard, 

Deptford,  266,  475,  989 
Dockyard  Tugs,  Masters  of,  983 
Dockyards— Working  Hours,  22 
Supply— Peterhead  Harbour,  1396 

RoBY,  Mr.  H.  J.,    Lancashire^    S,E.y 
Eccles 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  813,  814, 
831,  832,  844,  1010,  1047 

RoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington^  S. 

Billingsgate  Tolls,  1387 

Business  of  the  House,  33 ;  Res.,  1265 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
49,  381,  391,  392,  393 

Franco-Congolese  Agreement,  1251 

Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  480  ;  3R.,  369 

Gresham  University  Commission  Report,  474 

Jabez  Balfour,  Extradition  of,  479 

Light  Dues,  Committee  on,  561 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  636, 
637,  643,  645 

Supply 

Metropolitan  Police  Boots,  1597 

Piers  in  Ireland,  1414 

Printing  Contracts — Trade  Union  Wages, 
&c.,  1667 

Rating  of  Government  Property,  1400 

Spurn  Head  Works,  1394,  1395 
Telephone  Companies  and  the  Government, 

1249 
Von  Roemer's  Resumption  of  British  Nation- 

aUty  Bill,  2R.,  1216 


ROSEBERY,  Earl  op  (First  Lord  of 
the  Treasurj  and  Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Business  of  the  House,  891 
Crown  Lands  Bill,  2R.,  663  ;  Com.,  892 
Equalisation  of   Rates  (London)    Bill,  2B., 

1166,  1163  ;  Com..'l369 
Inland  Revenue  Affidavits,  654 
Local    Government    (Scotland)  Bill,   Com., 

1172,  1184,  1194  ;  Report,  1364 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  745, 
967,  969,  972,  973,  978 

Ross,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry 

Ireland 
Channel  Fleet— Visit  to  Lough  Foyle,  29 
Dublin  Main  Drainage   Scheme,  448,  761, 

1241 
Lough  Erne  Drainage,  476 
Police  Protection,  457 
Presbyteriim    Children,    Attack     on    at 

Armagh,  669 
Registration  of  Titles,  7 
Strabane  Voting  Lists,  1230 
Training  Ships— Visits  to  Ireland,  1286 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  136  ;  SB., 
310,  314 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Finsbury^  E. 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 

392 
Supply— Rating   of    Government    Property, 
1406 

Royal  Commissions,  Cost  of 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Leighton;   A.   Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
Aug  7,  239 

RUSSELL,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), North  Beds. 
Supply 
Home  Office  Clerks,  1439,  1440 
Metalliferous  Aiine«  Inspector,  1436 
Metropolitan  Police  Boots,  &c.,  1595,  1596, 

1697 
Metropolitan     Police     Stations — Matrons, 
1597 
Prison  Warders,  1597 

Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  S. 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1261,  1262 
Congested    Districts    Board    (Ireland)   Bill, 
Motion  for  Leave,  482  ;  2R.,  647,  648 

Ireland 
Evictions,  Number  of,  444 
High  Sheriffs'  Appointments,  472 
Licensed  Restaurant  Facilities  in  Dublin, 

189 
Portumna  —  Resident     Magistrates    Resi- 
dence, 458 
Teachers*  Incomes,  760 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-corn^  365,  866 


[SESSION 
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BussBLL,  Mr.  T.  W.-^ant. 
Sopply 
Green  Street  Court  House,  &c.,  1412 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  1431 
House  of  Lords  Officers,  1429,  1430, 1431 
Railways  in  Ireland,  1420 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  276, 
288,  291,  298,  298 
Sub-Tenants,  248 

Rutland,  Duke  of 

Inland  Revenue  Affidavits,  654,  891 
London    County    Council    (Tower     Bridge 
Southern  Approach)  Bill,  3R.,  231,  232 

St.  PauVs   School  (see  under    Charity 
Commission) 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
Aliens  Bill,  889 
Business  of  the  House,  119 
Equalisation  of   Rates  (Loudon)   Bill,  2R., 

1161 
Local    Government  (Scotland)    Bill,    Com., 

1168,  1183,  1190 
Privy     Council,    Judicial    Committee    of — 

Motion  for  Address,  653 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  669, 

721,  749, 760,  966,  968,  969,  973 

Sandhurst,  Lord 

Tenants  Arbitration  (IreUnd)  Bill,  2R.,  944, 
946,  947 

Sau>'deh80x,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh^  N. 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.,  283, 

361 

Schools  (see  under  Education) 

Science  and  Art  Department  Directory 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Aug  9,  464 

Scoblb,  Sir  a.  B.,  Hackney y  Central 
India 
Government  of.  Res.,  1072,  1085 
Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1338,  1339 

SCOTLAITD 

Secretary  for  —Sir  G.  O.  Tbbvbltak 
Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoub 
Solicitor  General— Mr.  T.  Shaw 
Army 
Barry  Link*,  Q.  Captain  Hope;  A.  Mr. 

Campbell- Bannerman  Aug  9,  463 
Dalmore  Shooting  Range,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ; 

A.  Mr.  Campliell- Bannerman  Aug  10. 

664 
Highland  Light  Infamtry  Militia,  Q.  Mr. 

H.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
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Aug  3,  30 


SCOTLANJ)^-<xmt. 

Bothwell  Miners*  Disturbance,  Qs.  Mr.  D. 
Crawford ;  As.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  13, 
767  ;  Avg  14,  995 

Clyde  Lighthovse  Trustees,  Q.  Captain  Sin- 
clair ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Attg  9,  470 

Coal  Strike,  Q.  Mr.  D.  Crawford;  A.  Mr. 
Bryce  Aug  10,  664 

Beer  Forest  Commission,  Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A. 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  10,  662 

Dog  Licences,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court  Aug  10,  561 

Fisheries 
Cruisers  R4)und  the  Island  of  Lewis,  Q. 

Mr.  Weir;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  14, 

990 
Fishermen's  Rights,  Q.  Sir  D.  Macfarlane  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Aug  7,  239 
North-East  Coast— Protection  of  Fishing, 

Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Aug  7, 

251 
Salmon  Fishing  ZMJtfw^?^— References  to, 

in  Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18,  1588 
Trawling  off  the  Island  of  Lewis,  Q.  Mr. 

Weir  ;'  A.*  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Aug  3.  12 
Oame  Frosecutions — Case  of  Q.  Milne,   Q. 
Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Aug  10, 
551 
Peterhead  Harbour,  Vote  for,  and  Debate  on» 
Aug  17,  1396 

Police 
Bothwell  Park  Miners,  Qs.  Mr.  D.  Craw- 
ford ;    As.  Sir    G.    Trevelyan  Aug  13, 
767  ;  Auq  14,  995 

Railways 

Cattle  Trucks  on  the  Highland  Railway, 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  Brvce  Aug  16, 1241 
Oarte  and  Ullapool,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;   A.  Sir 

W.  Harcourt  Aug  3.  24 
Highland  Railway  and  Automatic  Brakes, 

Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  10,  552 
Highland    i2«t/w?ay*— References    to,    in 

Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18,  1531,  &c. 
West    Highland^— Mallaig    Railway,    Qs* 

Dr.  Macgregor,  Mr.  Goschen  ;  As.  Sir  W. 

Harcourt  Aug  6,  146 
Supply  (see  that  title) 

Training  Ship  "  Northampton,*''  Q.  Mr.  Weir ; 
A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aug  17,  1386 


Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Kerry^  N. 

Ireland 

Board  of  Works  Loans— Case  of  J.  Meara, 
454 

Cam  School,  567 

Charitable  Bequest-s — Investments,  462 

Crime  in  Galway,  456 

Curtin,  Mr.  Fergus,  566 

Labourers*  Act  Loan  to  Listowel,  137 

Jiand  Acts  Select  Committee — Publications 
in  "  The  Times,"  1257 

Portumna — Resident      Magistrates     Real* 
denoe,  467 
Irish  Haymakers,  Attack  on  at  Bamet,  264 
Supply— House  of  Lords  Officers,  1427, 1428 
Tenants   Arbitration    (Ireland)    Bil^   CoiLj 

150, 151,  158,  164, 158,  160,  161,  16$,  ie4» 

166,  167, 168,  170,  172,  177. 178, 179 
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SHAW,  Mr.  T.  (Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland),  Hawicky  Sfc. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  688, 
604 


SlAM 

FrancO'Siamese  QueHion — Pavers^  Q.  Mr. 
J.  W.  Lowther ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  Aug  10, 
566 ;  Qs.  Sir  R.  Temple,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ; 
As.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aug  10,  669 
(References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply, 
Aug  17,  1464,  Ac.) 


SiDEBOTHAM,   Mr.     J.    W,,     Cheshire^ 
Hyde 
Ashton-onder-Lyme  Sewage  Scheme,  993 

Signalmen  (see  under  Railways) 

Sinclair,  Captain  J.,  Dumbartonshire 
Clyde  Lighthouse  Trustees,  470 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  611, 

614 
»New  Forest,  Cricket  in,  29 

Small-Pox    (see   under  Local  Govern- 
ment Board) 

Smith,  Mr.  Harry,  Falkirk,  SfC, 
Highland  Light  Infantry  Militia,  30 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  Parker,  Lanark,  Partick 

Committee  Room  No.  10,  Ventilation  of,  266 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  414f 
422,  423,  491,  500,  602,  503,  607,  512,  613, 
523,  536,  575,  577,  583,  688,  610 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Re-com.,  366 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 

India,  Government  of,  Res.,  1047,  1142,  1149 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  480 

Science  and  Art  Department  Directory,  464 


Snape,  Mr.  T.,  Lancashire,  S,E,y  Hey- 
wood 
Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Con.,  120,  122  ;  3R.,  238 

Solicitor  General — Sir  R.  T.  Reid 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland — 
Mr.  T.  Shaw 


&9tAfitVf  Cj^e  (Right  Hon.  Arthub 
Wellesley  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

Committees 

Imtruetiona — West  Ham  was  in  the  Police 
area,  and  an  Instr.  to  bring  it  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  (^EqvMUatian  of 
RateSf  London)  was  in  Order  Aug  3, 86 

An  Instr.,  the  terms  of  which  constituted 
a  new  Bill,  and  in  which  no  indications 
were  given  to  the  Com.  how  the  Instr. 
could  be  carried  out,  was  out  of  Order 
Aug  3,  40 

Iruh  Land  Committee  Report  and  the 
"  IHmet " — It  was  for  the  Chairman  of 
Coms.  to  consult  with  his  colleagues  as 
to  the  best  means  of  preventing  reports 
being  made  public  before  they  were 
officially  presented  to  the  House  Aug  16, 
1257,  1268 

Miscellaneous  Rulings,  604,  996 

Motion  for  iZ^^vr^i—The  form  might  be 
amended,  and  then  taken  unopposed 
Aug  3,  34 


Question 

Revision  of  Question — "Dangerous**   was 
an  expression  of  opinion  Aug  16, 1246 


Rules  and  Order  of  Debate 

The  Amendt.  could  not  be  moved,  as  the 
portion  of  the  Bill  to  which  the  Amendt. 
referred  had  been  passed.  The  Bill 
might  be  Re-com.  on  the  3R.,  Aug  6, 
120,  122 

The  Amendt.  would  more  properly  come 
in  as  a  distinct  Amendt.  Aug  6,  166, 
157 

As  the  evidence  had  not  been  published 
any  reference  of  what  passed  before  that 
Com.  was  out  of  Order  Atig  7,  276 

Two  Speechett  on  the  same  side  was  *'  a  dis- 
graceful expression  *' — there  was  only  an 
hour  left,  and  it  was  reasonable  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  should  speak. 
As  to  whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
continue  the  debate  aft<jr  12  o'clock, 
The  Speaker  did  not  like  to  take  upon 
himself  to  set  aside  the  Standing  Order 
Aug  7,  346,  847,  348 

Clauses  and  Amendts.  Ruled  out  of  Order — 
Local  Oovernnient  (^Sf'ofland)  Bill, 
410,  412,  417,  418,  419,  422,  423,  487, 
499,  578 

An  Amendt.  which  raises  an  additional 
charge  on  the  rates  must  be  made  in 
Com.  and  not  on  Report.  The  Bill 
could  be  Re-com.  on  the  3R.,  Avg  10, 
59,  592 

The  provisions  of  a  Bill  could  not  be  dis- 
cussed on  Con.  of  the  Lords  Amendts. 
Aug  18,  1489 
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SPENCER,  Earl  (First   Lord  of   the^ 
Admiraltj) 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2Bm  054* 
659,  G70,  726,  740 

Spencer,  Mr.  Ernest,  PFest  Bromwich 
Post  Cards,  Private,  656 

Sporting  Telegrams  (see  under  Post 
Office —  Telegrams) 

Stamp  Act  (see  under  CustomSy  Excise^ 
and  Inland  Revenue) 

Stamps  {Contract   of  Messrs.   De  La 
Rue) 
Ck)pj  pres.  Aug  16,  1355 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Burnley 
Biines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  800 

Stationery  Office 

Government  Reports^  Docu»i>ents,  and  Blue 

^00ib— References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply  ^ 

Aug  18, 1572,  &c. 
Vote  for f  Con.  in  Com. ;  Amendt.  and.  Debate 

on  Printing  Contracts  and  Trade  Union 

Wages,  Aug  18,  1669 

Statute  Law  Reyision  Bill 

L  Reported  and  R^-com.  Aug  S,  5 

Com. ;    Amendts.    reported ;    Read    8%   and 
passed  Aug  6,  117 
0.  Read  1*  Aug  10,  650 

Read  2'>  Aug  13,  888 

Con.  in  Com. ;  R.P.  Aug  14,  1080 

Con.  in  Com.,  and  Reported  Aug  16, 1350 

As  amended.  Con.,  Aug  17,  1482 

Statute  Law  Revision  Billsy  S^c. 
Joint  Com.,  Report  Aug  3, 116 

STEVENSON,  Mr.  F.  S.  (Parliamentary 
Charity  Commissioner),  Suffolk^ 
Eye 

CoventryJCharities,  549 
Daniel's  Charity,  Swanscombe,  142 
East  Bergholt  Charity  Lands,  476 
Essex  Charity  Lands,  Sale  of,  449 
London  Parochial  Charities,  143 
Lytham  School  Charity,  141 
St.  Paul's  School,  1389 

Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  409 
Chino-Japanese  War— Neutral  Vessels,  ^., 

144 
District  and  Parish  Councils  and  Civil  Ser- 

Tants,  1237 

[eont* 
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Stobbt,  Mr.  B.-Hjowt, 
Mines  (Bight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  86S,  86S 
National  Telephone  Company,  1270 

Supply 
Nottingham  Execution,  1454 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  1407 

Straits  Settlements 
Military  ContribtUion,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Johnstoni 
Mr.  H.  Heaton  ;  As.  Mr.  Buxton  Aug  8,  6; 
Aug  10,  556  ;  Qs.  Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  As.  Hr* 
Buxton  Aug  13,  765  ;  Aug  17,  1388 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditchy  Hoxton 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 

68,  73,  108,  376,  387,  394,  398 
London   Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,   LordB 

Amendts.,  1489 
Standing  Orders,  Amendment  of,  1221 

Supply 
Printing  Contracts— Trade  Union  Wages, 

1668 
Rating  of  Government  Property,  1408 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  fVestmeathy  S. 
Ireland 

Magistrates,  Catholic,  1227 
Westmeath  Registry  —  Printing  Contract, 
486 

Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Donegal^  W. 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  8R.,  316 

SUPPLY 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 

PARTMBNTS  estimates,  1894-6. 

Class  I.— Public  Works  and   Buildxnos. 

£11,664 — Harbours  and  Lighthouses,  Com. 
Aug  17,  1.H92 

£21,800— Peterhead  Harbour,  Com.  Aug  17, 
1,396  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Weir),  1396  ;  With- 
drawn ;  Vote  agreed  to 

£137,482  —  Rating  of  Government  Pro- 
perty, Com.  Aug  17,  1397 ;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
Pickersgill),  1400;  Withdrawn;  Vote 
agreed  to 

£109,149 — Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ire- 
land, Com.  Aug  17,  1409 

£32,778— Railways,  Ireland,  Com.  Aug  17, 
1420 

Class  II.— Salaries  and  Expenses  op 

Civil  Departments. 
£22,595 — House     of    Lords    Offices,     Com. 
Aug  17,  1423  ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy), 
1424  ;      Divisions ;     Amendt.     negatived ; 
Vote  carried 

£28,133 — House  of  Commons  Offices,  Com 
Aug  17,  1431' 

£48,476— Treasury  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments, Com.  Aug  17,  1433 
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SUPPLY— cont, 

£60,868  -  Home  Department  andSabordinate 
Offices,  Com.  Aug  17,  1434  ;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
BRllantine),  1449;  Withdrawn;  Amendt. 
(Mr.  B.  Roberts),  1457  ;  Withdrawn  ;  Vote 
agreed  to 

£40,696— Foreign  Office,  Com.  Aug  17,  1459 

£7.528— Frivy  Council  Office,  Com.  Aug  17, 
1481 

£23,880— Charity  Commission 

£22,071 — Civil  Service  Commission 

£84,444— Exchequer  and  Audit  Depart- 
ment 

£4,186 — Friendly  Societies  Registry 

£9,219 — Lunacy  Commission 

£84 — Mint,  including  Coinage 

£7,452— National  Debt  Office 

£12,017— Public  Record  Office 

£5,669— Public  Works  Loan  Commission, 
Com.  Aug  17,  1482 

£22,460— Colonial  Office,  Com.  Aug  18, 1490 

£100,757— Board  of  Trade,  Com.  Aug  18, 
1510 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  B.  H.  Bayley),  1638  ; 
Withdrawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to 

£21,000— Mercantile  Marine  Fund  (Grant 
in  Aid),  Com.  Aug  18,  1546 

A20— Bankruptcy  Department,  Board  of 
Trade,  Com.  Aug  18,  1645 

£30,510—  Board  of  Agriculture,  Com.  Aug  18, 
1545 

£90,145— Local  Government  Board,  Com. 
Aug  18,  1554 

£272,505— Stationery  Office— Reports  of 
"  Parliamentary  Debates,"  &c.,  Com. 
Aug  18,  1558 ;  Amendt.  (Mr.  Lough), 
1664  ;  Withdrawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to 

£11,743 — Woods,  Forests, and  Land  Revenues, 
&c..  Office,  Com.  Aug  18,  1581 

£28,566- Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office. 
Com.  Aug  18,  1588 

£16,000— Secret  Service,  Com.  Aug  18,  1588 

Scotland. 

£8,155 — Lunacy  Commission 
£2,470 — Registrar  General's  Office 
£4,754 — Board  of  ^supervision  for  Relief  of 
Poor,  &c..  Com.  Aug  18,  1589 

Ireland. 
£2.264 — Lord  Lieutenant's  Household 
£939— Charitable  Bequests  Office 
£3.007-  Public  Record  Office 
£19.770  — Public  Works  Office 
£8.637 — Registrar  General's  Office 
£5,171— Valuation    and    Boundary    Survey, 
Cora.  Aug  18,  1589 

Class  II f. — Law  and  Jdstick. 

England. 

£25,782— Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses  (in- 
cluding £3,(K)0,  Supplementary) 
£177,874— Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

[cont. 


SUPPLY-cfmt. 

£3,771— Land  Registry 
£18,062— County  Courts 
£2,748— Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheemess, 
Com.  Aug  18,  1589 

£34,435— Metropolitan  Police,  &c.,  Com. 
Aug  18,  1690;  Amendt.  (Captain  Norton), 
1696 ;  Withdrawn ;  Vote  agreed  to 

£361,139.  Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonief 
£137,117  —  Reformatory     and      Industrial 

Schools 
£18,903— Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum, Com.  Aug  18, 1598 

Scotland. 

£44,998 — Law  Charges  and  Courts  of  Law 
£22,711— Register  House,  Edinburgh 
£51,700— Prisons,  Com.  Aug  18, 1698 

Sutherland,  Sir  T.,  Greenock 
Japan,  New  Treaty  with,  1239 

SXVEBTMAN,   Mr.  J.,    WickloWy  E, 
Dublin  Telegraphists,  11,  250,  466 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Univertity 

Anarchists,  Treatment  of,  1246 

Bntley  School,  Suffolk,  1244 

Grants  to  Rural  Schools,  996 

Hartshill  Schoolroom,  1244 

Indian  Opium  Commission  Report,  31 

Pauper  District  Schools — Lady  Inspectors,  81 

West  London  ISchool  District,  31 

Telegraphs  (see  under  Post  Office) 

Telephones  (see  under  Post  Office) 

Temple,  Sir  R.,  Surrey,  Kingston 

Board  of  Agriculture— Travelling  Inspectors, 

145 
Business  of  the  House,  1152 
Elementary  Teachers'  Superannuation,  261 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill — Instr. 

to  Com.,  38,  79,  80,  96,  98,  193,   194,  226 ; 

Con.,  781 
Franco-Siamese  Question — Cbantabun,  569 

India 
Government  of.  Res.,  1121,  1124,  1127 
Railway  Construction,  1386 

Supply 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  1478 
Swaziland,  1506,  1509 


Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  As  amended,  con.  Aug  6. 149 

New  Clauses  (Mr.  J.  Morley's),  149  ;  Agreed 
to  ;  (Mr.  J.  Morley*8),  162 ;  Amendt.  (Sir 
R.  T.  Reid's).  157  ;  Clause,  as  amended, 
agreed  to;  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy's),  157 

leant. 
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2}Bnants  Arbitration  ^Ireland)  J?ili— cont. 

Amendts.  (Mr.  J.  Morley's),  168,  169,  160 ; 
Agreed  to ;  (Mr.  Sexton's),  161 ;  Nega- 
tived ;  (Sir  R.  T.  Reid's),  163  ;  With- 
drawn ;  (Mr.  J.  Morley's),  165  ;  Amendts. 
to  the  proposed  Amendt.  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  s),  166;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Sexton's), 
169;  Divisiofi;  Negatived;  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy s),  171;  Negatived;  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton's), 172  ;  Negatived  ;  (Mr.  Hayden's), 
174 ;  DivUian  ;  Negatived  ;  Mr.  Morley's 
Amendt.  agreed  to;  Amendts.  (Mr.  J. 
Morley's),  178  ;  Agreed  to  ;  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy 's),  178  ;  Negatived 

Third  Reading  Aug  7,  26:) ;  Amendt.  to 
leave  out  *•  now,"  and  add  *'  upon  this 
day  three  months"  (Mr.  Brodrick); 
Division  :  Ayes  199  ;  Noes  167  ;  Read  3% 
and  passed 

/.  Read  1*  Aug  7,  237 

Second  Reading  Aug  13, 654  —Motion  to  leave 
out  "now"  and  add  "this  day  three 
months"  (bord  Balfour  of  Burleigh)  ; 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Aug  14,  893 ;   Division : 
Ayes  30  ;  Noes  249 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill 
Q.  Mr.  Ross  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hiblert  Aug  6, 136  ; 
Qs.  Mr  Maguire,  Colonel  Nolan ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  Aug  16,  1255 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy,  Mr.  Barton,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr. 
Macartney;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  Au^  17,  1391 
Suh'Tenants,  4'^.,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  7,  248 

Thames  and  Severn  Canal 

Qb.  Mr.  B.  Jones,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce 
Aug  14,  979 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill 

/.  Read  3*,  and  passed  Aug  7,  232 

"  The  Times  " — Publication  of  Particu- 
lars of  the  Irish  Land  Committee 
Qs.  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  As.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Mr.  J.  Morley  Aug  16, 1257 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Admiralty  Establishments — Working  HourSt 

22 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors,  14 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  809,  813, 

814,  816,  823,  824,  825,  830,  832,  834,  1005, 

1030 
Wales 

Celfynydd  Colliery  .Explosion,  19 

Postal  Facilities,  23 

River  Ffrwd,  Drowning  in,  578 

Thornton,  Mr.  P.  M.,  Clapham 

Accountant  General's  Department,  265 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (Loidon)  Bill,  Com. 

401 
Supply— Home  Office  Clerks,  1439 


Tithes 
Farnham  Dispute^  Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys  ;  A.  Sir  J. 

T.  Hibbert  Aug  14,  992 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply^  Aug  \%, 

1546,  1547 

ToLLEMACHE,     Mr.    H.    J.,     Cheshire^ 
Eddisbury 

Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order 
(No.  7)  Bill,  Con.,  433,  436 

ToMLiNSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Business  of  the  House,  33,  479,  996  ;  Res., 

1269 
Coal  Mines  (Check  Weigher)  Bill,  2R.,  884  ; 

Com.,  1149 
Copyhold  (Consolidation)  Bill,  Com.,  884 
Great  Western  and  Midland  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill,  481 
Indian  Budget,  768 
Irish  Protestant  Police  Officers,  27 
Metalliferous  Mines  Inspectors,  14 
Mines  (Bight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  810,  814,836 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Com., 

546,  649 
Quarries  Bill,  2R.,  547,  548 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  639, 

643,  786,  794,  796,  798,  799 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Con.,  1484,  1486, 
1486,  1487 

Supply 

Blackwater  Harbour,  1394 

Brazilian  Civil  War  —  Loss  of  British 
Officers,  1481 

Factory  and  Metalliferous  Mines  Inspec- 
tors, 1438 

Metalliferous  Mines  Inspector — Mr.  Leek, 
1442 

Ottawa  Conference,  1510 

Peterhead  Harbour,  139K 

Railway  Companies  and  the  Board  of 
Trade,  1520,  1521 

Secret  Service,  1583 

Transvaal,  British  Subjects  in,  1498 

TRADE,  BOARD  OF 

President^Mr.  Bbtce 

Secretary — Mr.  T.  Bubt 
BiUingsgate  Tolls,  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ;   A.  Mr. 

Bryce  Aug  17,  1387 
"*  Board  of  Trade  Jmrnai;'  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton  ; 
A.  Mr.  Bryce  Au^  6, 123 

(References    to,   in    Debate    on  Supply, 
Aug  18,  1541,  &c.) 
Bunker  CooIm,    Q.    Major   Jones ;    A.   Mr. 

Bryce  Aug  17,  1385 
Chisels,  Fraudulently- Marked,   Qs.   Colonel 

H.  Vincent,  Sir  K.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As. 

Mr.  Bryce  Aug  16,  1222 
German  Prison-Made  Goods,  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  16,  1221 
Private  Moorings  in  Public  Roadsteads,  Q. 

Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  9, 468 
Railway    Companies    and    the    Board    of 

Trade,   Debate    on,    in    Com.  of  Supply, 

Aug  IS,  1510,  kc. 


TraJ 

JRADEy  BOARD  OF—cont. 
Bailwayg  (see  that  title) 
Thames    a/nd     Severn   Canal,  Qs.    Mr.    B. 
Jones,  Mr.  Hartley  ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce  Aug  14, 
979 
Vote  for,  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  18, 1510 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Motion  for  Leave,  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  ;    Bead 
1°  Aug  14,  1082 
Bead  2°  Aug  16, 1354 

Tramways  (Ireland)  [Redemption] 
e.  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  16,  1365 
Bes.  reported  Aug  17,  1488 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (So.  1) 
Bill 

h  Boyal  Assent  Aug  17 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho,  2) 

BiU 
e.  As  amended,  Con.  Aug  6, 119 

Con.  in  Com. ;  Be-com.,  and  Beported  Aug!* 

237 
Con.  Aug  8,  427 
{.  Commons    Amendts.    con.,    and    agreed   to 
Aug  16,  1214 
Boyal  Assent  Aug  17 

Tbansvaal  (see  under  Africa) 

Treasury  and  Subordinate  Departments 

Vote  for.  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  17,  1433 

TREVELYAN,  Right  Hon.  SirG.  O. 
(Secretary  for  Scotland),  Glasgow^ 
Bridgeton 

Bothwell  Miners'  Disturbance  and  the  Police* 
767,  995 

Deer  Forest  Commission,  552 

Fisheries 
Cruisers  Bound  the  Island  of  Lewis,  990 
North-East  Coast — Protection  of  Fishing, 
251 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  412, 
413,  421,  424,  488,  489,  492,  496,  601,  504, 
607,508,509,616,521,  526,  528,  532,  534, 
535,  539,  571,  585,  694,  596,  597,  699,  601, 
606,  610,  617,  620,  626,  628,  631  ;  3B., 
635 

Trusts  Administration\Inquiry 

Select  Com.,  Beport  Aug  7,  368 

Tuberculosis  Commission  Report 
Q.  Mr.  D.  Crawford ;   A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefcvre 
Aug  13,  767 
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TuLLT,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrimy  S. 

Ireland 
Congested    Districts  Board— Mr.    Totten- 
ham's Letter,  441 
Lough  Key  Floods,  440 

TWEEDMOUTH,  Lord  (Lord  Privy 
Seal  and  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster) 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com., 
1167,  1168,  1169,  1171,  1173,  1174,  1176, 
1176,  1177,  1180,  1181,  1182,  1186,  1186, 
1187,  1188,  1190,  1191,  1193,  1195,  1198, 
1199,  1200,  1202,  1203,  1206,  1207,  1210, 
1211, 1212,  1214  ;  Beport,  1368,  1360, 1361, 
1362 

London  County  Council  (Tower  Bridge 
Southern  Approach)  Bill,  3B.,  229,  231, 
232 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  Beport,  3,  4 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  746, 
748,  749,  760,  761 

XTnifonns  Bill 

I.  Com. ;  Beported,  ate,  Aug  6,  118 
Bead  3%  and  passed  Aug  16,  1166 

0,  Lords  Amendts.  con.,  and  agreed  to  Aug  17, 

1488 

United  States  (see  America) 

Vaccination 

London  ConHahles — Compulsory  He-  Vacci' 
luUioii,  Q.  Mr.  Hopwooti  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
Aiig  3,  9 

Small- Pox' at  Coventry.  Q.  Mr.  Hopwood  ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Foster  Axig  14,  997 

Valuation   of    Lands    (Seotland)    Acts 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Bead  2°  Aug  6,  228 

Con.  in  Com. ;  Beported ;  Bead  3»,  and 
passed  Aug  7,  368 

1.  Boyal  Assent  Avg  17 

Ventry,  Lord 
Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  712 

Vincent,  Colonel  C.  E.  H.,  Sheffieldy 
Central 

Business  of  the  House,  Bes.,  1269 
Chisels,  Fraudulently-Marked,  1222 
Equalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 

79 
First  Offenders,  Treatment  of,  1226 

German  Prison-Made  Goods,  Importation  of, 
1221 

Bifle  Banges — Metropolitan  Volunteers,  438 
Volunteers  (see  under  Army) 
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Yon  Boemer*8  BMumption  of  British 
Hationality  Bill 

c.  Bead  2«  Aug  16,  1216 

Wales 

Agriovltural  JSdueatioH'-'B/eihmaoei  to,  In 
Debate  on  Supply,  Aug  18, 1548,  &a 

Cardiganghire  Chief  Conttahle  emd  Mr,  R* 
Lewis,  Q.  Mr.  Grifflth-Boecawen ;  A.  Mr. 
•      A8qTiith^ii^8,27 

Celf^ydd  CoUiery  BxptoHon,  Q.  Mr.  D.  A. 
Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Asqaith  Aug  8, 19 

Crieeieth  Beaeh^  Q.  Mr.  Lloyd-Oeorge ;   A. 
Mr.  Bryoe  Aug  16, 1264 
(Beferences   to,   in   Debate    on   Supply, 
Aug  18, 1634,  ate.) 

CvZlifard,  Emily ,  Ca$e  of,  Q.  Mr.  Bamie ;  A. 

Mr.  Aflquith  Aug  14, 1000 
JBgltoyseg  Rural  Postman,  Q.Mr. H. Boberta ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morlej  Aug  16,  1263 
Postal  FaeiiUies  in  South  Wales,  Q.  Mr.  D- 

A.  Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Aug  3,  23 
Quarries,  Inspectors  of,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Boberts ; 
A.  Mr.  Asqaith  Aug  16, 1239 

Mr,  Williams,  Jfrc,  Amendt.  and  Debate  in 
Com.  of  Supply,  Aug  17, 1465,  ate. 

River  Ffrwd,  Drowning  in,  Q.  Mr.  D.  A* 
Thomas  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  Aug  10,  768 

Trade  Dispute  and  the  Police,  Qs.  Mr. 
Bandell,  Major  Jones;  As.  Mr.  Asqaith 
Aug  3,  21 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.,  Edinburgh^  E. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  624, 

627 
Supply— Scotch  Votes,  1564, 1665,  1556 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Fcustory  (see 
under  Army) 

War  Office  (see  Army) 

Warina  {see  under  Africa — Sisbba 
Leone) 

Warner,  Mr.  T.  C.  T.,  SomersetyN. 

Diseases  of  Animals  Bill,  SB.,  1079 
Supply— Railway  Companies,  1523 

Warwickshire  Ex-Chief  Constable  (see 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — sub- 
heading Police) 

Weather  Forecasts 

-   0.  Mr.  H.  Hoare ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Aug  13, 

774 

Webb,  Mr.  A.,  Wai^rfard,  W. 
Birr  Barracks  Scandal,  127 
VOL.  XXVni.  [fourth  SERIES.] 


'  Webster,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St.  Pancras^E. 

Sqoalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
el,  1,  40,  41,  42.  43,  61,  63,  65,  70,  76,  76, 
78,  91,  96,  97, 100,  199,  225, 397 

Supply 
L&eboats,  1687 

Bating  of  Government  Property,  1406 
Stoneyford  Postmastership,  442 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.,  Isle  of  Wight 

Equalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill,  Com. 

Wedderburn,  Sir  W.,  Banffshire 

India 
Bombay  and  Aden  Mail  Offices,  476 
Government  of,  Res.,  1128 
Revenue  Accounts,  Com.,  1288, 1341 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  618 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Boss  and  Cromarty 

Building  Bye-Laws  in  London,  663 

Bui  want  Rao  Bute,  259,  1247 

Business  of  the  House,  252,  479  ;  Res.,  1260 

Crofters  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  662,  771,  996 

House  of  Commons 
Ventilation,  256, 567,  768 
Water    Closets   off   Committee    Booms- 
Water  Supply,  ate,  569,  766,  993,  1386 

Houses   of    Parliament— Electric    Lighting 

558 
Irish  Haymakers,  Attack  on  at  Bamet,  261, 

985 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill — Lords 

Amendts.,  1489 

Scotland 
Cattle  Trucks  on  the  Highland  Bailway, 

1241 
Crofters  and  Dog  Licences,  661 
Cruisers  Round  the  Island  of  Lewis,  990 
Dalmore  Shooting  Range,  664 
Deer  Forest  Commission,  552 
Fisheries— North-Bast  Coast, 255 
Game  Prosecutions— Case  of  George  Milne, 

661 
Garve  and  Ullapool  Bailway,  24 
Highland    Railways — ^Automatic    Brakes, 

652 
Training  Ship  "Northampton,"  1886 
Trawling  off  the  Island  of  Lewis,  12 

Supply 
British  Honduras,  1609 
Highland  Bailways,  1631 
Holyhead  Harbour  Master,  1393 
Home  Office  Officials,  1437, 1438 
Jabez  Balfour,  1546 
Lighthouses,  1543 
Light  Bailways,  1423 
ISTiger  Company,  &c.,  1480 
Peterhead  Harbour,  1896 
Salmon  Fishing  Licences  in  Sootland.  1685. 
1B87  ^ 

Treasury  Allowanoes  and  Salaries^  1488 

Tramways  Oideis  Ccmflnaiitioii  (No.  2\  BttL, 
Con.,  119,  120 

4  Jl 
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Wblby,  Lord 
Equalisation  of  RatCH  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
1368 

fVest  London  School  District 
(See  under  Litcal  Gitvcnuiwut  Board) 

West  Riding  of  the  County  of  York — 
Charitable  Endowments 
Eeturn  ordered  Aug  10,  652 

West  Riding  Rivers  Conservancy  Bill 

c.  Lonls  Anieiidts.  con.,  and  agreed  to  Au^f  3,  6 

Whitmore,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 
Equalisation  of  KatcH  (London)  Bill,  Com., 
47,  78,  98,  109,  200,  382 

Whittaker,  Mr.  T.  P.,    Yorky  W.R., 
Spefi  Valley 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Con.,  409 
Telci)lione  Companies  and  the  Government, 
1249 

Williams,     Mr.    J.     Carvell,     Notts, 
Mansfield 

Burial  Boani  Fees,  982 

Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  York,  W.R., Holm- 
firth 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  1026 
Parliamentary  Select  Committee  Evidence, 
Indexes  to,*  1231 

WiLsox,  Mr.  John,  Durham,  Mid, 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  253  ;  Com.,  806, 
853.  807.  866.  867,  871,  1004,  1011,  1012, 
1013.  1014,  1028,  1043,  1044 

Wilson    Tariff  (see   under  America — 
L'xiTED  States) 

WOODALL,  Mr.  W.  (Financial  Secre- 
tary to  tho  War  Office),  Hanley 
Aldersiiot  Water  Supply,  991 
Candidates,  Medical  Examinations  of,  988 
Chelsea  Hospital,  1264 
Cordite  Manufacture,  125 

Ireland 

Dublin  Drainage  Scheme,  762,  1241 
Military  Bands  at  Political  Meetings,  1243 

Onl nance  Store  Deiiartment,  Woolwich — 
Wages,  &c.,  1384 

Rifle  Ranges— Tipton  Fat«Iity,  1227 


Woods^  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues,  ^c, 
Office 

Vote /or.  Con.  in  Com.  ulff^  18,  1581 

Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues  of 
the  Crown 

Cricket  in  the  Xeu)  Forrttt^  Q.  Captain 
Sinclair ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Aug  3,  29 

Government  Farms,  Wages  on,  Q.  Mr. 
Everett ;  A.  Sir  J.  t.  Hibbert  Aug  14,  984 

Woods,  Mr.  S.,  Lancashire,  Ince 

Government  Printing  Contracts— Fair  Wages 

Resolution,  770 
Leigh,  Alleged  Wrongful  Imprisonment  at, 

764 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  253 ;  Com.,  815, 

851,  85.3,  865 
Payment  of  Members,  253 
Wigan  Police  and  Public  Meetings,  770 


WORKS  DEPABTMEVT 

First  Commissioner — Mr.  H.  Gladstonk 
(See  under  title  Parhs^  <j-c.) 

Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office 

Vote  for  f  Con.  in  Com.  Aug  18,  1588 


WoRTLEY,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stuart-,  Sheffield^ 
Hallam 

Ct)al  Mines  (Check  WeigheO  Bill,  2R.,  887 

H(»using  of  the  Working  Classes,  265 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  814 

Quarries  Bill,  Con..  1082 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Com.,  798 

Supply 

JPactory  and  Mines  Inspectors,  1434 
Metalliferous  Mines  Insi)cctor — Mr.  Leek, 

1445 
Nottingham  Execution,  1456 


Wrigiitsox,  Mr.  T.,  Stockton-on-Tees 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  Com.,  848,  850 
Railway  Rates— North  Eastern  Railway,  240 

Wtndiiam,  Mr.  G.,  Dover 

Supply— Uganda  Railway,  1469 

Tenants  Arbitration  (Ireland)  Bill,  8R.,  298 


ENP    OF    VOLUME    XXVIII.,    AND    SEVENTH    VOLUME 

OF    SESSION     1894. 
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